
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, MAY 1 ,  1984 

SESSION OF 1984 168TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 28 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at  1 p.m., e.d.t. 

No. 2102 By Representatives LLOYD, STEWART, 
HALUSKA, LAUGHLIN and RUDY 

REV. DR. DAVID R.  HOOVER, chaplain of the House 
o f  Representatives, from McConnellsburg, Pennsylvania, 
offered the following prayer: 

THE SPEAKER (K.  LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

Almighty and everlasting God, Thou who art the Lord of 
life and all the blessings thereof and who dost ever watch over 
and care for Thine own, we come before Thee this afternoon 
hour on behalf of the members of this House of Representa- 
tives. We beseech Thee to always keep them in the hollow of 
Thy hand, and protect them against the insidious snares and 
pitfalls which confront them in this life. As they work on the 
preparation of a budget for this great Commonwealth, fill 
them with the power of Thy presence, direct them with the 
might of Thy love and care, and share with them the blessing 
and benediction o f  Thy peace. Amen. 

An Act amending the "County Pension Law," approved 
August 31, 1971 (P. L. 398, No. 96), authorizing members to 
reduce their contributions. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
May 1, 1984. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was enunciated by members.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED I 

No. 2103 By Representatives LLOYD, STEWART, 
HALUSKA and RUDY 

An Act amending the "County Pension Law," approved 
August 31, 1971 (P. L. 398, No. 96). authorizing the withdrawal 
of accumulated deductions and interest. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
May 1, 1984. 

No. 2104 By Representatives HAYES, SIRIANNI, 
PUNT, NOYE, PITTS, GEIST, HERMAN, 
G. M. SNYDER, BUNT, FLICK, 
PETERSON and MICOZZIE 

An Act establishing the Pennsylvania Recovery and Economic 
Redevelopment Fund; and making an appropriation to the fund 
for economic redevelopment purposes. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May 1, 
1984. 

No. 2105 By Representatives MANDERINO, IRVIS, 
DOMBROWSKI, PIEVSKY, WAMBACH, 
AFFLERBACH, PRESTON, WIGGINS, 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the 
Journal for  the session of Monday, April 30, 1984, will be 
postponed until the Journal is in print. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

No. 2101 By Representatives LLOYD, STEWART, 
HALUSKA, AFFLERBACH, NOYE and 
LAUGHLIN 

POTT, GEORGE, BURNS, BATTISTO, 
SEVENTY, KUKOVICH, McMONAGLE, 
RYBAK, PERZEL, OLIVER, WACHOB, 
KOSINSKI, KASUNIC, VAN HORNE, 
FEE, ALDERETTE, FATTAH, WOZNIAK, 

An Act amending the "County Pension Law," approved 
August 31, 1971 (P.  L. 398, No. 96), further providing for the 
membership of the retirement board. 

Referred to  Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 
May 1, 1984. 

DeLUCA, STEIGHNER, OLASZ, LINTON, 
McCALL, TRELLO, WILSON, CANNON, 
EVANS, PRATT, BARBER and PISTELLA 

An Act protecting employees from unjust dismissal; providing 
for mediation and arbitration proceedings; and providing legal 
remedies. 

' Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, May 1, 
1984. 

No. 2106 By Representative CALTAGIRONE 

An Act amending the "Senior Citizens Rebate and Assistance 
1 Act", approved March 1 1 ,  1971 (P. L. 104, No. 3), extending 
I property tax and rent rebate provisions to single persons over 

fifty years of age. 
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Referred to  Committee on FINANCE, May I ,  1984. 

No. 2107 By Representatives HUTCHINSON and 
LETTERMAN 

An Act amending the act of June 10. 1982 (P. L. 454. No. 133) 
entitled "An act protecting agricultural operations from nuisance 
suits and ordinances under certain circumstances," extending 
provisions to include certain firing ranges. 

Referred to  Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES, 
May I ,  1984. 

No. 2108 By Representatives LINTON, FATTAH, 
IRVIS, CARN, FISCHER, KOSINSKI, 
OLIVER, TRELLO, LETTERMAN, 
CALTAGIRONE, FREEMAN, 
KUKOVICH, WAMBACH, RYBAK, 
WIGGINS, DEAL, TRUMAN, PRESTON, 
WILLIAMS, WESTON, RICHARDSON, 
BATTISTO, CORDISCO and DAWIDA 

An Act establishing a program for providing smoke detectors 
to elderly persons by the use of excess lottery funds. 

Referred to  Committeeon FINANCE, May 1, 1984. 

No. 2109 By Representatives IRVIS, ITKIN, 
COWELL, PETRONE, MARKOSEK, 
OLASZ, PISTELLA, DAWIDA, 
PRESTON, MRKONIC, VAN HORNE, 
POTT, SEVENTY, DeLUCA, McVERRY 
and DUFFY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cancer 
Institute, Pittsburgh. 

Referred to  Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May I ,  
1984. 

No. 2110 By Representative PIEVSKY 

An Act making an appropriation from a restricted revenue 
account within the General Fund to the Department of State for 
use by the Bureau of Professional and Occupational Affairs. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May I, 
1984. 

No. 2111 By Representative PIEVSKY 

An Act making appropriations to the Treasury Department 
out o f  various funds to pay replacement checks issued in lieu of 
outstanding checks when presented and to adjust errors. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May I ,  
1984. 

No. 2112 By Representative PIEVSKY 

An Act making appropriations to the Department of General 
Services out of various funds for payment of rental charges to the 
General State Authority. 

Referred to  Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May 1 ,  
1984. 

No. 2113 By Representative PIEVSKY 

An Act making an appropriation to the Department of Labor 
and Industry from the Workmen's Com~ensarion Administra- 

tion Fund to provide for the expenses of administering the Penn- 
sylvania Workmen's Compensation Act and the Pennsylvania 
Occupational Disease Act for the fiscal year July I ,  1984 to June 
30. 1985 and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining 
unpaid at the close of  the fiscal year ending June 30, 1984. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May 1, 
1984. 

No. 2114 By Representative PIEVSKY 

An Act making an appropriation from the State Employees' 
Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the State Employees' 
Retirement Board for the fiscal year July 1. 1984 to June 30, 1985 
and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the 
close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1984. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May 1, 
1984. 

No. 2115 By Representative PIEVSKY 

An Act making an appropriation from the Public School 
Employees' Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the 
Public School Employees' Retirement Board for the fiscal year 
July 1, 1984 to June 30, 1985 and for the payment of bills incur- 
red and remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1984. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May 1, 
1984. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bills for concurrence: 

SB 663, PN 745 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, May 1, 1984 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, May 
1, 1984. 

SB 1084, PN 1912 

Referred to Committee on BUSINESS AND COM- 
MERCE, May I, 1984. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, May 
1, 1984. 

SB 1159, PN 1913 

Referred to Committee on MILITARY AND VETERANS 
AFFAIRS, May I, 1984. 

Referred to Committeeon JUDICIARY, May 1, 1984. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE GRANTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now turns to leaves o f  absence. 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. I request a leave for the gentleman from 

Luzerne, Mr. STEVENS, for theday. 
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T h e  S P E A K E R .  Without  objection, the  leave is granted. 
T h e  Chair  hears n o  objection. 

T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman from Berks, Mr.  
Fryer,  o n  leaves o f  absence. 

M r .  FRYER.  M r .  Speaker,  the  majority whip asks leave of  
absence for  the  gentleman f rom Allegheny, Mr. TRELLO,  
fo r  theent i re  week. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  Without objection, the  leave is granted. 
T h e  Chair  thanks  the  gentleman, Mr.  Fryer. 

MASTER ROLL CALL RECORDED 

T h e  SPEAKER.  T h e  Chair  is about  t o  take the  master roll 
call for  today.  T h e  members will proceed t o  vote. 

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

PRESENT-199 

Afflerbach Evans Livengood Robbins 
Alderettc Fargo Lloyd Rudy 
Angsladt Fattah Lucyk Ryan 
Armstrong Fee McCall Rybak 
Arty Fischer McClatchy Saloom 
Baldwin Flick McHale Salvatore 
Barber Foster, W. W. Mclntyre Saurman 
Battirto Foster, J r . ,  A. McManagle Schcetr 
Belardi Freeman McVerry Schuier 
Belfanti Freind Erlacko*,ski Semmel 
Beloff Fryer Madigan Serafini 
Blaum Gallagher Maiale Seventy 
Book Gallen Manderina Showers 
Bowser Gamble Manmiller Sirianni 
Boyes Gannon Markosek Smith, B. 
Brandt Geist Mayernik Smith, L .  E. 
Broujos Gcarge Merry Snyder. D. W .  
Bunt Gladcck Michlovic Snyder, G .  M. 
Burd Godshall Micozzie Spencer 
Burns Grernwood hliller Spill 
Caltagirone Grieco Miacevich Stairs 
Cappabianca Gruitra Moehlmann Steighner 
Carn Gruppo Morris Sterart 
Cawley Hagarty Mowery Sruban 
Ceaar Haluska Mrkoniz Sweet 
Cimini Harper Murphy Swift 
Civera Hasay Nahill Taylor, E.  7.. 
Clark Hayes Noye Taylor, F. E .  
Clymer Herman O'Bricn Tclek 
Cohen Hershey O'Donnell Tigue 
Colafclla Haeffel Olasz Truman 
Cole Honaman Oliver Van Horne 
Cordisca Hutchinson Perzel Vroon 
Cornell Itkin Peterson Wachob 
Coslctt Jackson Petrarca Wambach 
Cowell Jarolin Petrone Wargo 
COY Johnson Phillips Wan$ 
Deluca Kasunic Piccola Webron 
DeVcrter Kennedy Pievsky Wiggins 
DeWeerc Klingaman Piitella Williams 
Daley Kasinski Pitts Wilson 
Davies Kukovich Poll U'ogan 
Dawida Lashinger Pratt Worniak 
Deal Laughlin Preston Wright, D. R. 
Dietr I.ehr Punt Wright. I .  L. 
Dininni Lerca>itz Rappaport Wright, R .  C. 
Dombrowrki Letterman Reher Zwikl 
Donatucci Lcvi Reinard 
Dorr Levin Richardson Irvin, 
Duff) Linton Rieger Speaker 
Durham 

ADDITIONS-0 

N O T  VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

BlLLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

T h e  SPEAKER. T h e  Chair recognizes the  majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO.  Mr. Speaker,  1 move that  the  follow- 

ing bills be removed f rom the tabled calendar a n d  placed o n  
the  active calendar: 

H B  1331; 
H B  1486; 
H B  1555; 
H B  1745; 
H B  1748; 

' H B  1951; a n d  
HB 1969. 

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

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

The Chair gave notice that  he was about  t o  sign the  follow- 
ing bills, which were then signed: 

SB 408, PN 1474 

An Act amending the act of December 5. 1972 (P. L. 1280. No. 
284). entitled "Pennsylvania Securities Act of 1972," reducing 
the waiting period prior to  offering certain investments; exempt- 
ing certain registered uromoters: limiting the forfeit of certain 
mutual fund fees; reducing the time period for certain registra- 
tion statements to  be on file with the commission; further provid- 
ing for the effectiveness of certain registration statements and 
amendments thereto; eliminating certain withdrawals for mutual 
funds; and further providing for fees t o  be assessed by the Penn- 
sylvania Securities Commission. 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1206, No. 
331). entitled "The First Class Township Code," eliminating 
certain mandatory retirement. 

An Act amending the act o f  June 15, 1951 (P. L. 586, No. 144). 
entitled "An act regulating the suspension, removal, furloughing 
and reinstatement of oolice officers in borouehs and townshins of 
the first class having police forces of less than three members, and 
in townsh i~s  of the recond class." eliminatine, certain mandatory 
retirement. 

SB 886, PN 1425 

An Act amending the act of June 1,  1945 (P. L. 1232, No. 427). 
entitled "An act providing for and regu la t i~~g  the appointment, 
promotion and reduction in rank, suspension and removal o f  
paid operators o f  fire apparatus in boroughs, incorporated towns 
and townships of the first class; ....," eliminating certain manda- 
tory retirement. 
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SB 887, PN 1426 I BILL TABLED 

A n  Act amending the act of June 5,  1941 (P. L. 84, No. 45). 
entitled "An act providing for and regulating the appointment, 
promotion and reduction in rank, suspension and removal o f  
paid members of the police force in boroughs, incorporated 
towns and townships o f  the first class maintaining a police force 
o f  not less than three members; ....," eliminating certain manda- 
tory retirement. 

A n  Act amending the act o f  May 31, 1933 (P. L. 1108, No. 
272), entitled, a s  amended, "An act providing for the appoint- 
ment, promotion, reduction, removal and reinstatement of paid 
officers, firemen and employes of fire departments and of fire 
alarm operators and fire box inspectors in the bureaus of electric- 
ity in cities of the third class; ....," eliminating certain mandatory 
retirement. 

An Act amending the act of May 31. 1974 (P. L. 296, No. 94), 
entitled "An act providing for the appointment, promotion, 
reduction in rank, suspension, furlough, discharge and reinstate- 
ment o f  deputy sheriffs in counties o f t h e  second class; ....," elim- 
inating certain mandatory retirement. 

A n  Act amending theact  of July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230L 
entitled, a s  amended, "Second Class County Code," eliminating 
certain mandatory retirement. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS AGREED TO 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

T h e  following bills, having been called up,  were considered 
fo r  the  second time a n d  agreed to,  a n d  ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

SB 58, PN 58; a n d  HB 2039, PN 2768. 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 

T h e  SPEAKER.  T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman from 
Philadelphia,  M r .  Rappaport .  

Mr. R A P P A P O R T .  Mr. Speaker,  there will be a n  immedi- 
a t e  meeting of  the  Judiciary Committee off the  floor, a s  
announced this morning. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  Chair  thanks the  gentleman. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

T h e  House  proceeded to third consideration o f  HB 1293, 
PN 2469, entitled: 

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

M r .  G A L L A G H E R .  Mr. Speaker,  I move that  H B  1293, 
PN 2469, be placed on  the  tabled calendar temporarily. 

O n  the question, 
Will the  House agree t o  the  motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-98 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Beloff 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cessar 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Deluca 
DeWcese 
Dale? 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dambrowski 
Danatucci 
Dori 

Angitadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Belardi 
BelfanIi 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowier 
Baycs 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cordirco 
Carnell 
Coslett 
Cawell 
COY 

Evans McClatchy 
Fartah McHale 
Fee Mclntyie 
Fo5ter, W. W. McMonagie 
Freeman McVerry 
Freind Maiale 
Fryer Mandcrino 
Gallagher hlarkosek 
George \lichluvic 
Gladeck Micarzie 
Hagarty Miller 
Haluika Morris 
Harper Mrkonic 
Hoeffel Murphy 
l t k i n  Nahill 
Jarolin O'Donnell 
Kasunic Olasz 
Klingaman Oliver 
Kosiniki Petrarca 
Kukovich Piccola 
Laughlin Pieviky 
Lehr Pistclla 
Lescovitl Preston 
Levin Rappaport 
Linton Reinard 

NAYS-84 

DeVerter Hutchinion 
Dietr Jackson 
Dininni Johnson 
Duffy Kennedy 
Durham Lashingei 
Fargo Levi 
Fiicher Livengood 
Flick Lloyd 
Foster, Jr.. A. Lucyk 
Gallcn McCall 
Gamble Mackouski 
Geist Madigan 
Godshall Manmiller 
Greenwood Merry 
Grieco Moehlmann 
Gruppa Mowery 
Hasay D'Brien 
Haycr Perrel 
Herman Peterson 
Hcrshey Phillips 
Honaman Pot1 

N O T  VOTING-17 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetr 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Srcighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Tigue 
Truman 
Vroan 
Warga 
Wigginr 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wazniak 
Wright. J. L.  

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Punt 
Rabbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Schulei 
Seventy 
Showers 
Smith. I.. E .  
Snyder. D. W .  
Snyder. G. M .  
Spencer 
Stairs 
Suil't 
Telek 
Van Harne 
Wachab 
Wasr 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wright, D.  R. 

A n  Act amending the "Public School Code of 1949," 
approved March 10, 1949 (P.  L. 30, No. 14). further providing 
requirements for attendance at religious schools; and making edi- 
torial changes. 

No ye Reber Sweet 
Petrone Saurman Wambach 
Pitts Semmel Wright, R .  C 

Mayernik Pratt Spitr Zwikl 
Miscevich 

O n  the  question recurring, 
Will the  House agree t o  the  bill o n  third consideration? 

EXCUSED-4 

Kawalyshyn Marmion Stevenr Trello 
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
motion was agreed to. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

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

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1293, 
PN 2469, be removed from the tabled calendar and placed 
back on the regular calendar in the third consideration posi- 
tion. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I oppose the motion to 

put it back on the active calendar. That bill has been on the 
calendar for at  least 15 legislative days. It just clutters the cal- 
endar. If it comes back to the active calendar, 1 move that we 
take it up immediately. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion. Those in 
favor of lifting HB 1293, PN 2469, from the tabled calendar 
and placing it on the active calendar will vote "aye"; those 
opposed will vote "no." 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-144 

Alderettc 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Belfanti 
Blaurn 
Book 
Bower 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cimini 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cordiaco 
Cornell 
Coilerr 
Cowell 
Coy 
Deluca 
UrVcrter 
DcWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietz 
D in~nn i  
Domhrowski 
Donatticci 
Dorr 
Duff? 

Durham 
Fargo 
Fee 
Firchcr 
Flick 
Foster, W .  W .  
Foitcr, J r . .  A. 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giadeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Jarulin 
Johnson 
Kaiunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kukavich 
Larhinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 

Lescovitl 
Letterman 
Levi 
Livengood 
L.loyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClarchy 
McHale 
Mclnry re  
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markabek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowcry 
Mrkonic 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olarz 
Perrcl 
Petcrson 
Pctrarca 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pitti 
Port 
Punt 
Rebcr 
Rcinard 

Robbina 
Rudy  
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Schcctr 
Schuler 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, I.. E .  
Snyder. D. W .  
Snyder, G .  M.  
Spencer 
Srairr 
Steighner 
Sleuart 
Sruban 
suirt 
Taylor, E.  2. 
Taylor, I:. E. 
Tslek 
Van  Horne 
Vroon 
Wachub 
Was\ 
Werron 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wainiak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wright, J .  I.. 
Zuihl 

Afflerbach 
Barber 
Baitisto 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Carn 
Cawiey 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Dawida 

Cessar 
Freind 
Harpcr 

NAYS-43 

Deal Manderino 
Evans Michlavic 
Fattah Micozzie 
Freeman Murphy 
Hagarty O'Donnell 
Itkin Oliver 
Kosinrki Petrone 
Levin Piccola 
Linton Pieusky 
McMonagle Preston 
McVerry Rappaport 

NOT VOTING-12 

Hoeffel Pratt 
Hutchinson Semmel 
Miscevich Spit7 

EXCUSED-4 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Saloom 
Tigue 
Truman 
Wargo 
Wiggins 
Williams 

Sweet 
Wambach 
Wright, R .  C 

Kowalyahyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, on the vote t o  table HB 
1293, 1 was voted in the affirmative, and I tried t o  change it, 
but I was too late. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The lady's remarks will be spread upon the 
record. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1173, PN 2867 (Amended) 
By Rep. RAPPAPORT 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) o f  the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the penalty 
for interfering with custody of children. 

JUDICIARY. 

HB 1776, PN 2869 (Amended) 
By Rep. RAPPAPORT 

An Act amending the "Divorce Code." approved April 2, 1980 
(P. L .  63, No. 26), further providing for grounds for divorce. 

JUDICIARY. 

HB 1931, PN 2870 (Amended) 
By Rep. RAPPAPORT 

An Act establishing the priority of advances made under mort- 
gages and the validity of mortgages with no outstanding indebt- 
edness. 

JUDICIARY. 

SB 672, P N  1943 (Amended) 
By Rep. RAPPAPORT 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for civil 
immunity of school officers and e~nployees relating to drug or 
alcohol abuse; and providinp for limitation of time for bringing 
an action where infancy, insanity or imprisonment is involved. 
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JUDICIARY. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1579, PN 2868 (Amended) 
By Rep. RAPPAPORT 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for addi- 
tional judges in the sixth, seventh, ninth, tenth, fifteenth, seven- 
teenth, nineteenth, twenty-third, twenty-fourth, thirty-second, 
forty-second and fifty-first judicial districts. 

JUDICIARY 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. KOSINSKI. Mr. Speaker, on HB 1293 1 had a technical 
malfunction in my switch. I wish to be recorded in the affir- 
mative. 

The SPEAKER. On which one of the motions? 
Mr. KOSINSKI. That was the motion to take off the table. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to remove from the table. The 

gentleman's remarks will be spread upon the record. 
Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1293 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. It has been moved by the majority leader 
that the House immediately take up  HB 1293, PN 2469, which 
is in the regular order of business. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. TlGUE offered the following amendment No. A0815: 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 1327), page 5, by inserting between lines 7 
and 8 

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

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what this does is it puts back under the guise 

of the private schools the requirement that each of the private 
schools, as  well as the public schools in accordance with the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Tigue amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Delaware. Mr. Freind. 
Mr. FREIND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to oppose the amendment, and I do  it for two reasons. 

One is because of the drafting of the amendment. It reads that 
"Any student enrolled in or  attending any school which bene- 
fits from appropriations made by this Commonwealth for ..." 
blah, blah, blah. There is no question that with the wording of 
this amendment, it would immediately become ineffective and 
would be struck by a court, because, Mr. Speaker, the courts 
have ruled that nonpublic schools may not benefit from any 
appropriation. The rationale for permitting textbooks, auxil- 
iary services, and transportation-and this is by court 
ruling-is that the schools are not benefiting, the students are, 
which is why anytime we have attempted to provide funds to 
the schools, such an attempt has been knocked down by the 
courts. So the first problem you have, Mr. Speaker, is a 
drafting problem with the amendment. 

The second issue is one that we have debated now approxi- 
mately four different times and have overwhelmingly rejected 
each time, and that is whether or  not you mandate for the 
nonpublic schools not only the competency test, which we 
have mandated in HB 1\81, but that it is a graduation require- 
ment. As we have indicated before when we debated HB 1181, 
Mr. Speaker, merely by requiring the nonpublic schools to 
take a competency test in 11th grade goes farther than any 
other State in the Union. 

In addition to the arguments concerning the distinction of 
the public and nonpublic schools- Mr. Speaker, could I have 
some order? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. We are honored by the visit o f  43 members 
of the Neshaminy Activity Center. They are here from Bucks 
County. They are here as the guests of Representatives 
Reinard, Burns, Gallagher, and the rest of the Bucks County 
delegation. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

Also from Bucks County, the Richland One Room School 
House Historical Society. They are here as the guests o f  Paul 
Clymer. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

FILMING PERMISSION GRANTED 

The SPEAKER. WGAL-TV has been given permission, 
starting now, for 10 minutes of recording on the floor of the 
House. 

Public television has been given continued permission to 
record on the floor of the House. 

passage of HB 1181, would have required testing in order to 
receive a diploma. What the amendment says is, any school 1 CONSIDERATION OF HB Ibl CONTINUED 

which benefits from appropriations by this Commonwealth 
shall adhere t o  all the graduation requirements for a diploma. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Freind. 
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Mr. FREIND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 have already discussed the drafting problem and why this 

amendment would be ineffective. 
The second issue is whether or  not we should mandate the 

graduation requirement for the nonpublic schools. Now, 
briefly stated, because we have debated it at  length before on 
four different occasions and overwhelmingly rejected it, what 
this bill does is strike a balance between the need for the State 
t o  have some supervision o f  our nonpublic schools and the 
independence of the nonpublic schools, the right o f  the 
parents, in fact, to have the primary responsibility for educa- 
tion, which has always been our philosophy. Schools work in 
conjunction with the parents to educate the students. 

Now, the difference if we mandate the graduation require- 
ment for nonpublic schools is also very practical. What you 
have t o  remember in H B  1181, what we are doing for our 
public schools is giving second, fifth, and eighth grade testing, 
competency testing. We are also providing, Mr. Speaker, 
remedial programs for those students who do  not do  well in 
the second, fifth, and eighth grade tests. It will be an ongoing 
remedial program. We do  not in fact provide this for the non- 
public schools. In addition, we do  not fund the nonpublic 
schools when they take the 11th grade test. As the legislature 
has decided in the past on four separate occasions, this 
amendment would be a mistake, and I sincerely hope that it is 
rejected. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the amendment for the second time, the Chair recog- 

nizes the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Tigue. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What the previous gentleman had mentioned about the 

drafting, of course, I disagree with; otherwise, I would not 
have had it drafted. What it says is, "...any school which ben- 
efits from appropriations made by this Commonwealth ...." 
In fact, each and every one o f  us knows that private schools, 
parochial schools, all nonpublic schools, do  in fact benefit 
from appropriations made by the State, whether they are 
directly or  indirectly, so that they meet the letter of the law. 
S o  it is in fact part and principle in Pennsylvania, in our Com- 
monwealth, and in fact, our Commonwealth probably more 
than any other State supports private schools with appropri- 
ations. So 1 d o  not believe it is a constitutional problem. 

As far as the testing, again it becomes a question of whether 
or  not we want the people in the nonpublic schools to abide by 
the same rules as those in . the  public sector. What we are 
saying, and I agree with Mr. Freind that the primary responsi- 
bility o f  education may remain with the parent; however, the 
State also has the responsibility to insure that each and every 
child in this Commonwealth, regardless of the responsibilities 
of the parent, receives an  adequate education. So 1 would ask 
for your support o f  the amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Foster, on the Tigue amendment. 

Mr. A .  C .  FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Tigue amendment. This amendment has 

been overwhelmingly rejected in the past, so let it suffice to 
say that for those who are so concerned about the amount of 
money that is expended on textbooks and other items, that is 
more than compensated by the amount of money that is con- 
tributed by the parents of private school students that is paid 
in school taxes. That is no small benefit to the community in 
which they live either, and to the school system. Therefore, on 
that basis, Mr. Speaker, I think for  those who pay twice for  
their children's education, they are certainly entitled t o  
operate those schools in the manner in which they see fit, and 
with the regulations proposed in the bill, I would ask for a 
negative vote on the Tigue amendment. 

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

Vroon. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, 1 would just like to make this 

comment: Up until this time I have not seen hide nor hair of 
the amendment. I do  not know what it does, and I wonder if 1 
am the only one or if there are several others who d o  not have 
it either. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was informed that the Tigue 
amendment had been distributed. Are there other members 
who do  not have it? Apparently there are only two or three 
who do  not have it. The others must have received it. 

Will the pages see t o  it that the gentleman, Mr. Vroon, and 
other members who wish to see the Tigue amendment get a 

COPY. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester, Mr. 

Pitts. 
Mr. PITTS. Thank you, ~ r :  Speaker. 
As I understand the Tigce amendment, any student 

enrolled in a private religious school that receives appropri- 
ations from the Commonwealth for such things as trans- 
portation or textbooks could not receive a high school 
diploma unless they pass the same test required for the public 
school students. Is that correct? He indicates it is. 

Mr. Speaker, this rationale that those schools are recipients 
of government money for government programs for all citi- 
zens should not be the basis used for inserting government 
control over those religious institutions. We all know that the 
best way to control curricula is through the testing program. 

This State has historically recognized the difference 
between the private religious schools and the public schools. 
Religious educational institutions have always been able t o  
teach and hire and discipline according to their private reli- 
gious convictions without government controls in the past. It 
is a mistake to try t o  insert government control, especially in 
the methodology and the curriculum, as testing would 
provide. Government should not be able to dictate the text- 
books or mandate the philosophy o f  life or  intrude in their 
religious beliefs. I think we should defeat this amendment, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-35 

I Mr. TlGUE offered the following amendments No. A0895: 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 1327). page 4, lines 26 through 30: page 5 ,  
line I,  by striking out "w' in line 26, and all of lines 27 
through 30, page 4; and all of line I .  page 5 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1327), page 5 ,  by inserting between lines 7 

Dawida 
Deal 

Donatucci Linton Sweet Afflerbach 
Alderette Evans Mrkonic Taylor, F. E. 
Angstadt Fattah Murphy Tigue 
Baldwin Fischer Oliver Wigginr 
Barber Fryer Petrone Williams 
Battisto Harper Preston Wazniak 
Carn l tk in  Richardson 
Colafella Kasunic Rybak Irvis, 

Armstrong 

Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boycs 
Brand1 
Brouios 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVeRer 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Diet2 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 
Duffy 

and 8 
Any school which benefits from appropriations made by this 
Commonwealth for transportation, textbooks or ancillary ser- 
vices shall comply with the provisions of this act and the regula- 
tions of the State Board of Education. 

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

Gamble 
Lescovitz 
Miscevich 

Kukovich Smith, B 

NAYS-I54 

Durham Levin 
Fargo Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster, W. W. McCall 
Foster. Jr . ,  A. McClatchy 
Freeman McHale 
Freind Mclntyre 
Gallagher McMonagle 
Gallen McVerry 
Gannon Mackowski 
Geist Madigan 
George Maiale 
Gladeck Manderino 
Godshall Manmiller 
Greenwood Markosek 
Grieco Mayernik 
Gruitra Merry 
Gruppo Michlavic 
Hagarty Micozzie 
Haluska Miller 
Hasay Moehlmann 
Hayes Morris 
Hnman Mawery 
Hershey Nahill 
Haeffel Noye 
Honaman O'Brien 
Hutchinaon O'Dannell 
Jackson Olasz 
Jarolin Perzel 
Johnson Peterson 
Kennedy Phillips 
Klingarnan Piccola 
Kosinski Pievsky 
Lashinger Pistella 
Laughlin Pitts 
Lehr Pot1 
Letterman Punt 
Levi 

NOT VOTING-10 

Petrarca Van Horne 
Pratt Wambach 
Spin 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens 

The question was determined in the 
amendment was not agreed to. 

On  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the hill on third 

Speaker 

Rappaport 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloam 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seralini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Truman 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 

Wright, R. C ,  
Zwikl 

Trello 

negative, and the 

consideration? 

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
T o  begin with, this amendment says that any school which 

benefits from appropriations made by the Commonwealth for 
transportation, textbooks, or  other services shall comply with 
the provisions of  HB 1293 and also the regulations of the 
State Board of  Education. Currently under the provisions of  
HB 1293 we would eliminate the State Board of Education 
from regulating any private schools. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Mr. FREIND. Mr. Speaker, we d o  not have a copy of  that 
amendment. Could we have a second to take a look at  it, 
please? 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amendment. This amend- 
ment would in fact-and I d o  not overstate this-destroy 
every nonpublic school in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, because the language says that any school which bene- 
fits-and again you have the drafting problem about benefits; 
schools do not benefit, pupils do, but if you get over that 
hurdle-shall comply with the provisions of this act and with 
the regulations of  the State Board of  Education. This bill 
amends the School Code: therefore, this amendment would 
require the nonpublic schools to abide by every provision of 
the School Code and all of  the regs of  the State Board of Edu- 
cation in everything - in certification, in collective bargaining, 
in absolutely every aspect. There would therefore be no  dis- 
tinction whatsoever between the public and the nonpublic 
schools. 

The other side of  the coin is also true, Mr. Speaker. If in 
fact this became law, the nonpublic schools could say that 
since the distinction has been eradicated, they in fact would 
also then be the beneficiaries of all of the subsidies given to 
our nonpublic schools, and when we are talking money, we 
are talking $3 billion for public schools and $75 million for 
services for students in nonpublic schools. So, A,  it would 
destroy our nonpublic schools, and the other side of the coin 
is it would bankrupt the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. I 
sincerely hope that we defeat this amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes, for the second time, the gentleman 

from Luzerne, Mr. Tigue. 
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destroy the private schools when in fact the private schools 
right now come under some of the regulations of the State 
Board o f  Education regarding certain use of services, et 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will try to be brief, but I think that we havea 

little exaggeration, t o  say the least, about how it would 

cetera, which again appropriations which benefit private 
schools are made by the Commonwealth. But to say that they 
would be put under all regulations regarding schools, 1 think 

Carnell Hoeffel Peterson Wachob 
Coslett Honaman Petrarca Wambach 
Coxell Hutchinson Perrone Wargo 

Jackson Ph i l l i~s  Wass 
~ e i u c a  Jaralin ~ i c c o i a  Wesron 
DeVerter Johnson Pievsky Wiggins 
DeM'eese Kennedy Pistella Williams 
nllpv K I ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~  pit<< witsnn -..., .~ ~~ . .... 
Davies Kasinski Pott Wogan 
Dietr Lashinger Preston Worniak 
Dininni Laughlin Punt Wright. D. R 
Dombrowski Lehr Reber Wright, J. L. 

private schools, and if that is what we want, that is what we 
are going to  have to  decide today. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Clymer. 

we again have an  exaggeration. 
I am putting it t o  the House. You know, we have continu- 

ally said that we want t o  strengthen education, and now we 
have before us a bill which will eliminate public control over 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in opposition to  the Tigue amendment. 

What we want is not more bureaucracy from State Govern- 
ment, but the private religious schools should be under the 
jurisdiction of the State legislature. As Representative Freind 
has so aptly pointed out, this is the route that we should go. 
S o  I rise in opposition to  the Tigue amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Dorr Letterman Reinard 
Duffy Levi Rieger Irvis, 
Durham Levin Robbins Speaker 
Evans Livengood 

NOT VOTING-15 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-16 

Afflerbach Dawida !tkin Richardson 
Batcisto Deal Karunic Smith. B. 
Clark Donatucci Kukovich Taylor. F. E 
Calafella Freeman [.intan Tigue 

NAYS-168 

Alderctte Fargo Lloyd Rudy 
Angstadt Fattah Lucyk Ryan 
Armstrong Fee McCall Rybak 
Arty Fischer McClatchy Saloom 
Baldwin Flick McHalr Saurman 
Barber Foster. W. W. Mclntvre Scheetr 
- ~ 

Beifanti 
Beloff 
Blaurn 
Book 
Bowier 
Boycs 
Brandt 
Braujoi 
Bun1 
Burd 

Belardi ~ o s t e r :  J r . .  A .  Mc~a 'nae l e  Schuler 

Burns 
Caltagirone 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Cole 

1 . ~ .  
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruilra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hrrshey 

Mackowski Semmel 
Madigan Serafini 
Manderino Seventy 
Manmiller Showers 
Markoiek Sirianni 
Maycrnik Smith. L .  E. 
Merry Snyder, D. W 
Micozric Snyder. G. M. 
Miller Spencer 
Miscevich S t a m  
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
O l a v  
Oliver 

Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweer 
Swifi 
Taylor. E. Z 
Telek 
Truman 
Van  Horne 
\'man 

Cappabianca McVerry Perrel Spirr 
Cordisca Maiale Pratt Wright. R. C 
Gamble Michlovic Rappaport Zwikl 
Lescovitz O'Brien Salvatore 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyihyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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? 

BlLL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. There are no other amendments ready at  
this time. Mark the bill, HB 1293, over temporarily. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is delighted to  welcome to the 
hall of the House a group of students, together with their 
teacher, Mr. Dale Denlinger. They are here from the 
Elizabethtown area. They are the guests of Ken Brandt and 
the Lancaster County delegation. 

The Chair welcomes to the House several Delaware County 
school superintendents and school board members. They are 
here as guests of the Delaware County delegation. 

We have here two former councilmen from Slatinaton, . 
Thomas Davies and Stanley Shoemaker, here as the guests of 
the Lehigh County delegation. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED SENATE BlLL 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the 
House by amending said amendments to SB 1200, P N  1932. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House 
requesting concurrence. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing SB 1200, P N  1932, with information that the Senate 
has concurred in the amendments made by the House by 
amending said amendments in which the concurrence of the 
House o f  Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the act of January 22, 1968 (P. L. 42, No. 8), 
entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Urban Mass Transportation 
Law," rewording definitions; increasing the level of loss reim- 
bursement; and further providing for State appropriation for 
subsidies for local transportation organizations or companies. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I request that the House 

d o  concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate t o  SB 
1200, PN 1932. 

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

Mr. NOYE. Mr. Speaker, this is the first that we have seen 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apologizes. The Chair thought 
both caucuses had seen this. 

Mr. NOYE. No. If someone would like to explain the 
amendments- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who will explain the amendments inserted by the Senate. 

The Chair apologizes. The Chair thought both caucuses 
had seen this. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, SB I200 was amended in 
the House by an amendment introduced by Representative 
Wachob, and when Representative Wachob explained the 
amendment, he explained that in the rural demand-response 
systems where the senior citizen is now paying 25 percent of 
the cost, the senior citizen cost would be changed to 10 
percent and the State would pick up 90 percent. So from a 
State subsidy of 75 percent, we move to 90 percent on the 
demand response, mainly in the rural areas. 

The amendment that in fact was inserted into the bill was an 
amendment that was much more extensive than the gentle- 
man, Mr. Wachob, had indicated. I t  was the total contents of 
HB 1390 that we passed here earlier in this session that did a 
lot o f  other things in addition to  expanding the aid to senior 
citizens in the rural areas on the demand-response system. 

The Senate, suspending its rules, amended the Wachob 
amendment t o  take it back to the explanation that he gave 
here in the House that i t  was an amendment simply moving 
the 75-percent reimbursement on the demand-response 
systems to  a 90-percent reimbursement on the demand- 
response systems. I urge a concurrence in the amendment that 
the Senate placed in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
What is the wish of the minority leader? 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the explanation 

given by the gentleman, Mr. Manderino. It was my under- 
standing, after we passed SB I200 with the amendment, that 
the cost, rather than being some $3 million, went up to $21 
million, and that was the reason for the Senate amending it 
back down to the range that had been discussed here on the 
floor, and I, too, urge a "yes" vote on this. 

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

Davies. 
Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, would the chairman of the 

conference committee report or  anyone else stand for an inter- 
rogation? 

The SPEAKER. Will the majority leader stand for inter- 
rogation by the gentleman, Mr. Davies? The majority leader, 
Mr. Manderino, indicates he will so stand. The gentleman, 
Mr. Davies, is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, in view of all the funding and 
so forth that is incorporated into this with the increases, will 
this do  anything to restore the rail transportation to the 
branches affecting Berks and Schuylkill Counties or  affecting 
the restoration of upper Rucks. Lehigh, and Northampton 
Counties as far as these additional subsidies? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, so far as the amendment 
inserted by the Senate, which amended the Wachob amend- 
ment placed in in the House, it is my understanding that that 
simply subsidizes to a larger extent the senior citizens who use 
the demand-response system. It does not place any subsidy 
moneys into any rail lines. I t  relieves the senior citizen o f  
paying 25 percent of the cost of those trips and the senior 
citizen now will simply pay 10 percent o f  the cost of those 
trips. 

Mr. DAVIES. Also, Mr. Speaker, does it do  anything to 
restore any of the other rail commuter lines that had been dis- 
continued over the additional 3 years since the discontinu- 
ation of that into theareas that 1 spoke to? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Not in the narrow focus of the 
Wachob amendment as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman wish to speak on the motion? 
Mr. DAVIES. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. On the motion, the gentleman is recog- 

nized. 
Mr. DAVIES. I would, again, have difficulty in defending 

these increases considering the fact that again we are not 
going to fund any of the tie lines for commuter services, rail 
services to the system and by the system, and also the fact that 
in addition to that, the other rail services will not be reengaged 
or redeveloped, and therefore, I would have to oppose the 
conference report. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thanks thegentleman. 
On concurrence in Senate amendments, the Chair recog- 

nizes the gentleman from Venango. Mr. Peterson. 
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tion. tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
Mr. PETERSON. Would the Lottery Fund be asked to 

reimburse that situation where the normal fare would be 95 YEAS-153 

Mr. PETERSON. Would the majority leader stand for 
further interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. The majority leader indicates he will so 
stand. The gentleman, Mr. Peterson, is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Speaker, if I understand this car- 
rectly, as  the bill is now, the demand-response program, 
which is basically rural, would be 90 percent subsidized, and 
the fixed route which was originally in the bill would remain 
100 percent subsidized. 

Mr. MANDERINO. That is correct. 
Mr. PETERSON. Let us say in SEPTA (Southeastern 

Pennsylvania Transportation Authority) that a fare would be 
75 cents and a transfer is 10 cents. Now, as we passed the bill 
the other day, let us take an example that if a person pur- 
chased a fare for 75 cents and transferred twice, that would be 
95 cents. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I have consented to 
interrogation. The subject matter i s  the Senate amendment to 
the Wachob amendment, and you are far astray from that at 
this moment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PETERSON. Well, what I wanted to know would be, 
would the Lottery Fund still be rewarding SEPTA $2.25 for 
what would normally be a 95-cent fare? 

Mr. MANDERINo. am sorry. did hear the ques- 

Mr. PETERSON. Well, I guess the problem we all have is 
that we got this bill in front of us a couple of moments ago 
and have not really had a chance to  look at i t  and what it 
really does, and my question was, 1 had a lot of concern about 
the bill last week, as I am sure you areaware- 

Mr. MANDERINO. And you seem to  be repeating thecon- 
cerns that you had last week, which have nothing to  d o  with 
the Senateamendment. 

Mr. PETERSON. Well, how would 1 know that without 
having an opportunity t o  have read the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Peterson, you are t o  interrogate, not 
argue. You may interrogateon the subject. 

Mr. PETERSON. 1 guess he does not want to answer my 
questions. 

The SPEAKER. Do you have any further interrogation, 
sir? 

Mr. PETERSON. Am I allowed to speak on the bill itself? 
TheSPEAKER. No. 
Mr. PETERSON. Okay. 
The SPEAKER. It has been moved by the majority leader 

that the House do  concur. 

thequestion recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable t o  the provisions of the Consti- 

Transfers are not used on demand response. My understand- Baldwin Freeman Maiale Saurman 
Barber ing of demand response is, you pick up the telephone, and you Ballisto 

Freind ktanderino Schuler 
Gallagher hlanmiller Serafini 

are a senior citizen, and you tell them you have to go to a ~ ~ l ~ ~ d i  Gannon Markorrli Showers 

cents, 75 plus two transfers, three full fares, which would be 
$2.25? Is that still in the bill? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, to the best of my knowl- 
edge, you are confusing fixed routes with demand response. 

doctor or  shopping, and the cost o f  that trip is calculated and 
the senior citizen must pay a certain percentage o f  that. The 
reason that we are leaving demand response with a contribu- 
tion by the senior citizen is the frequency of the use o f  the 
system certainly can affect the cost of the system tremen- 
dously. 

When you are talking fixed routes, you are talking about no 
matter how many senior citizens get on that particular trolley 
or  bus or  mass transit facility, it is going to cost about the 
same for them to  make that run. Bul the mere facl that a 
senior citizen picks up the phone and makes a demand, which 
is responded to-and that is where the demand response 
comes from-we are asking the senior citizen to pick up a 
share of the ride so that it guards against abuse. We are now 
saying that they only have to  pick up 10 percent of that cost. 
In the past they would have had to pick up 25 percent of the 
cost. The transfers that you are talking about occur on fixed- 
route systems, and the Wachob amendment and the Senate 
amendment t o  the Wachob amendment have nothing to do 
with fixed-route systems. 

afflerbach ~~~h~~ lLlcHale Rudy 
Alderette E ~ a n r  Mclntyre Ryan 

t:Ei:",'ng Fatlah Mcbtonagle Rybak 
Fee Mc\'?rry Saloom 
Flick Madigan Salvatore 

Beifanti 
Beloil' 
Blaum 
Book 
B u n t  
Burns 
Callagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Ccssar 
Cimini 
Cirera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Coidiico 
Cornell 
Coslell 
Cowcll 
Coy 
Deluca 
Dc Weew 
Dale? 
Deal 
Dininni 
Dombruu5ki 
Donatucci 
Ouffy 

Geiil 
Gladeck 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
G r u i t ~ a  
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Herrhey 
Hoeffrt 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
lackson 
Jarolin 
Kaiunic 
Korinski 
Kuko\ich 
L.ashinger 
Lauyhlin 
Lchcovitz 
Letlerman 
Le\in 
Linron 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
hlcClalchy 

hlayernik 
hlcrry 
Michloric 
Micorzle 
M>ller 
Miicevich 
Mochlmann 
Morris 
hlrhonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petraica 
Petronc 
Piccola 
Piebikv 

Punt 
Rappaport 
Xehei 
Keinard 
Richardson 
Kizyrr 

Sirianni 
Spencer 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
TelcL 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
W a s  
We5ton 
Wigginr 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wvight. D. R .  
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright. R. C .  

I r ~ i s .  
Speaker 
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formed by the Department of Community Affairs. They have 
the expertise and do a good, competent job. This amendment 
would keep the current law the way i[ is. I would ask that the 
amendment be adopted, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the majority 

lender. 

Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Burd 
Clymer 
DeVener 

Fargo Honaman Phillips 
Fischer Johnson Robbins 
Foster. W.  W. Kennedy Scheetz 
Foster. Jr., A .  Klingaman Semmel 
Fryer Lehr Seventy 
Gallen Levi Smith. B. 
Gamble Mackowski Smith. L .  E 

Davies George Mowery Snyder, D. W. 
Dawida Godshall Noye Snyder, G. M. 
Dietz Gruppo Olasr Stairs 
Dorr Hayes Peterson Swift 

NOT VOTING-2 

Spitr Zwikl 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trella 

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. 

. - - - - . . 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, HB 1584 is a bill having 

to do with outside bond counsel as used by the Common- 
wealth. The drafters of the legislation, which I happen to be 
the chief sponsor of,  indicated that they thought that the 
expertise presently within the department should be trans- 
ferred to the Attorney General's Office. We have looked at 
that because it has been brought to our attention that it is not 
necessary that that entire function be transferred, and I now 
concur that it does not have to be transferred, and I would 
accept the Fryer amendment as offered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

I On the auestion recurrine. 

WELCOME 

-. 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is delighted to welcome to the 
hall of the House Miss Shelly Jean Bowser. Miss Bowser is to 
the left of the Chair, and she is the Pennsylvania Junior Miss. 
The Chair apologizes to Miss Bowser for not being able to 
allow her to address the House at this time, but, Miss Bowser, 
we are about to try to get a budget for the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and we are trying t o  get the members quieted down so 
we can get that budget. 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angitadt 

Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W.  
Foster, Jr., 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 

Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Bwes  

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1584, 
PN 2053, entitled: 

Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Halurka 
Harper 
Haray 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 

Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Mirhlavic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Miscevich 

~ ~ ~~~ 

Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. L. E .  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 

Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 

An Act amending the "Commonwealth Attorneys Act," 
approved October 15, 1980 (P. L. 950, No. 164). requiring the 
Attorney General to perform all legal services required for issu- 
ance of all State general obligation bonds or notes or other bonds 
or notes. 

Steighner 
Stewart Cawley 

Cesrar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 

Moehlmann 
Morris On the question, 

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. FRYER offered the following amendments No. A1384: 

Stuban 
Sweet Mowery 

Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Swift 
Taylor, E .  Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 32; page 3, lines 1 through 11, by 
striking out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 12, by striking out "4" and insert- 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 

2 

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

Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrov 

Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 

siki Lehr 

Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Picksky 
Pistella 
Pit($ 
Poll 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 

Vraon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L .  

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

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment deals with legal 
functions that are performed in connection with the Local 
Government Unit Debt Act. Presently those functions are per- 
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Donarucci Lesrovilz Rappaport 
Dorr Letterman Reber Irvis, 
Duffy Levi Reinard Speakel 
Durham 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-8 

Beloff Levin Rudy Wright, R. C. 
Clark Petrarca Spitz Zwikl 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyrhyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

On the question, 
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? 

On final passage, the Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the bill 

that is before us right now, HB 1584. The truth of the matter, 
I guess, is this either could be construed as a political bill or a 
professional jealousy bill - political in the sense that the objec- 
tion seems to be that the administration can choose bond 
counsel of its selection; professional jealousy in that maybe 
some of us who are lawyers would like to be bond counsel to 
some of these issues, because they are a very fine area of the 
law to practice if one is capable of  it. 

Mr. Speaker, what this bill would d o  would be vest in the 
Attorney General the power that is now vested in the Gover- 
nor, the Auditor General, and the Treasurer, and that is the 
power to select bond counsel to give opinions, principally tax 
opinions, in large issues of tax-exempt financings here in 
Pennsylvania. The way the bill is drafted, there is a provision 
that the Attorney General, in his sole discretion, would have 
the right to hire outside bond counsel. Today the law, as I 
understand it, gives that right to the three top officers - the 
Auditor General, the Treasurer, and the Governor - to do 
that. So 1 d o  not know what is being accomplished by taking it 
from three and giving it to just the Attorney General to decide 
whether or not they will have bond counsel. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, at a public hearing at the 
time of the budget, back on February 27, 1984, budget hear- 
ings, the Attorney General was asked certain questions in con- 
nection with his department acting as bond counsel. In short, 
and not to prolong this debate, the Attorney General testified 
that at the moment they do not have anyone in their office 
who would be able to handle this job. They do not know i f  
they could even hire anyone capable to handle this job, and he 
was not sure what would happen to the bond ratings of Penn- 
sylvania if an Attorney General were the one to give the bond 
opinion. 

Now, 1 d o  not know whether many of you are familiar with 
just what is involved in the giving of an opinion, but if I may. 

A governmental body prepares for sale to the public a bond 
issue, which is in effect an I O U of the State. One of the 
things that makes this bond issue attractive to investors is the 
fact that it is exempt from taxation, both State, local, and 
Federal taxes. The investors rely on the opinion of bond 
counsel that in fact this issue is tax exempt. I have been told 
by some of  the large underwriting firms in the Nation that 
bonds are far more salable-and if they are far more salable, 
they can be sold at a lower interest rate-if the opinion of 
bond counsel is a bond counsel that is well known, well recog- 
nized, and has a national reputation. 

Not any lawyer can be bond counsel. There is a special 
group of lawyers only who qualify as bond counsel. 

Mr. Speaker, as I review quickly some of my notes, I notice 
a memorandum from the Deputy Secretary of the Budget. I 
will read it if 1 may. It will not take but a moment. 

If  House Bill 1584 were to be enacted, the Com- 
monwealth's credit rating could be decreased, or the 
interest rate on Commonwealth's bonds may be 
increased, leading to higher borrowing costs for the 
Commonwealth. The outside bond counsel fee is a 
one-time expense; higher interest rates cause costs to 
be increased for the life of the bond. Even a .O1 
percent increase in the interest rate paid by the Com- 
monwealth would wipe out any savings from no 
outside bond counsel fees within 3 years. 

This is a complicated issue. It is a very dry issue. It is not the 
type of issue that really too many of us are interested in. 1 
know there are members on the other side who are familiar 
with this type activity, bond counsel, bonding, underwriting, 
and the like. 1 believe they understand the importance of what 
we are talking about when we talk about outside bond counsel 
compared to a young lawyer out of law school who is working 
for the Attorney General giving an opinion on a $300-million 
bond issue that that issue is tax exempt. It might very well be 
classified as penny-wise and pound-foolish. We may save a 
$30,000 or $50,000 bond counsel fee and end up paying a 
higher interest rate for the life of the bonds. I think it is 
foolish to be carried away by these fees that seem exorbitant 
from time to time when we incur them on behalf of the Com- 
monwealth. But the Commonwealth is the biggest employer in 
this State, and it is big business, and occasionally they have to 
go outside and hire the best available lawyers that there are in 
this Commonwealth. 

I Mr. Speaker, 1 would ask for a sane, sensible "no" vote on 
t h ~ s  without the emotions of the moment carrying this bill 1 .  
over. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in support of HB 

1584. 
Mr. Speaker, the impetus for HB 1584 at this time comes 

from the fact that we now have an independent Attorney 
General. It did not make an awful lot of sense to have the 
Attorney General of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
giving the opinion so far as the floating of Commonwealth 
bonds was concerned when thal Attorney General was not an 
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independent person elected independently than the Governor 
and the Governor's administration. 

Mr. Speaker, back in 1974 the Republicans, then the major- 
ity party, had a House select committee on contract practices. 
They described the system of bond counsel contracts in their 
final report as legitimate ties, political payoffs. Now, while 
the 1974 select committee directed its charges at a then incum- 
bent Democratic administration, just recently on February 6, 
1983, an article in the Philadelphia Inquirer traced the con- 
nection between law firms appointed by Governor 
Thornburgh and their political contributions. I will quote 
from that article in the Philadelphia Inquirer. "Lawyers 
whose firms received a total of more than $1.6 million in fees 
from the State last year contributed more than $160,000 to 
Governor Thornburgh's recent reelection effort." 

Mr. Speaker, the appearance o f  impropriety, whether such 
impropriety actually exists, undermines the public's respect 
for  our governmental and political process. 

The State of New York, Mr. Speaker, has for the past 32 
years been able to have the Attorney General of the State of 
New York pass on the bonds that are issued in that State. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is red herring to talk about the fact 
that the bonds may be rated differently, that our credit rating 
could suffer. That just has not been the experience in States 
where the Attorney General saves the Commonwealth not 
only the actual dollars that are paid to bond counsel but saves 
in the appearance and maybe even the actual impropriety that 
may take place. Mr. Speaker, I would ask in the name of good 
government that now that we have an independent Attorney 
General, that we allow that independent Attorney General to 
pass on the marketability o f  the bonds of this Commonwealth 
and save not only dollars but save the appearance of 
impropriety. 

Mr. Speaker, one other point I would like to make so far as 
bond counsel is concerned. The gentleman, Mr. Ryan, cor- 
rectly points out that the bill allows the Attorney General in 
the initial start-up period-at least that is my anticipation-to 
hire the expertise that he needs in order to get and develop in- 
house the expertise that is needed. No one would for one 
moment assume that the Attorney General who has no experi- 
ence and no experienced staff in the area of passing on the 
marketability of bonds, the general obligation bonds of the 
Commonwealth, could move overnight from no experience to 
sufficient experience to have the opinions that would be certi- 
fied accepted in the bond market. This is why we have given to 
the Attorney General, where i t  is absolutely necessary to 
protect the interest of the Commonwealth, the ability to hire 
bond counsel. It is no one's anticipation-at least i t  is not 
mine, as  chief sponsor of the bill-that this would be exer- 
cised except in that necessary period of initial start-up until 
the opinions in-house could be accepted. I ask for an affirma- 
tive vote on the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the minority leader for the second 

time on the final passage o f  the bill. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is interesting to  note 
that when the bill was prepared by the gentleman, Mr. Mand- 
erino, purposely excluded from the bill was the Pennsylvania 
Turnpike Commission. That strikes me as somewhat curious. 
Granted, there is a separate area of the law that covers the 
Turnpike Commission, but if we have an independent Attor- 
ney General, I wonder what is the motivation that brings a bill 
about sponsored by the majority leader who would do away 
with bond counsel selection by three o f  the top executives of 
this State - the Auditor General, Treasurer, and Governor - 
and yet allows the Democrat controlled Turnpike Commis- 
sion to continue to select bond counsel. 

I think it is perfectly apparent what the motivation is, and I 
think it is a shame, because I happen to believe in what 1 have 
said, that in the case of a large issue, we in this Common- 
wealth, in my judgment, would be penny-wise and pound- 
foolish if we had young men and women signing o f f  on bond 
issues of sizeable amounts saying that they are tax exempt and 
really putting the credit then of the Commonwealth behind it 
instead of the malpractice carrier of bond counsel behind that 
opinion. 

It is a very complicated field. I think this is a bad bill, and I 
would ask that it be defeated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes, on final passage, the gentleman from 

Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 
Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to reemphasize the remarks of 

the minority leader, but more importantly, 1 would also like 
to point to a section of the bill which the minority leader has 
not addressed his remarks to and also emphasize those partic- 
ular aspects of the bill that should be considered by the 
members. The section I am speaking about is section 501.1 on 
the third page of HB 1584, and it relates specifically to a 
transfer of certain powers to the Attorney General. The trans- 
fer o f  these powers is a transfer of powers from the Depart- 
ment of Community Affairs to the Attorney General as i t  
relates to the Local Government Unit Debt Act. I would call 
to the attention of all the members, since we all have local 
municipalities which are going to be affected by this, to be 
aware of the fact that tax anticipation notes, general obliga- 
tion bonds, those particular types o f  financing items which 
most likely all of our local municipalities have had to avail 
themselves of over the years, are also going to be affected by 
this legislation. 

I am reminded that when the Local Government Unit Debt 
Act back in 1972 was passed, there was a tremendous amount 
of confusion, and this confusion went on for a tremendous 
period o f  time. That confusion emanated from the fact that 
the municipalities had to develop a rapport with the Depart- 
ment of Community Affairs, become familiar with the proce- 
dures that were going to be followed. Those particular proce- 
dures arc now intact, are operating, arc functioning, and I 
think i t  would be a travesty to be vested upon our local gov- 
ernments to now transfer that and begin a whole new type of 
procedure that they have to become used to, and the potential 
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harm that could befall tho% partrcular local government unrtr 1 Governor - Into the handy of  one. Durrng M r  Mandenno's 
i s  o f  tremendous concern to me. 

So we have the reasons that have been enunciated by the 
minority leader, which certainly are justifiable and I concur 
I00 percent in, but I think this i s  another aspect to the bill that 
we should consider. I do not see any reason for beginning a 
new type of regulatory procedure, taking the powers and 
duties that have been operating and are in  place with the 
Department of Community Affairs and also transferring 
those to the Attorney General's Office. I would submit that 
this would be detrimental to our local governments and 
should be an additional consideration for opposition and 
defeat o f  H B  1584. Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
Very briefly, two items brought up by the previous speaker 

I would like to refer to. Starting with the last first, Mr .  Reber 
comments on section SO1 .I. That i s  the section that Mr. Fryer 
has removed from the bill, and I indicated to you that on 
second look at that we did not think it was necessary that 
those duties be transferred, so they are not being transferred 
under the bill in its present position. 

As to Mr .  Ryan's comments about the Turnpike Commis- 
sion, in  September of  1983, when 1 sent a package of informa- 
tion out to the members indicating that I was sponsoring the 
bil l  having to do with bond counsel, which i s  now H B  1584, 
my letter to the members at that time pointed out specifically 

the reasons for the Turnpike Commission's not being 
included. The last paragraph of that letter indicated that the 
bond counsel duties of the Attorney General were being pro- 
posed with respect to all agencies, authorities, and commis- 
sions except the Turnpike Commission, and it went on to state 
that a 1974 State Supreme Court opinion had held that the 
General Assembly created the commission as an entity sepa- 
rate, apart, and distinct from the Commonwealth, and in 
deference to that opinion and in  order not to cloud the com- 
mission's ability to sell bonds, the commission was omitted 
from the legislation. 

Now, taking the matter from that point, Mr .  Speaker, the 
present Attorney General has looked at the legislation. In  
fact, he suggested amendments to the legislation. In  fact, an 
amendment that he suggested to the legislation was adopted 
by the committee and i s  presently within the legislation. To 
the best o f  my knowledge, he found no fault with the ratio- 
nale that left the Turnpike Commission as a separate entity 
and did not ask that i t  be amended back into the bill. I am 
sure that was done in  deference to the same Supreme Court 
opinion that we worked on and looked at when we con- 
structed theoriginal bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I would like to emphasize what the minority leader stated 

when he said you are shifting the power from three persons - 
they being the Auditor General, the State Treasurer, and the 

comments he indicated that he was taking precaution in 
response to the minority leader's express concern that during 
the early days of  this new law, the Attorney General would be 
able to go out and secure independent bond counsel when the 
public interest war at stake. Mr. Manderino, I guess, would 
have us believe that i t  would only be during those very early 
days that the Attorney General could go out and get this inde- 
pendent bond counsel. Not true. When he introduced his bill, 
he limited it to those early days, but as he just stated, the com- 
mittee struck that language, and now the bill reads, "The 
.Attorney General may, when such services are necessary to 
protect the public interest, contract with outside bond counsel 
for certain services." Now, there is  no definition of  "public 
interest" and thcre i s  no definition in the bil l  with regard to 
'. certain services." 

As the minority leader has stated, you are transferring from 
the hands of  three people the power to seek bond counsel 
when necessary and placing that power into the single hands 
of one person, and I respectfully suggest with this language, 
as it i s  found in the current printer's number, you are going to 
have every opportunity for whatever fear the majority leader 
has. You will still have the opportunity for those problems as 
you currently do, but instead of  having that power in  the 
hands of three, instead of  there being a dilution of  this power, 
you are going to have i t  in the hands of one person in  State 
Government. You have every opportunity for there being 
whatever hanky-panky Mr.  Manderino i s  concerned about 
existing right here in  this bill, and I respectfully suggest that 
when the out party does not control the Attorney General's 
Office, they will lament that that Attorney General i s  giving 
legal work to his or her cronies outside of State Government, 
because the language in the bill absolutely permits the very 
thing that Mr.  Manderino i s  lamenting today. This legislation 
absolutely permits one person instead of three to seek outside 
bond counsel in certain circumstances, whatever they may be. 

1 respectfully suggest that there i s  a great deal o f  smoke, 
political smoke, 1 suggest, qhrouding this bill. I believe that we 
should vote "no." We should not put this power in  the hands 
of one; we should allow i t  to be spread across the elective offi- 
cers of  this Commonwealth, they being the Auditor General, 
Treasurer, and Governor. Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. 

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

Freind. 
Mr.  FREIND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I find myself in a somewhat unusual position. I disagree 

with the majority leader, Mr. Manderino, which i s  not 
unusual and i s  frequently enjoyable, but 1 also disagree with 
the minority leader, Mr.  Ryan, which i s  less unusual but 
equally as enjoyable. 

Thc majority leader made reference to a report o f  a select 
committee in 1974 about this issue, and he i s  absolutely right. 
I was special counsel of that committee; I drafted the report. 
What in  effect the report said was, the bond counsel situation 
i s  a game, that in fact the rnain reason i t  i s  used i s  to generate 
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contributions from these law firms to the party in power, and 
that in fact we d o  not need outside bond counsel. That is still 
my opinion, Mr. Speaker. As Mr. Manderino said, and he is 
absolutely correct, the State of New York has for more than 
30 years done its own bond counsel work and has saved hun- 
dreds and hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

What you ought to remember, you have a guild interest 
here, Mr. Speaker. You have attorneys, special law firms that 
are qualified to d o  bond counsel work; you have the stock- 
brokers and the stock companies, and they will tell you that if 
you do not have outside bond counsel, dire things are going to 
happen. Your bond rating is going to drop; you are going to 
be turned into a pumpkin at midnight. The truth of the matter 
is, that is not true. If in fact we have the courage to bite the 
bullet and have our own people do it, we may go through a 
period of  maybe a year where we have difficulty, and after 
that we will have no problem at all. 

1 am a cosponsor of this bill, and the reason I was a cospon- 
sor is I thought we were going ro attack the problem. I 
thought we were going to say, number one, the Attorney 
General now has the power; but number two, the Attorney 
General handles the bond counsel work. I would not have had 
a problem with a phase-in period for a year or two where the 
Attorney General would be permitted to also utilize outside 
hond counsel, and the reason you have to do that-it is almost 
like "Alice in Wonderland"; you cannot get there from 
here-bond counsel cannot perform bond counsel work until 
they have been qualified, and they cannot be qualified until 
they have done bond counsel work. So you would need a year 
or two for the AG to designate outside bond counsel to work 
jointly with in-house counsel on a couple of bond issues. Once 
you have done that, your in-house bond counsel will be quali- 
fied and they can handle it. 

Now, if the bill said that - a  2-year phase-in period and after 
that all in-house - that would be fine. But the hill, Mr. 
Speaker, the way it has been amended, frankly, does not do a 
darn thing. All that it does is transfer from three elected offi- 
cials to one elected official the power to hire outside bond 
counsel. The language is so broad where it says, "The Attor- 
ney General may, when such services are necessary to protect 
the public interest, contract with outside bond counsel, ..." 
that the danger is that is all they would ever do. 

I have to oppose this legislation the way it is drafted now. It 
is my hope, however, that what the majority leader will do is 
either hold it over or recommit it. whichever is more conve- 
nient, so that we can have an amendment that puts teeth in it, 
that says the Attorney General does it; a 2-year phase-in 
period where they can also contract cocounsel for hond 
counsel from the outside, and after that it is in-house. If we 
d o  that, we have a good bill; i f  we pass this bill now, we have 
done absolutely nothing. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, Mr. Hayes 

used some word that I thought he was swearing, hut I was not 
sure what he said. He talked about "schnook" or whatever it 
was, but I guess you can describe what may be going on here. 

Mr. Manderino, when he had the bill drafted, had the 
section of the bill read, "The Attorney General may, during 
the initial implementation of this function, hire, at his discre- 
tion, such outside counsel as the Attorney General deems nec- 
essary. Thereafter the Attorney General may, when such ser- 
vices are absolutely necessary to protect the public interest, 
contract with outside bond counsel ...." 

Now, that was taken out of the bill, the initial start-up 
period. My understanding is it was taken out of the bill at the 
insistence of the ranking Republican member of the commit- 
tee, who received his information from the Attorney General. 
My understanding is that the Attorney General asked that the 
period be written up in the manner in which it is written up 
because he was afraid that his opinions may be challenged if 
anybody thought that he was beyond an initial start-up period 
and was still using bond counsel that was not necessarily in- 
house. 

Now, I am sure that there is a gray area, and I am sure that 
if you do not want the independent Attorney General passing 
on the general obligation bonds; if you do not want the Com- 
monwealth to save money; if you do not want to get rid of the 
appearance of impropriety; i f  you want the election year 
bonding to be in a graph column that triples any other year 
bond counsel exercise selection; if you want to continue that 
kind of a practice, then find your reason and excuse to be 
against the legislation. If want to make an improvement in 
this Commonwealth; if you want to do what New York has 
been doing for 32 years; if you want to take your party's 
present Attorney General, Mr. Zimmerman, the people's 
Attorney General, elected by the people, his word that he 
intends only to use the legislation and the wording given to 
him for an initial start-up period, then we ought to pass the 
legislation. 

We always have the power in this General Assembly to 
tighten the language if we think it is being abused. I am willing 
to take the word of the ranking Republican member on the 
committee and the Attorney General himself that it will not be 
abused and this is better language for the bill. 1 ask for an 
affirmative vote. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thanks thegentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we are not passing a law that is only going to 

be applicable to the incumbent Attorney General, whoever he 
may be, in this case Mr. Zimmerman. We are establishing a 
law here today that charts a policy course for this Common- 
wealth in the years ahead. Yes, we can change that law at 
some other time, hut for sure, we should not be persuaded by 
Mr. Manderino when he said that the incumbent Attorney 
General prefers this language; therefore, let us vote for it. 
Whether the incumbent Attorney General is for or against it 
as a policy matter I guess is immaterial. Not until the last few 
moments of debate have we really started to look at this legis- 
lation and understand what it really does say. 

At the ogtset of this debate, let me remind you, go check 
the Journal that is being prepared for us right now in the front 
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EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyrhyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1578, 
P N  1958, entitled: 

An Act requiring a day of rest and for absences on religious 
holidays. 

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

BILL TABLED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that HB 1578, 

P N  1958, be placed on the tabled calendar. 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1578, 

P N  1958, be lifted from the tabled calendar and placed on the 
active calendar. 

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

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is delighted to welcome to the 
hall of the House students from the Scotland School of Veter- 
ans' Children, with their instructors, Mr. Richard Tarr and 
Sgt. 1st Class Barry Reitman. They are the guests of Repre- 
sentative Coy. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

Representative Fee and Representative Pratt have as their 
guests from Lawrence County Ed Shenkan and his brother, 
Mark, who participated in the Legislative School Art Exhibit 
today. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

Jerry, Lillian, Jennifer, and Deborah Hetrick are here as 
the guests of Representative Nick Colafella and the other Rep- 
resentatives from Beaver County. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to those members 
who did not participate in the rotunda activities at 11 o'clock 
or 11:30 this morning that some of you will find that there are 
students from your areas who have participated and have 
their works of art hanging on the first floor o f  the Capitol. It 
would be a wise thing, the Chair would suggest, that you 
check that exhibit. There may very well be children here who 
come from your direct areas. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following extract from the Journal of the Senate, which was 
read as follows: 

In the Senate. April 30, 1984 
RESOLVED, (the House of Repreientatives concurring), That 

when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, 
May 7, 1984, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro 
Tempore, and when the House of Representatives adjourns this 
week it reconvene on Monday, May 7, 1984, unless sooner 
recalled by the Speaker. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 
Representatives for its concurrence. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
Resolution was concurred in. 
Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the hall of the 
House, as guests of Representative George, Mr. and Mrs. 
Chester Dale and their son, Paul Chester Dale, who was an 



1984 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 653 

against the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cambria, Mr. Haluska. 
Mr. HALUSKA. I would like to caution the House of Reo- 

award winner in the Legislative Art Exhibit. Welcome to the 
hall of  the House. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 923, PN 
1061, entitled: 

An Act amending I ( G ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  Provisions, of the pennsyl. 
vania Consolidated Statutes, further defining the term "physi- 
cian"; and making editorial changes. 

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? 

On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Dorr. 

Mr. DORR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will not take a long time discussing this bill, but I do think 

it deserves the attention of the members before we run the bill. 
HB 923 would, by legislative fiat, make all podiatrists in 

Pennsylvania physicians of the foot. It would infer or it would 
give the podiatrists of Pennsylvania the right to call them- 
selves physicians of the foot, 1 think implying to the public of 
Pennsylvania that they were in fact doctors, and 1 object, Mr. 
Speaker, to that being done by the legislature. I think if a 
person wants to go to school to become a physician, he should 
go to school to become a physician, and the legislature should 
not confer upon them, the people of any profession, by legis- 
lative fiat the designation of some other kind of health care 
professional. 

I urge the members, Mr. Speaker, to give serious consider- 
ation to the ramifications of  this action. The term "physi- 
cian" is used very many times throughout the statutes of 
Pennsylvania, and we would in fact be doing some damage to 
each of those references by conferring this particular title 
upon people who are not trained, in the public's way of 
thinking, to practice health care upon the entire body. I ask 
the members to carefully consider this and, if they can, to vote 

resentatives that this is a very important piece of legislation. A 
physician, over long periods of time, has been recognized as 
one who has been trained extensively to treat the entire body. 
He has taken comprehensive training. In addition to that, he 
has served 2 or 3 years of internship. In addition to that, he is 
required to constantly update his knowledge about treating 
the entire body, and I think it would be improper for us to 
designate, whether it be a dentist, whether it be an optome- 
trist, or whether it be a podiatrist, the term of "physician" to 
him. 

Basically, one of the major reasons for this is the fact that 
in order to admit anybody into a hospital, you must be a phy- 
sician. You must be knowledgeable about the entire body, 
about its concepts, its functions, and the methods of treat- 
ment. And if you are not- For instance, I, as a dentist, if I 
am admitting a patient to the hospital, I must send him to his 
family doctor to be examined to make a determination of 
whether he is physically fit to have an operation, whether he is 
physically fit to take an anesthetic. I think it is very important 
for the health and welfare of the average patient that this 
process be continued. 

In addition to this, there are many other reasons. For 
instance, there are such laws as the Mental Health Procedures 
Act, the Uniform Anatomical Gift Act, and the Pennsylvania 
Cancer Law, which assign special duties to physicians which 
imply knowledge of the body. Therefore, think if we made a 
change, it would cause so much confusion in current law, in 
current regulations, in hospitals as well as on the State level in 
the Department of Health, that this would be unwarranted. I 
ask for a negative vote on this piece of legislation. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Somerset, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to ask for a "yes" vote. A number of the arguments 

which have been made here are based on the contention that 
somehow if we call these people physicians, it is going to foul 
up a lot of other statutes in Pennsylvania and expand the 
rights of podiatrists. But the language in this bill says that this 
bill will not expand the rights of  podiatrists under any other 
statute. Therefore, that simply is not a valid argument. Fur- 
thermore, when the people who were opposing this bill in 
committee came around to see me and made that argument, I 
challenged them to come up with some amendments which 
would solve those problems, if indeed they could prove that 
they existed. Those amendments have never been forthcom- 
ing. 

So I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that this whole argument that 
somehow this bill is going to negatively impact on other kinds 
of procedures in the medical profession simply does not hold 
water, and we ought to vote for this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
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Alderette 
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Rudy 
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Rybak 
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Seventy 
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Smith. B. 
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Snyder, G. M. 
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Carn Gruitza O'Dannell Weston 
Cohen Nahill Sweet Zwikl 
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EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello I 
The question was determined in the negative, and the 

motion was not agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. HALUSKA offered the following amendments No. 

A0625: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 5, lines 15 through 19, by 
striking out all of said lines 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6343). page 6, line 29, by striking out the 
colon after "which" 

Amend Sec. 2 ISec. 6343). oaae 7 ,  line 4, bv strikine out "11)" . .  - . , , 
Amend Sec. 2 i ~ e c .  63431, page 7 .  lines 7 through i l ,  by strik- 

ing out "; or" in line 7, all of lines 8 through I 1  and inserting a 
period 

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

Today only a participating dentist receives direct payment 
by a professional health service corporation. In exchange for 
prompt, direct payment, the dentist agrees t o  accept the 
allowance of a fee made by the dental plan as payment in full. 
This eliminates the consumer out-of-pocket payment. Last 
year this saved consumer patients some $7.8 million. A non- 
participating dentist may bill patients for any amount which is 
over Blue Shield's reimbursement. The patient must absorb 
the additional cost. If this paragraph were in effect, all den- 
tists could receive direct payments. This would destroy the 
incentive for a dentist t o  participate and would therefore 
increase the cost to the consumer on out-of-pocket expenses. 

It had been my experience over the years as a practicing 
dentist, prior to the time that we had any dental plans, that a 
dentist could expect to lose anywhere from 10 to  15 percent o f  
the gross amount of work that he did in trying to  collect from 
the respective patients, and I think that a participating dentist 
now who receives in the percentile of 90 percent of reimburse- 
ment for basic dental treatment is well reimbursed for the ser- 
vices that are rendered. 

I think it is very important for us in this particular day to 
remember that last year the cost of health services in the 
United States had risen some 300 percent, while the national 
inflation rate was 4 percent. They all tell us that currently we 
are consuming about 12 percent of our gross national product 
for health services, and if we reach 14 or 15 percent, it is going 
to be very catastrophic to the economy of this entire Nation. I 
think it is unwise for us at this time to  act on an  anticonsumer 
bill that would add additional costs for health services in this 
Commonwealth, and I ask for a positive vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment, the Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUCHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I listened with interest t o  

what the gentleman had to  say about containment of costs 
and added additional consideration for the patient as opposed 
to the Blue Shield or  the Delta Dental Company that this bill 
happens t o  cover. 

Mr. Speaker, just the opposite is true of what the gentleman 
has said. What happens, in all honesty, in the case of a con- 
sumer who goes to a practicing dentist to have treatment, they 
make an X-ray of that particular person's mouth; they diag- 
nose what the treatment is; they send into the third-party 
carrier, the insurance company, the particular treatment that 
they feel is appropriate. The insurance company sends back 
an okay, saying your policy covers this treatment; you are 
entitled to reimbursement under this; go right ahead and 
perform the treatment. The dentist goes ahead and performs 
the treatment and then sends a postoperative X-ray back in to 
Blue Shield. The end result is thev decide that thev are not 

tion to  the patient's treating dentist. This is a very significant 
part of this proposed legislation. 

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

Speaker, this deals with 
the assignment of benefits for payment of dental services 
from a professional health service corporation without restric- 

going to pay il. And who do  you think is out pocket money, 
Mr Speaker? Not the dentist, nor the insurance company. 
They have received their premium, and the nonparticipating 
dentist has received his payment in advance. It is the problem 
o f  the consumer who suffers. 
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Mr. Speaker, this particular piece of legislation is designed 
t o  protect the consumer, the patient, who goes to the dentist 
for that treatment, and it puts the insurance company and the 
dentist at stake in this particular situation and removes the 
patient from the middle of that discussion. After all, the 
dentist is performing the service; the insurance company is 
providing the protection; the employer is paying the premium. 
I believe the patient is entitled to that reimbursement and that 
assignment, Mr. Speaker, and I ask for a negative vote on the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment for the second time, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Haluska. 
Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, I question 

the statement that was made in regard to preapproval. In my 
experience, I have never had difficulty in preapproval, and the 
difficulty lies with dentists who ignore the fact to acquaint 
themselves with what the plan provides. 1 have talked to den- 
tists, just as recently as yesterday, where I said it is the respon- 
sibility of the dentist to read the plan, to inform the patient 
what he is entitled to and what he is not entitled to, prior to 
completing the work. And secondly, when work is completed, 
as the speaker has stated, if a denture is constructed and it is 
ill fitting and the patient goes back time and time again and is 
not satisfied with the work, I d o  not think the thing should be 
paid. I think it is the responsibility of the dentist who served 
that patient. 

There are other factors that are involved in this particular 
case. The dentists go ahead and complete work for cosmetic 
purposes and other things that could be replaced with lesser 
cost dentistry, and that is the reason many of these bills go 
unpaid. It is not for cases that have been previously approved 
but cases that have not been previously approved that are 
causing the problem. 1 think it is important that we do some- 
thing to make these entities get together and resolve their 
issues. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment for the second time, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, in plain language, what is 

happening to our people, your constituents and the patients in 
this circumstance, is that yes, the third-party carrier says, 
dentist, your work is not up to standard; we are not paying. 
But, Mr. Speaker, thereafter the third-party carrier does abso- 
lutely nothing. Does he try to attack the dentist on the 
grounds that he performed poor work and insist that he take 
that patient back and take care of him? Does he follow up and 
say, dentist, you shall no longer be permitted to practice in 
this area; I am going to take you before your review group 
and have your credentials examined on the basis of your 
work? No, Mr. Speaker, they do not, and as a result, Mr. 
Speaker, your constituents, the patients in this State who are 
involved in receiving that kind of treatment, are out the 
money, not the dentists and not the insurance company. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a negative vote. 

'The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 

Miscevich, on the amendment. 
Mr. MISCEVICH. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Repre- 

sentative Haluska, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Miscevich, has 

requested that Mr. Haluska stand for interrogation. The gen- 
tleman, Mr. Haluska, indicates he will so stand, and the gen- 
tleman, Mr. Miscevich, is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. MISCEVICH. Mr. Speaker, if you as a practicing 
dentist X-rayed my mouth and we sent it to a third-party 
payer, who reviews the X-rays at the third party? 

Mr. HALUSKA. What they generally do, they have techni- 
cians who review them. They are instructed to go to a certain 
point, and if there are any questionable factors, then they go 
to the consulting dentist. This is not unrealistic in any of the 
medical training programs or medical practicing programs. 
Today they have people who are trained who can place fil- 
lings, who can do root canal work. Just like you have in the 
medical field, you have technicians who do much of the work 
in the doctor's office or in the hospital, other than the operat- 
ing procedure. 

Mr. MISCEVICH. Mr. Speaker, if I understand you cor- 
rectly, you are telling me that a professional dentist does not 
review these X-rays. Is that what you are saying? 

Mr. HALUSKA. I am not saying that they do not review 
them. I am saying that they have guidelines to proceed by. 
When they see an abnormality present, then it goes to the con- 
sulting dentist for peer review. 

Mr. MISCEVICH. Mr. Speaker, it is also my understand- 
ing that if there is a problem with a private insurance carrier, 
there is an individual whom you could call or my dentist could 
call and converse with directly about the problem. In the case 
of a third-party payer located in Camp Hill here, not 
mentioning their name, there is nobody whom you could 
really call and ask them about the review of those X-rays. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. HALUSKA. No; that is not true. In the back of each 
pamphlet or hook there is a list of all the consultants whom 
they may contact-l mean, if they have a particular problem. 

Mr. MISCEVICH. I hate to dispute what you are saying, 
but I have been to several dentists, and I have seen the reviews 
come back, and there are no names on the bottom of the sheet 
as to whom you may contact if you have a problem or a ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. Miscevich, you know very well that you are not allowed 

to argue. You are allowed to interrogate. If you are finished 
with your interrogation, you may make a statement. 

Mr. MISCEVICH. Okay. May I rephrase the question 
then, sir? 

Does the third-party payer normally at the bottom of the 
review have a contact person whom you can in fact contact if 
you have a problem or a question? 

Mr. HALUSKA. Each patient has a pamphlet, and so do 
the participating dentists, and the other dentists can acquire 
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it, showing all the consultants on the back page, listing all of 
the consultants who are available. 

Mr. MISCEVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I haveno further questions. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment, the Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 
Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, much has been said about the 

Haluska amendment. The bottom line is this, and everybody 
had better understand it: In many people's opinion, there will 
be no more participating dentists because there will be no 
incentive for anybody ever to be a participating dentist, and if 
there are no more participating dentists-all dentists get paid 
regardless-costs are going to go up. That is what the unions 
have said; that is what management has said. United States 
Steel, in testimony, said that their benefit package would go 
up by $I million per year, and they said they cannot afford 
that and they would drop it. Now, that is the bottom line to 
the Haluska amendment. If the Haluska amendment goes in, 
there will still be participating dentists. If it does not go in, 
there will be no more participating dentists, in my opinion and 
in the opinion of many who have reviewed the bill. 

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

Gallen. 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I disagree with the gentleman, 

Mr. Burns. First of all, 56 percent of the dentists are partici- 
pating, and they are not going to walk away from this situa- 
tion. 

I would like to interrogate Dr. Haluska, please. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Haluska indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Gallen, is in order and 
may proceed. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, your amendment, if I am 
correct, eliminates the assignment of benefits. Is that correct? 

Mr. HALUSKA. That is right, sir. 
Mr. GALLEN. Could you tell me why you are doing that? 
Mr. HALUSKA. I am doing it in order to maintain the par- 

ticipating dentists. 
Mr. GALLEN. Well, if you have an automobile claim, in 

many cases the check is made out to the claimant as well as the 
body shop. It is a routine thing, whether they are participating 
or not participating, whether nobody participates or every- 
body participates. I d o  not understand why you want to elimi- 
nate that. 

Mr. HALUSKA. I am doing this to maintain health costs, 
sir, dental health costs. 

Mr. GALLEN. Could you tell me how that does that? 
Mr. HALUSKA. What will happen is, you have been 

shown statistics from Blue Shield alone that had we not had 
participating dentists the past year, patients would have paid 
out $7.8 million more for dental services. This is the reason 
for maintaining a dental service. As you stated, 56 percent of 
the dentists currently are participating dentists. Why should 
we discourage them from being nonparticipating dentists, 
because they cannot claim any additional payments from their 
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patients when they are participating dentists. Once they 
become nonparticipating dentists, they can ask for the addi- 
tional copayment by the patient. 

Mr. GALLEN. And it is your contention that it would have 
cost patients $7.8 million more. Is that correct? 

Mr. HALUSKA. That is, in Pennsylvania it would have 
cost $7.8 million more for dental services without partici- 
pating dentists. Correct. 

Mr. GALLEN. Okay; $7.8 million over what figure? What 
is that ratio? 

Mr. HALUSKA. That ratio, comparatively speaking, 46 
percent of the dentists are nonparticipating, and they in turn 
collected $4.4 million additionally from the patients. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, the question is, what is the 
total cost of all dental care in Pennsylvania, and then what is 
that total cost? 

Mr. HALUSKA. The only figure that I can give you is that 
if we pass this piece of legislation, it is going to cost an addi- 
tional $10 million for dental services of those constituents 
who are now using the Blue Shield program. In addition to 
that, $2 million of that will be a cost in the general budget of  
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for the programs that 
they cover under dental services. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 am not getting a response, 
so I will make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may make a 
statement on the amendment. 

Mr. GALLEN. The gentleman contends that the cost would 
have been $7.8 million more. Fine; $7.8 million over what- 
$40 billion, $10 million, $150 million? It may be a very, very 
insignificant sum when you apply it as a ratio, and I think the 
gentleman'sargumentisshallow. ' 

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

Burns, for the second time on the Haluska amendment. 
Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
The previous speaker alluded to the fact that it could 

operate just like the insurance company operates with your 
automobile. That is far, far from the truth. What this bill says 
in its present form is that when a person walks into a dental 
office and gets dental work done, the dentist gets paid, 
period, whether the work is bad, whether the work is good; no 
matter if he has filled in a false claim, basically, and I do not 
really mean that, but no matter what happens, the dental 
work is paid. That is not the same when you have an insurance 
company and an automobile. The insurance company goes 
out and authorizes repairs and makes sure the repairs are 
done. The customer makes sure because he has to sign the 
check to the auto repair company. That is not the case in this 
bill. When a person walks into the dental office, under the bill 
as it presently stands, the dentist will perform the work and 
the dentist will be paid. The consumer, if he gets a bad job, 
will be stuck with it. Then it will be a medical malpractice 
insurance or whatever. But without the Haluska amendment, 
the dentist will be paid regardless, and if anybody says that 
people will still opt in for the participation vice the nonpartici- 
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pation, they are crazy. Why would a person stay as a partici- 
pating dentist when he is going to get paid anyway? 

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

Mayernik, on the Haluska amendment. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. I would like to make a statement on the 

Haluska amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Approximately 1 million people partici- 

pate in the third-party carrier that is affected by this bill, Mr. 
Speaker. I am concerned that we in the Pennsylvania legisla- 
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Letterman Pittr 
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Lloyd Rappaport 

NOT VOTING-5 
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Van Horne 
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ture should be concerned about the consumers of  the Com- Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 
monwealth, not about the dentists in this situation. The den- 
tists will not turn away the business of 1 million patients. I ask I The question was determined in lhe negative, and the 
for a negative vote on the Haluska amendment. I amendments were not agreed to. 

. 
Representative Burns, in my opinion, stated an inaccuracy 

when he said the dentist gets paid and it is up to the patient. It 
is up to the patient to decide whether the dentist gets paid or 
not, so that is why I would ask for a negative vote on the 
Haluska amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-74 

Afflerbach Donatucci Lashinger Scheetr 
Baldwin Durham Levin Semmel 
Barber Fargo Linton Showers 
Beloff Fattah Lucyk Smith, L. E. 
Blaum Fee McHale Snyder. D. W. 
Book Freeman Mclntyre Spencer 
Bunt Fryer McVerry Stewart 
Burns Gladeck Manderino Sweet 
Cawley Greenwood Miller Swift 
Cessar Gruitza Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Gruppo Mowery Taylor, F. E. 
Colafella Hagarty Nahill Telek 
Cordirco Haluska O'Donnell Vroon 
Cosletl Harper Petrone Wargo 
Deluca Hasay Pievrky Wiggins 
MVener  Hershey Pott Wogan 
DeWeese Hoeffel Pratt 
Daley Kasunic Richardson Irvis, 
Dombrowski Klingaman Rybak Speaker 

NAYS-120 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
A n y  
Baftlsto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cornell 

Flick 
Faster. W.  W. 
Foster, Ir . .  A. 
Freind 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Grieco 
Hayes 
Herman 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 

McCall 
McClalchy 
McManagle 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Noye 
O'Bricn 
Olasz 
Oliver 

Reber 
Reinard 
Riegcr 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
khuler  
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, G. M 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Sruban 
Tigue 
Truman 

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

A0940: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 4, lines 14 through 25, by 
striking out all of lines 14 through 24 and "(f)" in line 25 and 
inserting 

(?) 
\-8 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 5, line 6, by striking out 
"(G)" and inserting 

(9 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 5, line 15, by striking out 

"(H)" and inserting 
(9) 

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

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

Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, this amendment removes 
from the bill the section that states that no professional health 
service corporation shall refuse to make payment to an 
insured dental patient on the basis that dental services for 
which payment is requested were performed inadequately, 
improperly, or not in accordance with professional standards. 
This language does not protcct the consumer. In effect, this 
legislation would subsidize poor-quality dentistry. 

This amendment also removes from the bill the subroaation - 
rights of the patient to the professional health service corpora- 
tion for the patient's right to recovery against the dentist for 
all the amounts paid by the patient to the dentist, to the extent 
that the professional health service corporation has made 
payment for the services giving rise to such rights of recovery, 
when work was performed inadequately, improperly, or not 
in accordance with professional standards. This language 
does not protect the consumer. It protects only the dentist's 
right to collect payment when a dentist performs below pro- 
fessional standards or accepted standards. In effect, this legis- 
lation would subsidize poor-quality dentistry. 

If the aim of the legislation is consumer protection, this 
section should prohibit payment for services performed inade- 
quately, improperly, or in accordance with professional stan- 
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dards. In fact, this legislation does just the opposite. I ask for 
an affirmative vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment, the Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, the gentle- 

man's amendment strikes at the very heart of what we are 
trying to accomplish in this bill. As I said before, Mr. 
Speaker, the present situation within the system of reimburse- 
ment for  dental service requires that a patient, a consumer, 
must take Blue Shield t o  court or  must take the dentist to 
court after the appeal procedure in order t o  get relief, in order 
t o  secure legitimate payment from the third-party carrier who 
has refused to make payment and has refused with the full 
knowledge that the average consumer and the average patient 
in this State cannot afford to  take that dentist or  that Blue 
Shield t o  court t o  get their reimbursement. Mr. Speaker, they 
cannot afford it because the cost of going to  court is many 
times beyond the payment that they would have received. It is 
similar to what we did, Mr. Speaker, in the lemon law, when 
we said that a consumer shall be able to receive legal fees. The 
same circumstance exists here, Mr. Speaker. The consumer 
cannot get legal fees, they cannot go to  court, and Blue Shield 
and the dentist hold the patient hostage and they cannot 
receive their legitimate reimbursement, Mr. Speaker, and I 
ask for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment for the second time, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Cambria, Mr. Haluska. 
Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, there are some very serious 

pitfalls in this legislation. There is nothing in this legislation 
that requires a dentist to take X-rays beforehand and to  
submit for preapproval. What often happens if a patient 
comes into an  office and he has certain teeth that are missing 
and it is suggested by the professional dentist that he should 
have a bridge constructed, he constructs the bridge and 
submits the thing in for payment. When it is reviewed at Blue 
Shield, they find that there is periodontal involvement of the 
roots o f  these particular teeth that were capped. This period- 
ontal disease should have been treated prior to the time that 
any work was constructed. And what is happening here, the 
third party is required to  make payment under this bill, and 
then they are going to expect the third party t o  sue the dentist 
t o  try t o  recover. I think it is improper. I think when there are 
things that are incorrect, they should not be paid at that par- 
ticular time. 

In addition to  that, you have situations where a patient 
comes in and they have a corner or  something broken off a 
tooth. Right away for  cosmetic purposes they might want to 
replace it with a crown. If they read the program or read the 
plan, it is not covered under this particular program, but 
under this bill they are going to  have to pay that regardless of 
whether or  not it is covered, and it is up to them to try to 
reclaim what has been done. 

I think there are many things in ihis bill that are had, that 
aregoing lo  cause a lot o f  trouble, and it  is going to cause den- 

tistry to be very expensive to the masses of people. 1 have had 
an experience back in the 1960's when the United Mine- 
workers of America had a dental program. They had no 
control; they had no peer review, and that program just liter- 
ally went to wild and had to be eliminated within a matter of 3 
years because it just broke the fund. That was all attributed to 
the fact that we had no controls at  the third-party level. 

S o  I ask all o f  you to give very serious consideration to  this 
amendment and ask an  affirmative vote in order t o  protect the 
consumer. I thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Haluska amendment for the second time, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 believe the gentleman, 

Mr. Burns, would like to speak. I will forego that until he is 
finished. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gent lema.  
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. 

Burns. 
Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just would like you to  think about something. Where is 

there a consumer being benefited when the provider, no 
matter what it is, is paid no matter what the quality of the 
product? Think about that a minute. 

We just passed a lemon law here that protects the con- 
sumer. The purpose is so that if a consumer gets a bad piece of 
merchandise, he has a recourse. This bill, without Dr. 
Haluska's amendment, would say that any dentist performing 
any work will be paid regardless of the quality of the work. 
Now, you could go in and have periodontal work done or  root 
canal or  whatever; the guy could not go deep enough, accord- 
ing to medical standards; your pain would stop, but 2 years 
later your mouth would be in terrible shape. But that dentist is 
going to be paid, and if you have any recourse, the only 
recourse you have is a malpractice case against the dentist. 
Now, tell me, how does that benefit the consumer? 

The SPEAKER. On the Haluskaamendment for the second 
time, thechai r  recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Laughlin. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, the gentleman 
makes the argument for my case, and that is when he says the 
patient has nowhere to go  and the dentist is going to  begetting 
paid for poor work. Mr. Speaker, my entire argument against 
the third-party carrier, the insurance company, is that they 
refuse to take action against the dentists who are doing poor 
work. They refuse to protect the interests of the patient and 
the consumer under their present system, Mr. Speaker. 
Instead, they tell the patient, well, I am sorry, we do  not agree 
with this treatment and we are not paying, and that ends it for 
the patient, Mr. Speaker. They have no protection. They have 
no way of getting their money. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not designed, as it has been indi- 
cated, to protect the interests o f  the dentists; it is designed to 
protect the interests o f  the consumers. That is why it was 
drafted, that ih why Representative Taddonio and I worked 
on i t  for 3 years, and rhat is why I ask for a negative vote on 
thcamendmen~. 
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T h e  SPEAKER.  O n  the  Haluska amendment,  the  Chair 
recognizes the  gentleman f rom Cumberland, Mr. Mowery. 

M r .  M O W E R Y .  T h a n k  you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like t o  make  a n  observation that a s  far a s  the  

dental  industry is concerned over the  years, they have cer- 
tainly done  a n  outstanding job  in keeping in line their costs 
compared t o  the  rest o f  the  medical p r o f e s s i o ~ .  I think it is 
wrong t o  be considering legislation here today that is going t o  
change a system that  has  worked relatively weli for many, 
many  years. I would only ask that  if you consider this amend- 
ment ,  tha t  you consider it o n  a very positive basis, because it 

Davies Lescovitz Preston Wright. D. R. 
Deal Letterman Punt Wright. J. L. 
Dininni Linton Rappaport Wright. R. C. 
Duffy Livengood Reber 
Evans Lloyd Reinard Irvis. 
Fattah McCall Richardson Speaker 
Fischer 

N O T  VOTING-6 

Angrtadt Madigan Wachob Zwikl 
Carn Truman 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyrhyn Marmion Stevens Trello 
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is absolutely important  that  we d o  not break down the quality 
of  the  work in t h e  name o f  consumerism. I think that what we 
want t o  try a n d  d o  is provide maybe a better delivery system, a 
better provider delivery system t o  our  patients, but certainly 
we d o  no t  want t o  reward work that is not adequate t o  the 
s tandards  o f  the  peer group of  dentists. ~ h ~ ~ k  you, and 
please support  Dr. Haluska's amendment.  

O n  the  question recurring, 
Will the  House  agree t o  the  amendments? 

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-78 

Afflerbach Dorr Lehr Rybak 
Alderette Durham Levi Salvatore 
Baldwin Fargo Levin Scheetz 
Barber Fee Lucyk Showers 
Belaff Foster, W. W. McHale Sirianni 
Bunt Freeman McVerry Smith. L. E. 
Burd Fryer Mackawski Snyder, D. W. 
Burns Gladeek Manderino Spencer 
Clymer Greenwood Miller Stewart 
Cohen Gruitza Moehlmann Sweet 
Colafella Hagarty Morris Taylor, F. E.  
Cordisco Haluska Mawery Telek 
Coslett Harper Nahill Vroon 
Deluca Hasay O'Donnell Wargo 
DeVerter Hershey Peterson Weston 
DeWeese Hoeffel Petrone Wiggins 
Dawida Kasunic Pievsky Williams 
Dietz Kennedy Pott Wilson 
Dombrowski Klingaman Pratt Wogan 
Donatucci Lashinger 

NAYS-I15 

Armstrong Flick McClatchy Rieger 
Arty Faster, Jr.. A .  Mclntyre Rabbins 
Batti~to Freind McManagle R u d y  
Belardi Gallagher Maiale Ryan 
Belfanti Gallen Manmiller Saloom 
Blaum Gamble Markorek Saurman 
Book Cannon Mayernik Schuler 
Bowser Geict Merry Semmel 
Boyes George Michlovic Serafini 
Brandl Godshall Micorrie Seventy 
Brouias Grieco Miscevich Smith. B. 

Gruppo 
Hayes 
Herman 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
l t k i n  
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 

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

O n  thequestion 
Will the  House agree t o  the  bill o n  third consideration? 
Mr. BURNS offered the following amendments No. 

A0950: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 3, line 15. by inserting after 
"inquiries" 

concerning denied claims or predeterminations 
Amend See. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 3 .  line IS, by inserting after 

"dentists" 
and patients 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341), page 3, line 21, by striking out 
"or" and inserting 

and 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 3, line 30, by striking out 

"or" and inserting 
and 

Amend See. 2 (Sec. 63411, page4, line 1, by striking out "or" 
and inserting 

and 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341), page 4, line 2, by striking out 

"may" and inserting 
shall 

Amend Sec. 2 (See. 63411, page 4, line 3, by removing the 
period after "review" and inserting 

if the review is requested 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 4, line 8, by striking out "or" 

and inserting 
and 

Amend Sec. 2 (See. 6341). page 4. line I I ,  by striking out "45 
days of the receipt of a request for" and inserting 

60 days after the date of the 
Amend See. 2 (Sec. 6343). page 6, line 24, by inserting after 

"services" where it appears the first time 
as provided for in section 6303 (relating to  statement of legislative 
findings and policy) 

Amend See. 2 (See. 6343), page 6, line 26. by inserting after 
., question." 
Such decision musl be made within 60 days of the appeal to the 
committee. The patient and treating dentist may present evidence 
and information in writing o r  by appearing at the review. 

Mrkonic ~ n y d e ; .  G. M. 
Murphy Spit? 
Noye Stairs 
O'Brien Steighner 
Olas~ Stuban 
Oliver Swift 
Perrel Taylor, I:. Z .  
Petrarca Tigue 
Phillips Van Hornr 
Piccola Wambach 
Pistella Wars 
Pills Wornial 

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

The SPEAKER. O n  that question, the  Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 

Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Someone on  this side of the  aisle said, Burns, you are  o n  a 

roll; you had better keep going. 
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This is basically a technical amendment. It assures the con- 
sumer o f  the backing of the treating dentist in pursuing a 
denied claim. This amendment is basically technical in nature. 
Its purpose is to assure that any consumer or  patient who 
wishes t o  know more about a dental claim or who asks for a 
review of his or  her claim that has been denied will have the 
support of and technical assistance of the treating dentist. 

The original bill as  written allow5 for either the dentist or 
the patient t o  make inquiries and appeal. The consumer 
stands a much better chance if he or  she is assured of the treat- 
ing dentist's cooperation and participation. 

In addition, the amendment also clarifies what is meant by 
"professional standards of the dental services" and allows for 
an  appeal decision to be forthcoming from the dental review 
committee and the peer review committee within 60 days after 
the date of the actual hearing or review. I believe the 60-day 
time limit is a little more reasonable than the 45 days as pro- 
vided in the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the eentleman. - - 
O n  the Burns amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 

Burns amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

DeWeehe 
Daviei 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombro*iii 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duiiy 
Durham 
Evans 

Cahen 
Cole 

Klingaman P ie~sky  
Korinski Pirrella 
Kuko\ich Pitts 
Lashinger Pott 
Lauphlin Prau 
1.ehr Preston 
Lescoritr Punt 
Letterman Rappaport 
Levi Reber 
Levin Reinard 
Linton Richardson 
Livcngood Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-5 

Daley Greenwood 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. BURNS offered the following amendments No. 

A0955: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6342), page 5, line 27, by inserting after 
"are" 

Amend s ic .  2 (~ec.. 6342), page 5 ,  lines 29 and 30, by striking 
out "or any State or local professional dental society" 

Angstadt 
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Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
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Belardi 
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Beloff 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
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Cawley 
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Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Corlett 
Cawell 
c o y  
Deluca 
DeVerter 

Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W. W. 
Faster, Jr. .  A. 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geisr 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Grieco 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
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Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hcrshey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 

McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McManagle 
McVeriy 
Mackowrki 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Mandeiino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
bliller 
Miscevich 
Maehlmann 
Morris 

Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wrighl, D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Zwikl 

On the question, 
Afflerbach Fargo Lloyd Robbinr 
Alderette Fattah Lucyk Rudy Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 

Mowers 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmcl 
Seraiini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, L. E .  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Sta in  
Steiehnei 
~ t e i a r t  
Stuban 
Sueet 
Swift 
Taylor. E. 2 .  
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Home 
Vioon 
\\'achob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wais 

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

Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment deletes the words "or any State or  local 

professional dental society" from gaining automatic legal 
standing before either the Health or  the Insurance Depart- 
ments. 1 believe, and the courts have agreed up until this time, 
that standing for any professional association should only be 
on a case-by-case basis, not automatic. Should this legislature 
grant standing to the professional dental association, it had 
better be prepared to  act similarly for  every other type of pro- 
fession or special-interest association. I d o  not believe we 
really wish to open a Pandora's box here and now, and I urge 
adoption of this amendment striking that portion from the 
hi l l  

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Burns amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, earlier during the discus- 

sion it was stated that the qualification of people to appear 
before any board or  organization or  get admission to a hospi- 
tal on HB 1293 requires the expertise and the knowledge and 
the skill of the people who are involved. Mr. Speaker, I do  not 
believe there is anything wrong with giving standing to  an 
organization in order t o  represent adequately the position in 
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anv health case before the Insurance Commission or any 1 Callaairone Gsllen Mavernik Time , ~~~ 

hoard of health that would be involved, Mr. Speaker, or the 
State Insurance Commissioner. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, for the second time, 

~ i m i n i  Gamble ~ r k o n i c  Truman 
Civera Gannon Murphy Van Horne 
Clark Grieco Olasi Wachob 
Colafella Gruppo Oliver Wambach 

the gentleman, Mr. Burns. Honaman Petrarca Wiggins 
Cornell Hutchinson Petrone Williams 

Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Daley ltkin Preston Wright, D. R. 

I would like to point out to the House that in several court Jackson Richardson 

cases the courts have ruled that the association does not repre- 
sent the consumer; the professional association is representing 
itself, and if we open this up, everybody who thinks of them- 
selves as professional associations will have bills on your 
desks to d o  the same thing. We are really opening up a 
Pandora's box. I would ask that you strike this section from 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes, for the second time, the gentleman, 

Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, in all honesty, l can under- 

stand the gentleman's difficulty. However, Mr. Speaker, I 
think it is important to give those who are best qualified the 
opportunity to present a position on matters of this sort 
before the boards and commissions and courts involved, and 1 
would ask for a negative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-126 

Afflerbach Durham Lucyk Reber 
Alderette Fargo McClatchy Reinard 
Angstadt Fee McHale Rieger 
Armstrong Foster. W. W. Mclntyre Robbins 
Baldwin Faster. Jr., A. McMonagle Rudy 
Battisto Freeman McVerry Ryan 
Belardi Freind Mackowski Rybak 
Eelfanti 
Beloff 
Book 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Clymer 
Cordisco 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVener 
Dewex 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Danatueci 
Dorr 

ARY 
Barber 
Blaum 
Bowser 

Fryer 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Gruitza 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Lashinger 
Lehr 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 
Livengood 
Lloyd 

Fattah 
Fischer 
Flick 
Gallagher 

Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pills 
Port 
Pratl 
Punt 
Rappaport 

Lescovitz 
Linton 
McCall 
Markosek 

Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheeu 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Vraon 
Wargo 
Wass 
Westan 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Spencer 
Stairs 
Sreighner 
Swift 

Deal Jarolin Salvatore livis. 
Duffy Kukovich Seventy Speaker 
Evans Laughlin Smith, B. 

NOT VOTING-I2 

Burns Karunic Merry Spitz 
Carn Kosinski Miscevich Taylor, F. E .  
Cohen Madigan Showers Zwikl 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trella 

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. BURNS offered the following amendments No. 

A0954: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 63411, page 5, line 2, by removing the 
comma after "corporation" and inserting 

. If 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 5, lines 4 and 5, by striking 

out "or any other reason not" in line 4 and all of line 5 and 
inserting 

is viewed as a pattern and practice in denial of prede- 
terminations or claims payment, the dentist may 
appeal for relief to the lnsurance Department. 

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

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

Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment changes the section dealing with the 

amount of payment for dental services. While I do not believe 
that professional health service corporations should arbi- 
trarily reduce any payments to patients because of a dispute 
with the patient's dentist, I do think that dentists who feel that 
there is a pattern and practice of denial of claims because of 
certain disputes should have a remedy, which is not currently 
afforded them, nor is it in the current version of the bill. 
There is still not a remedy for it. 

My amendment allows for relief for such a pattern and 
practice from the lnsurance Department for any dentist who 
feels it is truly a problem. I think we must also recognize that 
in fact some disputes exist because there is a problem with the 
treating dentist and payment leverage tends to be affected in 
many cases. So this would allow the lnsurance Department to 
be the arbitrator if the dentist thinks that he or she is being 
discriminated against. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 



and as such it was performed properly and we can take no 
action. 

Mr. Sueaker, 1 d o  not think we can allow the circumstance 
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that the Representative proposes here t o  be put into law, 
because what will happen is the consumer and the patient will 
not ultimately receive, in a reasonable fashion, a return, and 
they will still be making payments that they should not be 
making and in return will not receive their reimbursement, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
For the second time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 
Mr. BURNS. I havea  question. I think that Mr. Laughlin is 

confused on  which amendment it is. Maybe he is not. I would 
like a moment t o  confer with him. 1 think he is arguing against 
the wrong amendment. 

The SPEAKER. All right. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 a m  going by the amend- 

ment that thegentleman offered. 
The SPEAKER. Read the number of the amendment, Mr. 

Laughlin. 

O n  the Burns amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, what Repre- 
sentative Burns is doing is striking out the very heart of the 
reimbursement for the consumer in this case when he says that 
the dentist can go to  a peer review group or an appeal after 
that t o  the Insurance Department. 

Mr. Speaker, at  the present time there are some 33,000 
appeals which are handled presently by that insurance group. 
What you are talking about is never getting a response, and 
those of you who have gone to the Insurance Commission and 
have asked for  relief with regard to  consumer complaints, I 
am sure you are familiar with the very light review that you 
get and then a corresponding letter back telling you that the 
Insurance Commissioner cannot enter into this circumstance 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. 0954. 
The SPEAKER. That is precisely the amendment that we 

are on .  
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. It deals with the 

Insurance Department making a decision. 
The SPEAKER. Shall we continue, Mr. Burns? 
Mr. BURNS. Why do  we not just vote it, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I think that might be a very wise thing. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-36 

Aftlerbach Freeman McHale Rappaport 
Alderette Fryer Mclntyre Rybak 
Beloff Greenwood McVerry Scheetz 
Burns Hagarty Mandcrino Smith,  L .  E. 
DeVerter Haluika Mawcry Stewart 
Daley Hershey Nahill Vroon 
Dawida Hoeffel O'Donnell Wargo 
Donatucci Kennedy P i ev~ky  Wilson 
Durham Lerin Pott Wogan 

NAYS-159 

Angstadt Evans Linton 
~~~~t~~~~ F~~~~ Livengood 
Arty Fattah Lloyd 
Baldwin 
Barber 

Fee Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 

~, t t i , t ,  Flick McClatchy 
Belardi Faster. W. W. McMonagle 
Belfanti Foster, Jr.. A. Mackowski 
Blaum Freind Madigan 
 BOO^ Gallagher Maiale 
Bowser Gallen Manmiller 
Boyes Gamble Mayernik 

Gannan Merry 
BFOU~OS Geirt MichloWr 
Bunt George Micozzie 
Burd Gladeck 
Caltagirone Godshall 

Miller 
Miscevich 

Cappabianca crieco Moehlmann 
Carn Gruilza Morris 
Cawley Gruppo Mrkonic 
Cessar Harper Murphy 
Cimini Hasav Nove 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeWeese 
Davies 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 
Duffs 

Cohrn 

 aye; ~ ' ~ r i e n  
Herman Olarz 
Honaman Oliver 
Hutchinson Perzel 
l tkin Peterson 
Jackson Petrarca 
Iarolin Pelrone 
Johnson Phillips 
Kasunic Piccola 
Klingaman Pistella 
Kosinski Pitts 
Kukavich Pratr 
Lashinger Preston 
Laughlin Punt 
Lehr Reber 
Lescovitz Reinard 
Letterman Richardson 
Levi Rieger 

NOT VOTING-4 

Markosek Spitz 

EXCUSED-4 

Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. M.  
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Tavlor. E. 2. . . 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Wachab 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Zwikl 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trella 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments werenot agreed to. 

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

amended? 
Mr. BURNS offered the following amendment No. A0952: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 4, lines 14 through 24, by 
striking out all of said lines and inserting 

(e) Remedial work.-After determination by a dental review 
committee that dental work is found to be inadequate, improper 
or not in accordance with professional standards, the profes- 
sional health service corporation review committee shall make a 
report to the Pennsylvania Dental Association peer review com- 
mittee. The affected oatient shall be notified and mav aeree to , 
accept the work done as is, or may mist  that sattsfactory reme- 
dial work be comvleted with overriaht by the veer review commit- . ~ 

tee. A treating dentist shall submit proof of kemedial work done 
to both committees and to the affected patient. Immediately 
upon review and approval of such remedial work by both com- 
mittees, the claim will be processed. A patient not choosing reme- 
dial work shall have his claim paid within 30 days of notification 
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to the peer review committee and dental review committee. In no 
case, however, shall the claim payment take longer than 30 days 
following the receipt of the proof of the accepted remedial work. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

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

Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment reworks the original language on page 4, 

subsection ( e ) ,  lines 14 to  24. The original language calls for 
payment regardless of whether dental work was performed 
inadequately, improperly, or  not in accordance with profes- 
sional standards. While I understand the sponsor's concern 
about assuring payment t o  the patient, I am substituting lan- 
guage which would assure payment, if the patient selects it, or 
remedial work; in other words, either-or, which would be the 
dentist's obligation to  produce should the patient select that 
instead. The way the original bill is worded, the health service 
corporation may subrogate the claim and try t o  recoup 
payment made from the dentist, but the patient may be left 
with a mouth in dire need of repair work and no real leverage 
to  obtain that from the dentist who caused the problem in the 
first place. 

1 feel that the consumer is ultimately helped here, since 
under the present system nonparticipating dentists do not 
have to  get involved in such determinations at all, and with 
my amendment they will have to answer to their peer review 
committee. I believe that the consumer benefits more with this 
language. It is an either-or - either they can accept the 
payment or  they can demand remedial work. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
O n  the Burns amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Beaver. Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman indicates 

that this would be a benefit t o  the consumer. Quite the con- 
trary is true, Mr. Speaker. What would happen is not only in 
addition to  the peer review program that is presently in place, 
not only the final review by the Dental Board that is available, 
but we would now have in addition to that a referral back to 
the dentist, a referral of the patient back to the dentist, and a 
continuation in extension. We would have a greater cost 
aoolied to the service that is being oresented. and an r r - .  
escalation would be involved, Mr. Speaker, rather than 
decreasing the costs of dentistry. 

Mr. Speaker, in all honesty, I can under~tand the gentle- 
man's wish to change something, but 1 would have hoped that 
it would have been a change instead that would benefit the 
consumer and not benefit Blue Shield and the other dental 
third-party carriers who have been holding the people hostage 
in this State on dentistry payments, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. MARKOSEK. Mr. Speaker, I would like the record to 
show that I would have voted in the negative on the previous 
amendment, A0954 to HB 1289. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1289 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 

Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to point out that the problem we are talking 

about here is not caused by third-party payment; the problem 
is that the work was done incorrectly. Now, if the patient 
knows the work was done incorrectly, by this amendment we 
are simply saying the patient, the consumer, has the right to 
say, okay, pay the dentist, or, I want my mouth put back in 
the shape it should be in if you had done the work correctly. 
There is nothing here about third-party, Blue Shield dental 
carriers. 

It is a fact that when you walk into the dental office and 
you get a bum job, you have a choice as a consumer either to 
tell the dentist. okav. I will take the bum iob: I am satisfied: , .. , . 
the pain stopped, or, I will not accept that; make it right. And 
I think that is an  amendment that benefits the consumer, not 
some third-party payer. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, just briefly. 
The SPEAKER. For the second time, the gentleman from 

Beaver, Mr. Laughlin, is in order. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, for those who listened to 

what Representative Burns said - that the patient could go 
back in and if he has a bum job he can accept it - Mr. Speaker, 
we do  not want the patient to accept a bum job. We want the 
payment to be made by the third-party carrier. And he says 
that they are not involved, Mr. Speaker. That is totally 
untrue, because they make the determination based on prede- 
termination and based on a final examination of the X-ray as 
t o  whether or not they are going to pay for a service. Mr. 
Speaker, once again, it denies the patient reimbursement and 
it denies the consumer their legitimate right. I ask for a nega- 
tivevote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-46 

Al'flerbach Durham Lucyk 
Alderette Fattah McHale 
Baldwin Freeman klcVeriy 
Beloff Fryer Manderino 
Burns Greenwood Mowery 
Cessar Haluska Nahill 
DeVerter Harper Piersky 
DeWeese Hershey Palt 
Daley Hoeifel Pratt 
Dawida Kennedy Ri~.hardson 
Deal Levin Rybak 
Donatucci Linton S~heet, 

Showers 
Smith. L. E. 
Sweet 
Tigue 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wogan 
Zwik l  

Irvis, 
Speaker 
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NAYS-144 I Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). oaee 5. line l l .  bv removing the 

Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Barber 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Boxser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Coinell 
Coaletl 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
Davies 
Dieti 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 

Duffy 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W. W .  
Foster. Jr . ,  A. 
Freind 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamblc 
Gannan 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Grieca 
Gruilza 
cruppo 
Hagarty 
H a w  
Hayei 
Herman 
Honaman 
ltkin 
Jackron 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitz 

N O  

Letterman 
Levi 
Lloyd 
McCall 
McClatchy 
Mclntyrc 
McMonagIe 
Mackouiki 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Msrkasek 
hlayernik 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasl 
Oliver 
Pcrrel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Piitella 
Pitts 
Preston 
Punt 
Rappaport 

VOTING- 

Rrbcr 
Reinard 
Riegrr 
Robbins 
Rudy  
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salbalore 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D.  W .  
Snyder, G .  M .  
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighncr 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Tavlor. E.  L. 
, . 

Telek 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Wambach 
Wars 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. 1. 

-9 

.. , 
comma after "CORPORATION" andinserting aber iod 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341), page 5, lines I1 through 14, by 
striking out "BUT IN NO EVENT SHALL A PROFES- 
SIONAL" in line 11 and all of lines 12 through 14 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 5 ,  line 19, by inserting after 
"nFNTITT'' - -. . . . . 
, in which case the check o r  draft of the professional health 
service corporation shall be made payable t o  both the patient and 
the treating dentist. A orofessional health service corooration 
shall make available to  all treating dentists and their patients, 
forms acceptable to the said corporation for the assignment of 
benefits in this manner. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6343), page 6 ,  line 22, by inserting after 
"committee" 

shall be made within 90 days of submission and 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6343), page 7 ,  line l I ,  by inserting after 

"SERVICES" 
under the provision of section 6341(h) (relating to  
assignment of benefits) 

O n  the question, 
Will the  House agree t o  the  amendments? 

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

Mr.  DORR. Mr.  Speaker,  the  amendment  which I present 
represents a n  effort  a t  compromise. Many of  the  members of  
this House would not like t o  have to vote o n  this bill a s  it 
stands because they believe that  the  bill represents a battle 
between two groups who are  u p  here in Harrisburg fighting 
with one  another a n d  the bill does not represent the  legitimate 
viewpoint of  the  people back home whom we represent. In  a n  
effort t o  find o u t  what the  affected people o f  o u r  commu- 

Cohen Livengood O'Donnell Wilson nities back home could live with in legislation o f  this nature, I 

George Miscevich Spitr Wright, R .  C. met with five dentists and one  member  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Hutchinson Blue Shield board o f  directors recently, a n d  the  amendment  

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

T h e  question was determined in the  negative, and the  
amendment  was not agreed to.  

that is now before you represents their personal viewpoint of  
legislation which properly addresses the  problems which have 
been raised throughout the  legislative history o f  this bill 
without doing tremendous damage t o  the  position of  either 
party. 

and the  name of  that reviewing dentist t o  b e  supplied t o  the  
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341), page 3, line 2, by striking out ", 

who" 2nd insertino people back home. T h e  objection t o  that  provision is that it is 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the  House  agree t o  the  bill on  third consideration as  

amended? 
Mr. D O R R  offered the  following amendments No. A1492: 

.. ... .~ .... ....- 
. Said dental advisors excessive paperwork and takes t o o  much time o n  the  part of  

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 6341). page 3, line 5, by inserting after the  carrier. My amendment  will provide that it is only in those 

T h e  amendment is somewhat comprehensive a n d  goes t o  
certain provisions throughout the  bill. T h e  first substantive 
section o f  the  bill requires the  review of  a claim by a dentist 
a n d  requires a report t o  be written by that  reviewing dentist 

.. - \ - - -  - -  ~ , ,  7 ~ ~ o ~  - ,  ~ .... . , ., ~~~n . . ~ ~ . ~  
"provided" I supply the  written opinion a s  t o  why the  work was no t  prop- 

"claim" 
ten days of receipt a request for a of 

such statement from the dentist or patient 
Amend Sec. 2 isec. 6740. naee 3. l i n e  9 hv i n c e r t i n e  

cases where, after objection is raised by the  carrier a n d  the 
dentist o r  the  patient still want t o  proceed with the  work as  
originally proposed, it is only then that  the  carrier must 

, upon request, 
 mend Set. 2 (Sec. 63411, page 4, line 19, by inserting after 

"standards" 
unless it notifies the patient o f  such refusal and agrees to  pay 
interest a t  the rate o f  9% per and legal fees, witness fees 
and costs o f  any appeal process entered into by the patient in the 
event an award i5 made to  the patient 

erly proposed o r  the  claim should no t  be paid. In other  words, 
there must be a request for  this written opinion before it is 
required o f  the  carrier t o  develop it. 

Thesecond amendment  has t o  d o  with the  provisions which 
uader  the  bill would prevent denial of  a claim a n d  refusal t o  
pay for  the  work that was done, a n d  in that  section o f  the  bill 
on  page 4, we a d d  the following language: "unless it notifies 
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the patient of such refusal and agrees to pay interest at the 
rate of 9% per annum and legal fees, witness fees and costs of 
any appeal process entered into by the patient in the event an 
award is" eventually "made to the patient." In other words, 
the carrier would then have the option. It may go ahead and 
pay the claim that it feels is an improper claim and subrogate 
to the patient's right of recovery against the dentist, or it may 
refuse t o  pay the claim. In that case, however, the carrier 
would then have to give the benefit of having that money 
working for it during the period of time back to the patient in 
terms of interest. And if it is willing to support its claim that 
the work was not properly done or the payment should not be 
made, then it should be willing to pay the witness fees and the 
legal fees of the patient in the event that an award is eventu- 
ally made to that patient. The precedent for this kind of provi- 
sion in law was made when we passed the equal opportunity, 
equal access to justice bill for small business in the last session 
of  the legislature, and the language is drafted somewhat along 
those lines. 

Mr. Speaker, the next provision we make is to delete the 
provision in subsection (G) which allows for a claim to be 
made on any kind of form that the patient or dentist wanted it 
to be made on. I think it is legitimate, and the people who 
talked with me about the issue on both sides felt like it was 
something they could live with, to have the carrier insist that 
its form be used. In this day and age of computerized process- 
ing and so forth, it is almost necessary, in order to be effi- 
cient, to have such a provision. 

The next section in which we have some language added is 
in subsection (H). That subsection, you will recall, allows for 
the assignment of benefits by a patient to a dentist. We add 
language which would, in that case, require that the checks or 
drafts issued by the carrier be made payable both to the 
patient and to the treating dentist. Mr. Speaker, the dentists 
that I talked to believe that it is important to still have the 
patient involved in the payment process and to be aware of 
what is happening to his claims that are made in the insurance 
field. However, at the same time they are concerned that in 
some cases patients will be tempted to take a substantial 
check, which is issued intending to make the money available 
to pay the dentist, and in some cases might be tempted to 
utilize those funds for other purposes, in which case the 
dentist does not get paid. 

We believe that the language added here solves both of 
those problems. The patient will still be involved; the carrier 
will still pay its own insured; but yet at the same time, by 
requiring the addition of the dentist's name, the patient must 
go to the dentist's office and pay the bill with those funds or 
require the dentist to endorse the check so that an already paid 
claim, for example, can be reimbursed to the patient. 

In subsection (a) of 6343 we deal with the section dealing 
with the peer review committee and require that decisions of 
the peer review committee be made within 90 days. In some of 
the material that the members have received, it has been 
alleged that the peer review committee of the Dental Associa- 
tion is taking sometimes up to 6 months to review these 

claims. There is work being done on that problem, Mr. 
Speaker, but we felt it was important for the legislature to 
state that it believes where we are setting up that system and 
making it available to the people of this State, that the people 
involved should make decisions in an expeditious fashion, and 
therefore, we want to require that to be done within a period 
of 90 days. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, under subsection (2) on page 7 ,  we 
indicate that where an assignment is made, it must be done 
under the provisions earlier discussed about the rendering of 
the check to two parties. 

Mr. Speaker, I apologize for having to go through the 
entire amendment, but it was developed at the last minute and 
we did not have an opportunity to thoroughly review it in 
caucus. 

I think the amendment, Mr. Speaker, gives the members an 
op, lrtunity to vote for an amendment and then for a bill, as I 
indicated before, that both sides can live with. As we all 
know, too many times legislation up here gets involved in 
what I call Harrisburg egos. Two warring lobbying groups 
cannot seem to get together and cannot talk to one another 
and cannot communicate, and therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
thought it was important to get grassroots people communi- 
cating on this legislation in which it was clear that we were 
going to have to make a decision. I think they have done that. 
None of those parties have indicated or even contacted, I 
believe, their respective groups in Harrisburg, if you will. So 
this does not represent a compromise of  lobbying groups; it 
only represents a compromise of the grassroots citizens of 
Pennsylvania when they sit down and look at the legislation 
that we are here to have to vote on. I ask the members to 
support this particular compromise amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Dorr amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 am sure that all the 

members, as 1 do, appreciate the diligent work of Representa- 
tive Dorr as a Representative in this House over the years. 
However, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman proposes to us a 
proposal as a compromise that deals with five dentists in his 
local home area and a member of Blue Shield, I do not believe 
that that is a consensus for the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, in all honesty, we held hearings and this bill 
has been in the possession of the Consumer Affairs Commit- 
tee for the past 3 years. Representative Lee Taddonio, the 
former chairman of the committee, had been the sponsor and 
I the cosponsor of the legislation 3 years ago. We held exten- 
sive hearings throughout the State, Mr. Speaker. Again this 
year we went to Pittsburgh to have hearings and allow the dif- 
ferent competing organizations to present their case, Mr. 
Speaker. We did so, and we took the bill to committee and we 
finished the work on the bill, Mr. Speaker. I believe that the 
work that we have before us, HB 1289, is a comprehensive 
review and something that we can live with in the State as it 
benefits the consumer and patient and looks after the care and 
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the degree of care of dentistry in this State. Mr. Speaker, 1 
would ask for a negative vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Dorr amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Berks, Mr. Gallen. 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ,  too, rise to oppose the 

amendment. And without meaning any slight, I feel this is a 
compromise only in the mind of  the author. I feel, Mr. 
Speaker, that this bill has been worked on extensively, and I 
think that this is a last-minute attempt, and well meaning, to 
really muddy the waters as opposed to compromising the bill. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

VF AS-M 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Book 
Burd 
Caltaeirone " 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Colafella 
Cordisca 
c o y  
DeVerter 
DeWeese 

Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Blaum 
Bowrer 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burns 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corlett 
Cowell 
Deluca 
Deal 
Dierr 
Dininni 
Dombrawski 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fattah 

- - 
Davies 
Dawida 
Donatucci 
Darr 
Fargo 
Foster, Jr.. A. 
Freeman 
Fryer 
Greenwood 
Haluska 
Hershey 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Lehr 
Levi 

NP 

Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W. W. 
Freind 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geisr 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Grieca 
Gruitza 
Gruppa 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kosiniki 
Kukovich 
Lmhinger 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Linton 

-. .- .. 

Levin 
Livengood 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
Mackowski 
Manderina 
Miller 
Miscevieh 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Donnell 
Peterson 
Petrone 

rYS-132 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozrie 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Naye 
O'Brien 

Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pltt5 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Re~nard 
Rlchardson 

P ~ t t  
Rieger 
Rybak 
Scheetz 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. G .  M. 
Stewart 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Vroon 
Wargo 
weston 
Wozniak 
Zwikl 

Rabbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, F. E .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Wachob 
Wambach 
WBSS 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R .  C. 

Irvii. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-7 

Hagarty Oliver Spitz Wogan 
ltkin Serafini Wilson 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmian Stevens Trello 

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 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? 

I On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Levin. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am truly mystified at the votes 
that have taken place on this board today. 1 d o  not know 
whether they represent a misunderstanding of the nature of 
the bill or a misunderstanding of the nature of very compli- 
cated, technical amendments. But if they represent a favor- 
able vote on the hill, I would ask that every one of you look 
deep inside and reconsider that position. 

Regardless of how many times Mr. Laughlin can tell us that 
the moon is made of blue cheese, it is not made of blue cheese. 
This bill is a special-interest bill that benefits the nonpartici- 
pating dentists of the Commonwealth of  Pennsylvania. 

Now, I have been subjected to probably as much pressure 
from dentists who are friends of mine as anyone on this floor 
asking me to vote for this bill. I looked at this bill very care- 
fully to see if there was any possible way I could justify that 
vote, and I found I could not. 1 found I could not justify it as 
being in the consumer's interest; 1 could not justify it as being 
in business' interest. For those of you who would take a good 
look at who pays the tab here, the business community of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania provides most of these plans 
as a fringe benefit. They do so because it is before tax dollars 
are used. What you are voting for if you vote for this bill is to 
significantly increase the business community's tax, because 
that is basically what it will he, for dental plans. 

Now, let us get to the details so that we can understand very 
clearly why it should be a "no" vote. We presently have par- 
ticipating dentists, those dentists who have agreed that they 
will submit to regulations and to a fee schedule. For that, in 
return for that, we give them something. We give them the 
check directly. They need not have a credit agency out chasing 
people. They know the check is coming right to them. They 
get a predetermination; they get their check; the consumer 
pays nothing. The nonparticipating dentist says, that is not 
good enough; I want to charge a higher fee, and he has a right 
to do that under our system. But for that, he must collect 
himself, and when he has a credit problem, he has a problem. 

Now, what Mr. Laughlin has done in this bill is he has said 
that no one need be a participating dentist, no one need agree 
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t o  take a fee schedule, because you will get the check anyway 
whether you charge more or  you d o  not charge more. Now, 
how that can be a consumer benefit can only he explained if 
the moon is made out of blue cheese. Those of us who believe 
it is not understand that that argument is preposterous. 

The next argument that Mr. Laughlin makes is that the den- 
tists are being abused. They are being abused by a system. 
Now, that is possibly true. I have no way of knowing whether 
that is true, but I a m  darn well sure that there are other ways 
to  protect the dentists than to  say that the third party must 
pay every bill first. 

Now, if the third party does not pay a nonparticipating 
dentist because the work is inadequate, they will notify the 
consumer and the consumer will not pay the dentist. Now, 
Mr. Laughlin says the consumer will be caught in litigation. 
That may be true, but he will not have paid the bill. When he 
is sued, if he is sued by the dentist for doing the poor work, he 
will have on  his backing the entity which denied the bill and 
the material and the reason. Now, that is being removed by 
this bill in favor of dentists receiving their money. If that 
becomes the law of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, you 
can be certain that the consumer will no longer have any inter- 
est in whether that dentist is paid or not paid for inadequate 
work, for improper work. We will forget the frauds and the 
cheating and all the other things that we know, but just the 
plain mistakes will have to  be paid. 

This bill can do  nothing but substantially raise the cost to 
the consumer of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. It is an 
anticonsumer bill, and if anyone is going to vote for it because 
a dentist is their friend, I suggest they ask the voters of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania what their position is, 
because I know what it is; the vote should be "no." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Chester, Mr. Vroon. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that most of you by 

this time have made up  your mind how you are going to vote 
on this bill. I would just like to throw a few thoughts out to 
you casually for you to think about. 

I was a member of the Consumer Affairs Committee during 
all these years when we held hearings on this bill, and 1 was 
very much involved in querying the many witnesses who were 
brought out t o  these hearings. I will say this, that out of a 
million cases that are handled each year by the insurance com- 
panies, Blue Shield and Delta Dental, we had a hard job 
getting testimony from 100 complainants. I must say to you 
that these complaints by these complainants were not that sig- 
nificant that they merit this kind o f  a bill. The fact of the 
matter is, Blue Shield immediately corrected some of their 
practices in order t o  accommodate some of these complain- 
ants. 

I would like t o  say, Mr. Speaker, if you want to ask the 
question, is this or  is this not a consumer bill, ask yourself the 
question, have you been contacted by any of the typical con- 
sumer agencies? Not one. Have you received any letters from 
any o f  these consumer agencies? I do  not think you or I have 

received one. Mr. Speaker, does not the labor movement 
usually protest very loudly in favor of the consumer move- 
ment when they are being abused? No indeed; they are not 
doing it this time. The labor movement and the business com- 
munity together see a great big additional cost from this bill. 

Mr. Levin said it truthfully, this is anything but a consumer 
bill. This is a special-interest bill of the rankest category, in 
my opinion. I like the dentists, too. I like the good work that 
my dentist did on my mouth, but certainly I do  not think that 
merits passing a special bill in his behalf. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say this: If you are 
going to pass legislation of this kind, do  you realize what you 
are doing as to the future? You are setting a precedent which 
may very well carry over into the broad category of medical 
insurance as a whole. If these people are going to get paid for 
any kind of work or treatment that they give, then maybe all 
of the doctors in this Commonwealth also would like to be 
paid for everything that they do, good or bad or  indifferent, 
even if they kill the patient; he wants t o  get paid, too. 

I think this is a dangerous precedent to set. You can vote 
your own way on this as much as you may or may not like 
your dental friends, but I think there is a lot of food for 
thought here, and I would certainly ask you to consider seri- 
ously voting "no" on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cambria, Mr. Haluska. 
Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, a number of members have 

questioned why Blue Shield and the Pennsylvania Dental 
Association have not met and negotiated a settlement. From 
May 6, 1982, until November 7, 1983, Mr. Leroy Mann, the 
president of Pennsylvania Blue Shield, had on six separate 
occasions attempted to meet and negotiate such a settlement 
with PDA leadership. On November 7 ,  1983, in a letter to Dr. 
Nicholas Saccone, PDA's president. Mr. Mann offered to 
continue these meetings. Mr. Mann has still not received a full 
reply. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. HALUSKA. In the interest of the consumer, I ask that 
we place this bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman, Mr. Haluska, to place the bill on the table. 

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

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

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I just ask for a negative 
vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angstad1 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Beloff 
Burd 
Carn 
Cessar 
Cohen 
Colafella 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Deal 
Donatucci 
Durham 

Armstrong 
Arty 
Battirto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawlev 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Coy 
IXluca 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 

Oliver 

Evans Lettcrman 
F8rso Leri 
Fattah Levin 
Fee Linton 
Freeman Livengood 
Fryer Lucyk 
Gladcfk Mclntyre 
Gadshall McMonagle 
Greenwood McVerry 
Gruitza Mackowiki 
Hagarty Manderino 
Haluska Moehlmann 
Hwffel Mowery 
Kennedy Nahill 
Klingaman O'Donnell 
Kosinski Peterson 
Lesco~ilz Petrone 

NAYS-129 

Duffy McHale 
Fischer Madigan 
Flick Maiale 
Foster. W.  W. Manmiller 
Foster, Jr., A.  Markosek 
Freind Mayernik 
Gallagher Merry 
Gallen Michlovic 
Gamble Micozrie 
Cannon Miller 
Geiit Miscevich 
George Morris 
Grieco Mrkonic 
Gruppo Murphy 
Harper Naye 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hayes Olasz 
Herman Perzel 
Hershey Petrarca 
Honaman Phillips 
Hutchinson Piccola 
ltkin Pievsky 
Jackson Pistella 
Jarolin Pitts 
Johnson Preston 
Kasunic Punt 
Kukovich Rappaport 
Larhinger Reber 
Laughlin Reinard 
Lehr Robbins 
Lloyd Rudy 
McCall Ryan 
McClatchy Rybak 

NOT VOTING-2 

Sweet 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens 

The question was determined in the 
motion was not agreed to. 

P ~ t t  
Pratt 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Scheetz 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Truman 
vioon 
Wargo 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Zwikl 

Saloam 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Smith, B. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Swift 
Taylor, E .  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R .  C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Trello 

negative, and the 

chamber official and the Blue Shield official, all under one 
roof for two consecutive sessions, and I would tell you that 
seeing, for the second time as a member of the legislature, 
business and labor coupling together to be in opposition to 
legislation got my attention. 

My biggest concern as I stand here and ask for a negative 
vote is really about the thousands of families in Pennsylvania 
who do not enjoy the third-party coverage. 1 asked for spe- 
cific numbers on how many families are not participating or 
cannot afford to or d o  not work for a company that can 
afford to have that benefit, and 1 was told that it was some- 
where between 20 and 25 percent of the families. Well, that 
still represents a lot of people, and I just, for many other 
reasons other than that, think there are a lot of folks who do 
not seem to realize what a luxurious benefit they have, and 1 
do believe the third-party coverage has also helped to flourish 
the incomes of dentists across Pennsylvania. 

I am urging a negative vote for those reasons and many 
more, which I might as well keep to myself. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, very briefly. Earlier it was 

stated that the dentist would receive his money regardless of 
circumstances. There is a section in the bill that says "assign- 
ment of benefits." Mr. Speaker, that means very clearly that 
the patient decides who will receive that benefit and how it 
will be paid. It is not an automatic payment to any dentist in 
this State. 

Mr. Speaker, the last thing that I have ever done in this 
House of Representatives is to do anything but represent the 
interests of consumers and my constituency back home, and I 
would ask for an affirmative vote on this bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On final passage, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks, Mr. Gallen. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, while it may be true that the 
presence of the insurance carrier, Blue Shield particularly, will 
hold the cost of dental care down to those patients who are 
members of that group, it is not true for those uninsured 
dental patients, and it just holds true that the dentist, if he has 
a certain price that he charges for a certain treatment and he 
must charge a lesser price because of the restrictions of the 
insurance carrier, he is going to charge even more to those 
patients who are not covered by insurance. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I think the argument made by Mr. Kennedy is not 
right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On final passage, the Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

On the question recurring, I Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
. 

Shall the bill pass finally? the bill that is betore us. 
Mr. Speaker, this General Assembly, from time to time in 

  he SPEAKER. o n  final passage, the Chair recognizes the its deliberations and in its expressed intentions in leaislation 
gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 agree with Representative Dorr's approach and also Rep- 

resentative Levin's comments. I myself spent time with non- 
participating and participating dentists, together with a State 

- 
that it has passed, has indicated, I believe, a desire that 
medical costs and rnedicallv related dental costs for the con- 
sumer be contained to a reasonable portion of  a man's 
income. To an extent, the only cost containment that we seem 



- . - 
not, and that is the crux of this legislation. I Baldwin Flick McVerry Ryan 

Battisto Foster. Jr . ,  A. Madigan Saloom 
There are a lot of other things in the bill that are mainly ~ ~ ~ f ~ ~ t i  Freind Maiale Saurman 
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window dressing. Yes, the AFL-CIO and the Chamber of  
Commerce each have indicated that they oppose the legisla- 
tion because there are administrative costs that these organi- 
zations will have to expend that really will do the consumer no 
good. And I believe that. I believe that the consumer will be 
paying for a dental plan which not only encourages but insists 
on several levels of review, when we know that the final deci- 
sion by the corporation is going to be the same in the end 
anyway. 

But that is just a small part of the attendant increased costs 
that this bill will cause. This bill will cause an escalation of 
dental costs like you have never seen in any of the other health 
professions, and that is what this bill is all about. 1 find diffi- 
culty in speaking on the subject matter of  a health profes- 
sional or dental professional because we know that there are 
escalating costs that they must pay, but I know that for my 
constituents and for those consumers whom we say we are 
concerned about, I know that we cannot continue to pay a 
greater and greater percentage of a man's wages for health 
and dental costs. We cannot continue to do it, and we must 
find ways to keep those costs at reasonable levels, and what 
we will do today if we pass the hill that is before us is just let 

t o  achieve-and admittedly, it is not as adequate as we would 
like to see-the only cost containment that we seem to be able 
to achieve is that cost containment that comes through the 
medical and dental service corporations such as Blue Cross/ 
Blue Shield. And this legislation, if you pass it today, will take 
that minimum amount of cost containment on a person's 
medical and dental bills and throw it out the window. Yes, we 
are only dealing with dental costs today, but as the individual 
who spoke on the subject earlier indicated, you will be faced 
with the same kind of  proposition from every health profes- 
sional who operates under the same kinds of contracts. 

The incentive today to be a participating operator - dentist 
or  physician - is the manner in which the claim is submitted 
and prompt payment is received, and for that the partici- 
pating dentist gives up the right to charge whatever the traffic 
will bear. And he gives up that right to charge whatever the 
traffic will bear in exchange for those things that he receives 
as a participating dentist - he receives prompt payment; he 
receives evaluations, predeterminations; he receives payment, 
in short, in the end for almost all of the services provided 
under the contract. That incentive will be taken away if you 
give the prompt payment that this bill gives to every person 
renderine the service. whether he is a ~ a r t i c i ~ a t i n e  dentist or 

another part of that spiraling inflation in the medical and 
health care field get away fromus. 

There is a reason that the Chamber of Commerce and the 
unions in this Commonwealth have recommended a negative 
vote. When the unions are at the bargaining table asking for a 
percentage of increase in wages and the employer sitting on 
the other side of the table says, 1 would love to give you that 5 
percent or 6 percent or 7 percent but you already got 2 percent 
over there in the health and dental benefits that we have no 

control over, well, there is a way to control it. There is a way 
to move toward control. And I am sure that you are all aware 
that there is an ad hoc committee of both business and labor 
working very feverishly on cost containment. They visited my 
office and I am sure they visited the offices of many of the 
members of the Assembly, and they have simply asked, do not 
pass any new legislation that is going to allow the costs, the 
health costs for the consumer, to continue to escalate until we 
can take a comprehensive approach to the subject. I submit 
that that is what weought to do. We ought not to piecemeal to 
death, in the guise of consumerism, any efforts that can be 
madein health cost containment. 

I urge a negative vote on the bill that is before us. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thanks thegentleman. 

thequestion recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
~h~ S ~ E ~ ~ E R ,  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ b l ~  to the provisions of the Consti. 

tution, the yeas and nays will  now be taken, 

YEAS-104 

~~~~t~~~~ o u f f y  Lloyd Robbins 
Arty Fischer McClatchy Rudy 

Blaum 
Book 
Bowaer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cole 
Carnell 
Cowell 
COY 
Daley 
Daviea 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angstad1 
Barber 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawlcy 
Cessar 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cordisco 
Coslett 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
De Weere 

Gallagher Manmiller 
Gallen Markosek 
Gamble Mayernik 
Gannan Merry 
Geist Michlovic 
Godshall Micorzie 
Grieco Miller 
Gruppo Mrkonic 
Hayes Noye 
Herman Olarz 
Honaman Oliver 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltkin Piccala 
Jackson Pievsky 
Jarolin Pist ella 
Johnson Pitts 
Kukovich Punt 
Lashinger Rappaport 
Laughlin Reinard 
Lehr Richardson 
Letterman Rieger 

NAYS-90 

Evans Levin 
Fargo Lint an 
Fattah Livengoad 
Fee Lucyk 
Foster, W.  W. McCall 
Freeman McHale 
Fryer 
George 
Gladeck 
Greenwood 
Gruitza 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harwr  
Hasay 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 

Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
Mackowski 
Manderino 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E .  Z. 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Wambach 
Wass 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Rybak 
Salvatore 
Scheetz 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Taylor. F. E 
Telek 
Truman 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wogan 
Zwikl 
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Deal Kosinski Pot1 
Donatucci Lescovitz Pratt Irvii, 
Durham Levi Preston Speaker 

NOT VOTING-5 

Dawida Murphy Reber Wilson 
Mircevich 

EXCUSED-4 

Does the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Reber, wish to 
correct a vote? 

Mr. REBER. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
My switch did not operate on HB 1289. 1 would like to he 

recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 

tive. Will t h e ~ ~ o u s e  agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for McVERRY offered the followinr amendments No, 

Kawalyrhyn Marmian Stevens Trello 

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

concurrence 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1476 CONTINUED 

On thequestion recurring, 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. Inquiries have been made of the Speaker 
as to how long the session will proceed. The Speaker has been 
informed it is the intention of the majority leader that we shall 
proceed until 7 p.m. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Mr. Murphy, rise? 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, on HB 1289 I wanted to be 
voted in the affirmative. 1 was not recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

BILL ON FINAL PASSAGE POSTPONED 

The House proceeded to HB 1476, PN 2691, on final 
passage postponed, entitled: 

An Act amending "The Local Tax Enabling Act," approved 
December 31, 1965 (P. L. 1257, No. 51 I), prohibiting the levying 
of tax on amusement devices, on admission to public golf courses 
and on admission to ski facilities. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. HB 1476, PN 2691, is on final passage 
postponed. Without objection, the Chair rescinds its decision 
that the bill was agreed to on third consideration. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

. 
A1322: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 1, by inserting after "DEVICE" 
fees or 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 3 ,  by inserting after "that" 
fees or 

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

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, this is a very simple amend- 
ment. 

In the body of the bill the amusement device fees and taxes 
are both referred to; that is to say, any licensing fees that may 
have been imposed on amusement devices and taxes. 
However, in the grandfather clause that relates to taxes prior 
to July 1, 1983, the word "fees" is not included as being 
grandfathered. I do not believe that it was the intention of the 
prime sponsor of the bill to exclude fees, and the amendment 
simply includes fees that have been enacted by local munici- 
palities prior to July 1, 1983. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Afflerbach Evans Livengood Robbins 
Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battiito 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 

Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W.  W .  
Foster. Jr., A .  
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallaeher 

~ ~ a y d  ~ u d y  
Lucyk Ryan 
McCall Rybak 
McClatchy Saloom 
McHale Salvatore 
Mclntyre Saurman 
McMonagle Scheetr 
McVerry Schuler 
Mackowski Semmel 
Madigan Serafini 
Maiale Seventy 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman Book  alle en Manderino Showers 
from Cambria, Mr. Wozniak, rise? Bawiei Gamble Manmiller Sirianni 

Boycs Cannon Markohek Smith. B. 
Mr. WOZNIAK. During the vote on HB 923, 1 was on the ~~~~d~ a i s t  Mavcrnik Smith. I.. E. 

~ ~~~ , ~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~. - - 

ohone. and if 1 were to-be recorded, I would like to be I Broujos George Merry Snyder, D. W .  
Bunt (iladeck Michluvic Snyder, G .  M.  recorded in the negative. Godihall Micozrie Spencer 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread Greenwood Miller Spitz 

upon the record. Caltagirone Grieco Mircevich Stairs 
Carn Gruilra Moehlmann Steighner 
Cawley Cruppo Morris Stewart 
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Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
 dale^ 

Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 

Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donncll 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pirvsky 
Pistella 

Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambaeh 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 

~avies ~oshski Pitts Wilson 
Dawida Kukovich Pott Wogan 
Deal Lashinger Pratt Wozniak 
Dietz Laughlin Preston Wright, D. R 
Dininni Lehr Punt Wright, J. L. 
Dambrowski Leseovitz Rappaport Wright. R. C 
Donatucci Letterman Reber Zwikl 
Dorr Levi Reinard 
Duffy Levin Richardson Irvis. 
Durham Lint on Rieger Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Cappabianca 
EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

O n  the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. FRYER offered the following amendments No. A1 161: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 22, by inserting a period after 
"devices" 

Amend Title, page I, lines 22 through 24, by striking out ", 
ON" in line 22 and all of lines 23 and 24 

Amend Sec. I ,  page 2, line 1, by striking out "CLAUSES" 
and inserting 

a clause 
Aniend Sec. 1 (Sec. 21, page 3,  lines 21 through 30, by striking 

out all of said lines 

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

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

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, on amendment 1161, which 1 
am offering to  the members of the House, the main thrust of 
the amendment is by going to  page 3 of the bill, lines 21 
through 30, and the amendment would strike out all of those 
lines. Now, basically what we have there is an amendment 
that was inserted in committee that would restrict the levying 
of a tax on admissions t o  public golf courses and to ski facili- 
ties. 

Mr. Speaker, with the need o f  our school districts for funds 
for what we all pride ourselves in calling quality education, 

with the need for municipalities to receive these funds to keep 
in repair the roads which lead to these ski facilities and public 
golf courses, it seems to me that it is far more appropriate to 
permit these local governments to continue to  levy a tax on 
these facilities. 

Mr. Speaker, I would state further that the Supervisors 
Association, the township supervisors, and the Boroughs 
Association favor this amendment. 1 would urge its adoption, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Fryer amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentle- 

man from Montgomery, Mr. Lashinger. 
Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. Fryer, consent to 

brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fryer, indicates he 

will so consent. The gentleman, Mr. Lashinger, is in order and 
may proceed. 

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, is it your interpretation that the bill prohibits 

the levying of that tax? I took from your comments that the 
bill, the way it is drafted currently, prohibits the levying of 
that amusement tax. 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, 1 stated that it would restrict the 
power to levy, and 1 repeat that assertion. 

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, permission to make a brief comment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may make a 

statement on the amendment. 
Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise t o  oppose the amendment. I cannot 

speak on the admission tax for public golf courses. I can 
speak on the admission tax to  ski facilities. 

The Finance Committee in the House has had in front of it 
for some time separate legislation that was addressing this 
problem specifically. The industry, 1 think, convinced the 
members of the Finance Committee of the burden that this tax 
created for that industry. They proved to  me and to the com- 
mittee, I believe, that their industry, probably more so than 
any other industry in the Commonwealth, had more variables 
involved in its bottom line, in how they arrived at a bottom 
line - that major variable being the climate. 

When the tax is levied at 10 percent and 10 percent on the 
gross, in some cases it forced some of our ski areas out of 
business in the Commonwealth. Our lift tickets, which is 
essentially the price of skiing in Pennsylvania, as compared to  
the services that are offered at other ski areas in other States 
in the country are one of the highest because of this tax. So in 
an effort to help the consumers, the skiers in the Common- 
wealth, we looked at ways to reduce the tax burden. In an 
effort t o  help the industry stay alive-and in some commu- 
nities this industry is the major employer in some of the 
smaller communities where these ski areas are situated-it will 
help those industries stay afloat. 

The ski industry originally came to this chamber and indi- 
cated that they would like to see the tax gone completely. 
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With the help of Chairman Trello and other members on the 
Finance Committee, a compromise was struck and the com- 
promise is in this bill, in HB 1476, today, and I think it is an 
adequate compromise. 

An interesting fact: During hearings on this bill in the last 
legislative session, there was one municipality-and the name 
of the municipality, fortunately probably, escapes me at this 
moment-but that municipality relied so heavily on this tax 
that 60 percent of its municipal budget was derived from a tax 
on this industry. I am not sure that that is healthy, Mr. 
Speaker, for the community and for that industry, and I think 
that was a signal both to the committee, to myself, and to 
other members who sponsored the original legislation that 
some changes had to be made in the way that this tax was 
levied on the ski industry. 

Like I said, Mr. Speaker, I believe your amendment 
addresses the public golf courses and the ski areas in the same 
amendment. I cannot speak for the public golf courses, but I 
can speak on the specific problems that the ski industry faces 
in the Commonwealth. 1 think it would be unfair, and I think 
the future, i f  we are able to predict the future if this tax stays 
in effect, will he somewhat bleak for the ski industry in the 
Commonwealth. It already has started to darken for that 
industry in the Commonwealth with the changes in weather 
and the inability to control snowmaking in Pennsylvania, 
which has been a major problem for the ski industry for some 
time in this State. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, because the amendment applies 
to both, but most importantly because it applies to ski facili- 
ties, 1 would urge the House to reject the amendment. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
For the second time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 
Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with great inter- 

est to the plight of the ski resorts. It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, the only problem that they have is when they do not 
have sufficient snow. 

We have a ski facility in the legislative district that I repre- 
sent. I have gone there, and, Mr. Speaker, from what I have 
observed of  the people who are skiing-and they were fine 
people, some of the finest people I have ever met-they do not 
come from the ghettos. They do not come from the deprived 
areas that we so eagerly seek. They arrive, in many cases, 
from out of State. They arrive in imported cars. Now, I 
realize we have a free trade economy which is fostered by the 
national economy and these people are assisting in that great 
crusade, and yet, Mr. Speaker, in this very district is one of 
the poorest school districts that we have in Berks County. 
And when 1 compare their needs and the needs of those low- 
income people, and then when I spot these cars coming in 
waving "hello, it is snowing," I say yes, yes, and I am only 
glad that there is someone such as Mr. Lashinger to come 
forth here and plead their plight. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us be sensible about this. Where do 
we place it? Whom do we help? Are we interested in quality 

education? Mr. Speaker, the devil is at work here today. But, 
Mr. Speaker, our local governments need funds, and if I 
would have the choice of where to arrive at, where to obtain 
those funds, and if I need to place funds, I would say that ski 
resorts somehow or other wind up at the bottom of my list. I 
would say golfing, wonderful people, golfers, but once again 
there are so few who come out of the ghettos to enjoy golfing. 
Are we really concerned about that? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. FRYER. Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to ask of you 
a parliamentary question. 

It has been brought to my attention, Mr. Speaker, that this 
bill, which came from the Finance Committee, was amended 
in the Appropriations Committee. Is that correct? Could you 
help us with that, Mr. McClatchy? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman, Mr. Pievsky, is on the 
floor. It was amended in the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. FRYER. Well, Mr. Speaker, are we not violating the 
sacred rules of this House of Representatives? This will never 
go. 

The SPEAKER. The rule which the gentleman refers to is 
rule 19(a), subsection (3), "The Appropriations Committee 
shall be limited in its consideration of any such bill"- 
meaning a bill referred to it for a fiscal note-"to the fiscal 
aspects of the hill and shall not consider the substantive merits 
of the bill nor refuse to report any such bill from commit- 
tee...." 

If the amendment inserted by the Appropriations Commit- 
tee dealt with the fiscal aspects of the bill, then it is the 
opinion of the Chair that the amendment wis  well taken. If it 
did not, if it went to the substance of the bill, then the Appro- 
priations Committee's action was in error and would have to 
be reversed. The Chair cannot decide which it is by just 
glancing at it. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. FRYER. Am I at the golf course or the ski resort? 
The SPEAKER. You have finished with those admirable, 

wonderful citizens of  the Commonwealth who are skiers. You 
are now dealing with the outstandingly brilliant people who 
are golfers. 

Mr. FRYER. A fair target. 
Mr. Speaker, I am sure after the members of the House 

have heard what you have stated, in effect, it seems to me we 
have a supercommittee in the form of the Appropriations 
Committee. A bill goes there for a fiscal note and here we 
have a very substantive change. Why was this amendment not 
brought forth on the floor of the House so it could be fully 
considered? 

However, Mr. Speaker, since this action was taken, I leave 
it to your good judgment: are we basically interested in trying 
to help the people from the poor district? And there are costs 
involved. The streets must be maintained-they are paid by 
that local government-and as we all know, that requires 
money. We also know how sorely pressed the school districts 
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are, particularly in a distressed area such as what I was refer- 
ring to. 

Mr. Speaker, if we believe in local government, it seems to 
me that we should wish the golfers well. We should wish the 
skiers well, and all we really ask is that portion. Let them pay 
that small pittance, that tax, because they can really afford it. 
1 know Mr. Lashinger would give far more than what that tax 
is that is imposed, and it is a good purpose. I say, let us not 
destroy it. Let us speak up on behalf of local government and 
speak on basically what we believe is a fair approach. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask acceptance of the amendment 
which 1 have offered in a fair way to people who I feel can 
assist local government with the heavy burden that they carry 
in local taxation. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 
Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, would the last speaker stand for 

a very, very brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Berks indicates he 

will be delighted to be interrogated. The gentleman is in order 
and may proceed. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would direct this question to my good friend, colleague, 

and neighbor, Representative Fryer. I noted that he said he 
visited a local ski resort in his district, and while he was at that 
ski resort, he was making a number of observations of the 
people who were arriving in their imported foreign cars, 
skiing on their imported foreign skis. My question is this, Mr. 
Speaker: Did Representative Fryer make that observation 
from the bottom of the hill or the top of the hill? 

Mr. FRYER. The Mercedes is my wife's, and, Mr. Speaker, 
no  one will take that from Mary. 

Mr. Speaker, I was particularly interested in making that 
onspot inspection because this type of bill is not new. It has 
come up in many, many sessions. However, in past sessions it 
was always referred to Local Government, where we knew 
after careful study exactly what to do with it. 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, I do not 
believe the speaker is being responsive to the question that was 
posed to him. 

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman, Mr. Fryer, indicate 
whether or not he made his observations from the top of the 
ski slope or at the bottom of the ski slope, that being perti- 
nent, of course, to the passage of the amendment. 

Mr. FRYER. I am not a skier, Mr. Speaker, so I just sat in 
my wife's car and observed the action and just was amazed by 
all of  the out-of-State tags that I saw and the affluent people 
who sprung out of  those cars ready for action on the ski slope. 

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

Mayernik. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to interrogate 

the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fryer, indicates he 

will stand for further interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. 
Mayernik, is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that 
presently the golf courses pay a 10-percent tax to the munici- 
pality. Is that correct? 

Mr. FRYER. That can be a variable amount, Mr. Speaker. 
The point I am making is that this bill would restrict the 
amount that can beimposed. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Okay. 
Mr. FRYER. Obviously, it has not been introduced by the 

school boards or by the local governments. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Okay. May I make a statement on the 

subject matter, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. 1 have been contacted by the owner of  

my local golf course. He informs me that presently he pays a 
10-percent tax, 5 percent going to the school district and 5 
percent going to the municipality. With the passage of this 
legislation, it would be reduced by 50 percent, to 20 cents on 
each round of golf instead of 40 cents being the revenue. It 
would be reduced in half. He pays $12,000 annually, $6,000 to 
the school district and $6,000 to the municipality. 

My municipality only has 1,800 people in it. With this bill 
you would be cutting that revenue of $6,000 to $3,000 in a 
municipality of 1,800 people. Who would make up the differ- 
ence? Obviously, the taxpayers in my municipality. Who 
would be benefiting? The golf course owner is putting- 

TheSPEAKER. Will thegentleman yield. 
Is the gentleman speaking on the amendment or on the final 

passage of the bill? 
Mr. MAYERNIK. I will reserve that to the final passage 

then, Mr. Speaker. I am sorry. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Susquehanna, Miss 

Sirianni. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, it is a very rare occasion 

that I disagree with my colleague, Representative Fryer. We 
are usually on the same side, but I had a township in my dis- 
trict, and I say "1 had" because the leaders in this House suc- 
ceeded in taking it away from me in the last reapportionment. 

The SPEAKER. Not me. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Well, some of them. 
The SPEAKER. 1 am too smart for that. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Well, anyway, they gave it to Mr. Foster, 

but I am still fighting for them, too, along with Mr. Foster. 
The township supervisors wanted to charge the Elk Mountain 
ski area more money than they were collecting in taxes in the 
whole township. Now I ask you, is that what we should be 
permitting? Does not everybody have to pay some taxes? 
They would have exonerated them from taxes because they 
were going to collect so much money. Now, finally we con- 
vinced them to sit down and work out an agreement where the 
ski center pays them $10,000 a year. I do not think they 
should be asking for more than that. That ski center brings a 
lot of  business into that township, and people had better start 
realizing that. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, 

Mr. McClatchy, on the amendment. 
Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the 

amendment. It is extremely difficult to follow such eloquent 
explanations of why this amendment should pass from such 
an eloquent member, but 1 think what we are arguing here for 
is fairness. I think that Representative Sirianni has just stated 
a case of  what has happened in one township, and I am sure it 
is happening in other municipalities. 

We are talking about an industry in ski resorts that is in 
direct competition with ski resorts in neighboring States. If in 
such a case as in Elk Mountain it is more expensive than just 
across the border in New York State, we will lose business to 
New York, and that is in fact what is happening. The same is 
true in New Jersey. I think all we are trying to do is tell the 
local municipalities that they have to act in fairness. We are 
not trying to take away their tax base or moneys that would 
certainly go toward education or toward roads. What we are 
trying to do is provide them with some moneys on a fair basis. 

You know, if we overtax these ski resorts, we may drive 
them right out of Pennsylvania. It is not a strong industry. 
Unfortunately, we do not have a long ski season. They have a 
difficult time existing here. I think we should try and encour- 
age it, keep our tax base, rather than make it difficult for 
them to stay here and lose it altogether. 

It is a fair bill. I think this amendment would take away 
that fairness, Mr. Speaker, and I oppose theamendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks, Mr. Gallen, on the amendment. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 think one thing we must 
remember is that every dollar that is collected from those 
golfers and those people who ski is a dollar that does not have 
to be collected from the local taxpayer. 

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

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just a couple of  comments again in opposition 

to theamendment. 1 think it is important to keep in mind that 
in Mr. Fryer's explanation he characterized the industry in 
Pennsylvania as a resort industry. The ski areas that we talk 
about in the Commonwealth, notwithstanding probably Elk 
Mountain up in Union Dale, are not resorts. These are small 
and in some cases family-owned and operated facilities. These 
are not large resort facilities like you experience up in the 
northeast or in the western part of  the United States. They are 
industries that work on a small margin. 

The tax currently is being levied right off the top, on the 
gross, which makes it even more unfair. The tax right now is 
being levied on the ski equipment rentals and any other 
revenue that is derived from the portion of money that is 
derived directly from skiing. With that in mind, and again, in 
an effort to keep these industries afloat who employ a large 
number of citizens in the Commonwealth, 1 think i t  is impor- 
tan1 to note the compromise that was worked out on this. This 
industry is willing to accept a lax. I t  still amounts to 10 
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percent of the price of their most expensive lift ticket. On the 
average, the lift tickets in the Commonwealth are somewhere 
between $16 and $18 for weekend skiing. That would mean 
$1.60 to $1.80or $2, whichever is greater. I think that is fair. 1 
think that is the way the tax should be levied. It should be 
levied on the cost of admission, just like it was levied for 
movie theaters - upon the cost of admission. Instead, the way 
the tax is currently being levied, it is levied across the board on 
all activities taking place at the ski area. 

Something else that is important to note: Mr. Fryer indi- 
cated that he saw a lot of  out-of-State plates. 1 can assure you, 
as an avid skier and as a Pennsylvania skier, that most of the 
skiing that takes place in Pennsylvania takes place among 
Pennsylvania citizens. Our industry is not heavily dependent, 
except, again, up in Wayne County, up in the Elk Mountain 
area, on nonresident skiers. So we d o  cater to Pennsylvania 
skiers, so a lot of the people whom we are talking about who 
arepayingthe taxare Pennsylvanians. 

Buried in some of Mr. Fryer's humor is an important fact, 
Mr. Speaker. Again, Mr. Fryer said that the people who are 
unemployed, people of  lower incomes, d o  not ski; therefore, 
we are taxing at a ski area or at a golf course rich people, 
wealthy people. Well, I think that is an unfair character- 
ization, number one. And number two, it is important that we 
do provide access to people of lower income. 

Mr. Speaker, again, Mr. Fryer indicated that there are a lot 
of people lower on the socioeconomic ladder who do not ski 
or  d o  not play golf. What is happening, what some of the 
industry is trying to create, is an atmosphere where it is made 
available to those individuals so that they can ski, so that they 
can play golf, so that these opportunities are opened up to 
those individuals. I think that is important, Mr. Speaker, that 
they have this opportunity to do that, and by increasing this 
fee, they are going to have even less of an opportunity. I can 
tell you of specific programs that exist at ski areas in Pennsyl- 
vania for minorities in the Commonwealth who have never 
had the opportunity to ski-and as the price increases on an 
annual basis, it is going to become less available-and number 
two, for handicapped individuals who, again, never had the 
opportunity to ski. There are blind ski programs 1 know being 
run at one of the ski areas right in your home county. Those 
individuals never had that opportunity to ski in the past. For 
the physically handicapped, programs for amputees are being 
operated across the Commonwealth. 

I think it is important if we want to continue to operate 
those programs that we do it at the lowest cost possible so that 
more people have an opportunity to participate, and the only 
way that they are going to have an opportunity to participate, 
Mr. Speaker, is by making it less costly. If your amendment 
goes into this bill, the cost will continue to rise and fewer and 
fewer people in Pennsylvania will have access to this form of 
recreation. Therefore, I would urge the House to oppose the 
amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks thegentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Fryer, for the 

second timeon thedebate. 
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Mr. FRYER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am very impressed with Representative 

Lashinger's remarks. Is he really telling us, Mr. Speaker, or is 
my hearing defective, but do we really have ski resorts, do we 
have "mom and pop" operations? "Mom and pop," the little 
guy? No. 

Mr. Speaker, this in a sense has become a bit ridiculous, 
because that savings, if you are going to take that away from 
local government, that tax savings is not going to go to the 
skiers. It is going to go to the operator of that ski resort, and it 
is not a "mom and pop" operation. It is a big operation, and 
the only problem they have is when it does not snow. Other 
than that, things are fine. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, let us adopt the amendment that 1 offer 
here. By so doing, you will keep the law as it is, as it should 
be, with local government getting its rightful share out of this, 
and let us not go into great aid programs for these groups, 
which frankly, Mr. Speaker, they are wonderful people, but 1 
do not think they have established and shown the need that 
they have for financial assistance. Let it go to our hard- 
pressed local governments, Mr. Speaker. 1 ask for a "yes" 
vote on this most sensible amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Venango, Mr. 
Levi. Mr. LEVI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support Mr. Fryer's amendment. 1 have more faith 

in local government than apparently a lot of people do. I 
think the local officials can sit down with the business people 
in the community, the chamber of commerce of  the commu- 
nity, and work out something sensible to bring people into the 
area, the ski areas, the golfing areas, to participate and spend 
their dollars in these areas of  recreation without jeopardizing 
the industries that we all want to encourage. I think the local 
people can take care of this thing without hurting anybody, 
and we all would benefit-the taxpayers, the property owners 
would all benefit in this-so 1 recommend we support Mr. 
Fryer's amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-104 

Angstadt Flick Laughlin Robbinr 
Baldwin Foster. W. W. Levi Rudy 
Barber Faster, Jr.. A .  Livengood Rybak 
Belardi Freeman Lloyd Scheetr 
Belfanti Freind Lucyk Seventy 
Blaum Fryer McCall Showers 
Brandt Gallagher McHale Smith, L. E .  
Burd Gallen McMonagle Snyder, G .  M. 
Burns Gamble McVerry Steighner 
Caltagirane George Madigan Stewart 
Carn Gadshall Mayernik Swift 
Cawley Greenwood Merry Taylor. E. Z. 
Cimini Grieco Michlavic Telek 
Civera Gruilra Micozzie Tigue 
Clymer Haluska Miller Van Horne 
Cole Herman Miscevich Vroon 
Cordisca Hershey Moehlmann Wachob 

Cowell Hoeifel Morris Wargo 
COY Honaman Murphy W ~ S S  
Deluca ltkin Naye Wiggins 
DeVener Jackson O'Donnell Wilson 
Davies Jarolin Oliver Wright. R. C. 
Dawida Johnson Petrone Zwikl 
Duffy Kasunic Pist ella 
Evans Klingaman Preston Irris. 
Fee Kasinski Reinard Speaker 
Fircher Kukovich 

NAYS-87 

Afflerbach Dombrowski Markorek Saurman 
Alderette Dorr Mowery Schuler 
Armstrong Durham Mrkonic Semmel 
Arty Fargo Nahill Serafini 
Battisto Cannon O'Brien Sirianni 
Beloff Geirt Olasr Smith, B. 
Book Gladeck Perzel Snyder. D. W.  
Bowser Gruppo Peterson Spencer 
Boyes Hagarty Petrarca Spitz 
Bunt Harper Phillips Stairs 
Cappabian~a Hasay Piccola Stuban 
Cessar Hayes Pievsky Sweel 
Clark Kennedy Pilts Taylor. F. E. 
Cohen Laahinger Pott Truman 
Colafella Lehr Pratt Wambach 
Cornell Lescovitz Punt Weston 
Coslett Levin Rappaport Williams 
DeWeese McClatchy Reber Wagan 
Daley Mclntyre Richardson Worniak 
Deal Mackouski Ryan Wright. D. R. 
Dietz Manderino Saloom Wright, J .  L. 
Dininni Manmiller Salvatore 

NOT VOTING-8 

Broujos Fattah Letterman Maiale 
Donatucci Hutchinson Linton Rieger 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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? 
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? 
Agreeable to the provisions of  the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

Y EAS-65 

Barber 
Boyes 
Caltagirone 
Carn 
Cimini 
Clark 
Cohen 
Cole 
COY 
DeWee~e 
Daley 
Deal 
Dininn, 
Dambrowski 
Evans 
Fattah 

Grieco 
Gruitra 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hoeffel 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Kosinski 
Lashinger 
Lc$cavit~ 
Letterman 
Levi 
Linton 
hllandrrino 
Zlanmiller 

Mrkonic 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olaiz 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Picksky 
Pit15 
Port 
Pratt 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Richardson 

Salvatore 
Seventy 
Smith, B. 
Smith. L. E .  
Stewart 
Sweet 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R 

Irvis, 
Speaker 
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Gallagher 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrang 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Civera 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cordiico 
Carnell 
Caslett 
Cowell 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 

Markosek Saloam 

NAYS-132 

Donatucci Kukovich 
Dorr Lehr 
Duffy Levin 
Durham Livengood 
Fargo Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 
Flick McClatchy 
Faster, W. W. McHale 
Foster. Jr., A. hlclntyre 
Freeman McMonagle 
Freind McVerry 
Fryer Mackowski 
Gallen Madigan 
Gamble hlayernik 
Cannon Merry 
Geiit Michlovic 
George Micarzie 
Gladeck Miller 
Gadshall kfiscevich 
Greenwood Moehlmann 
Gruppo Morris 
Hagarty Mowery 
Hayes Murphy 
Herman Nahill 
Herrhey Noye 
Honaman Perzel 
Hutchinaon Peterson 
Jackson Phillips 
Johnson Pistella 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Reinard 
Klingaman Rieger 

NOT VOTING-?. 

Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Snyder. D. W.  
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E .  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Wambach 
wargo 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Laughlin Maiale 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stelens Trello 

Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the bill falls. 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing HB 1242, PN 2689, 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 "Pennsylvania Farmland and Forest 
Land Assessment Act of 1974," approved December 19, 1974 (P. 
L. 973, No. 3191, further providing for the application date; 
requiring breaches of preferential assessments to be recorded; 
and providing a fee for recordings. 

O n  the question, 
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. 

Afflerbach Durham Lint on Robbins 
Alderette Evans Livengood Rudy 
Angrtadt Farga Lloyd Ryan 
Armstrang Fattah Lucyk Rybak 

Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brou.ios 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Ceiiar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Coy 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeeie 
Daley 
Daries 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Fee McCall 
Fischer McClatchy 
Flick McHale 
Foster, W.  W. Mclntyre 
Foster, Jr.. A. McManagle 
Frecman McV~r ry  
Freind Mackowski 
Fryer Madigan 
Gallagher Manderino 
Gallen Manmiller 
Gamble Markoiek 
Gannon Mayernik 
Gciit Merry 
George Michlovic 
Gladeck Micorrie 
Godshall Miller 
Greenwood Miscevich 
Grieca Moehlmann 
Gruitza Morris 
Gruppo Mowery 
Hagarty Mrkonic 
Haluska Murphy 
Harper Nahill 
Hasay No ye 
Hayes O'Brien 
Herman O'Dannell 
Hershey Olasz 
Hoeifel Oliver 
Hanaman Perrel 
Hutchinion Peterson 
ltkin Petrarca 
Jackson Petrone 
Jarolin Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Kasunic Pievsky 
Kennedy Pistella 
Klingaman Pitts 
Kosinski Pott 
Kukovich Pratt 
Lashinger Preston 
Laughlin Punt 
Lehr Rappaport 
Leicovitz Reber 
Letterman Reinard 
Levi Richardson 
Levin Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Salaom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder. D. W .  
Snyder, G .  M.  
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroan 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 

~ ~ 

Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Maiale 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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, 

HB 1289 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has before it a reconsideration 
motion signed by the majority leader and the gentleman from 
Elk, Mr. Wachob. 

We, the undersigned, do hereby move for reconsid- 
eration of the vote by which House Bill 1289 was 
passed on May 1, 1984. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

Afflerbach Evans Livengood Robbins 
Alderette Farro  Lloyd Rudv 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 

~ a t r a h  ~ u c i k  
Fee McCall 
Fischer McClatchy 
Flick McHale 
Foster, W. W. Mclntyre 
Faster, Jr. .  A. McMonagle 
Freeman McVerry 
Freind Mackowski 

~ y a n  
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 

Blaum Fryer Madigan Serafini 
Book Gallagher Manderino Seventy 
Boyes Gallen Manmiller Showers 
Brandt Gamble Markosek Sirianni 
Broujas Geist Mayernik Smith, B. 
Bunt George Merry Smith. L. E. 
Burd Gladeck Michlovic Snyder. D. W. 
Burns Godshall Micozzie Snyder, G .  M. 
Caltagirone Greenwood Miller Spencer 
Cappabianca Grieco Miscevich Spitz 
Carn Gruitza Maehlmann Steighner 
Cawley Gruppo Morris Stewart 
Cessar Hagarty Mowery Stuban 
Cimini Haluska Mrkanic Sweet 
Civera Harper Murphy Swift 
Clark Hasay Nahill Taylor. E. Z. 
Clymer Hayes Naye Taylor, F. E. 
Cohen Herman O'Brien Telek 
Calafella Hershey O'Donnell Tigue 
Cole Hoeffel Olarz Truman 
Cordisco Honaman Oliver Van Harne 
Cornell Hutchinson Perzel Vroon 
Coslett Itkin Peterson Wachob 
Cowell Jackson Petrarca Wambach 
COY Jarolin Petrone Wargo 
Deluca Johnson Phillips Wass 
DeVerter Kasunic Piccola Weston 
DeWeese Kennedy Pievsky Wiggins 
Daley Klingaman Pistella Williams 
Davies Kosinski Pitts Wilson 
Dawida Kukovich Pot1 Wogan 
Deal Lashinger Pratt Wozniak 
Dielz Laughlin Preston Wright. D. R. 
Dininni Lehr Punt Wright. J .  L. 
Dombrowski Lescovitz Rappapan Wright, R. C. 
Donatucci Letterman Reber Zwikl 
Dorr Levi Reinard 
Duffy Levin Richardson Irvis, 
Durham Lintan Rieger Speaker 

NAYS-4 

A n y  Bowser Gannon Stairs 
NOT VOTING-I 

Maiale 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

BILL PLACED ON FINAL PASSAGE 
POSTPONED CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1289, 

PN 1702, be placed on the final passage postponed calendar. 

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Dawida, has informed the Chair that he wishes on HB 1289 to 
be recorded in the affirmative. The gentleman's remarks will 
be spread upon the record. 

HB 1476 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has before it a reconsideration 
motion on HB 1476, which was defeated on May 1, 1984. It is 
moved by the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Clark, that the 
bill be reconsidered by the House. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-181 

Afflerbach Farga Lloyd Robbins 
Alderette Fattah Lucyk Ryan 
Angrtadt Fee McCall Rybak 
Armstrong Flick McClatchy Saloom 
Arty Foster. W. W. McHale Salvatore 
Baldwin Faster, J r . ,  A.  Mclntyre Saurman 
Barber Freeman McManagle Schuler 
Battisto Freind McVerry Semmel 
Belfanti Fryer Mackowski Serafini 
Beloff Gallagher Madigan Seventy 
Blaum Gallen Maiale Showers 
Book Gamble Manderino Smith. B. 
Bayes Geist Manmiller Smith, L. E. 
Brandt George Markasek Snyder. D. W.  
Broujor Gladeck Mayernik Snyder, G .  M. 
Bunt Gadshall Merry Spencer 
Burd Greenwood Michlovic Spitz 
Burns Grieco Micozzie Steighner 
Caltagirane Gruitza Miicevich Stewart 
Cappabianca Gruppo Morris Stuban 
Cessar Hagarty Mowery Sweet 
Cimini Harper Mrkonic Taylor, E .  Z. 
Clark Hasay Murphy Taylor. F. E. 
Clymer Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cohen Herman Noye Tigue 
Colafella Hershey O'Brien Truman 
Cole Hoeffel O'Dannell Van Horne 
Cordisco Honaman Olasr Vraon 
Cornell Hutchinsan Oliver Wachob 
Coslett ltkin Perzel Wambach 
Cowell larolin Peterson Warga 
COY Johnson Petrarca Wars 
Deluca Kasunic Petrone Westan 
DeVertcr Kennedy Piccola Wiggins 
DeWeere Kiingaman Pievrky Williams 
Daley Kosin~ki Pistella Wilson 
Davier Kukovich Pitti Wogan 
Dawida Larhinger Pott Worniak 
Deal Laughlin Pratt Wright. D. R. 
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Dietr Lehr Preston Wright. J .  L. 
Dininni Lescovitz Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dombrowski Letterman Rappaport Zwikl 
Donatucci Levi Reber 
Dorr Levin Reinard Irvis. 
Duffy Linton Richardson Speaker 
Durham Livengood Rieger 

NAYS-7 

Bowser Fiicher Moehlmann Swift 
Civera Jackson Stairs 

NOT VOTING- I I 

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expenses of 
the Executive, Legislative and Judicial Departments of the Com- 
monwealth, the public debt and for the public schools for the 
fiscal year July 1, 1984 to June 30, 1985, and for the payment of 
bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1984; to provide appropriations from the Lottery 
Fund to the Executive Department; and to provide for the appro- 
priation o f  Federal funds to the Executive and Judicial Depart- 
ments of the Commonwealth and for the establishment of 
restricted receipts accounts for the fiscal year July I ,  1984 to June 
30, 1985 and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining 
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1984. 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello Amend Sec. 202, page 20, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
For the Commission on Crime and Delin- 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the ,u,ncv for the ournose of reimbursine all [he 

Belardi Evans Miller Scheetz 
Carn Gannon Phillips Sirianni 
Cawley Haluska Rudy 

EXCUSED-4 

. . 
motion was agreed to. I counties for the costs of incarceration of drunk 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. SWEET offered the following amendment No. A1544: 

O n  the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

BILL PLACED ON FINAL PASSAGE 
POSTPONED CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1476, 

PN 2691, be placed on the final passage postponed calendar. 

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. OLIVER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Oliver. The gentleman wishes to announce 
a committee meeting. 

Mr. OLIVER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It was my intention, Mr. Speaker, t o  call a meeting off the 

floor o f  the House today. However, Mr. Speaker, 1 will not 
make that announcement today, but 1 will d o  it tomorrow. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Cumherland, Mr. Broujos, rise? 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, 1 was not properly recorded 
on HB 923.1 wish my vote t o  be in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2051, 
P N  2784, entitled: 

drivers. 
State appropriation ........... .......... 1,900,000 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

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

Mr. SWEET. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, some months ago the House Subcommittee 

on Crime and Corrections, which 1 chair and which is 
cochaired by Mr. Piccola, issued a report on prison over- 
crowding. One of the recommendations of that prison over- 
crowding report is that money be allocated to  the counties to 
pay to  them a share of the costs for the mandatory incarcera- 
tion of drunk drivers. 

When we passed the drunk driving statute, we imposed a 
burden upon all 67 counties of this State t o  house convicted 
drunken drivers in their jails. Mr. Speaker, we did not follow 
that legislation with money. I am suggesting today that we put 
our money where our mouth was and we appropriate $1.9 
million to help the counties pay for the costs we imposed upon 
them. I would ask for an affirmative vote, Mr. Speaker. 

On the ouestion recurrine. -. 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angrtadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Bald-,in 
Barber 
Ballisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beioff 
Hiaum 
Book 
Bower  
Royes 
Brandt 
Broujos 

YEAS-195 

Durham Levin 
Evans Linton 
Fargo Livengood 
Fattah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fircher McCall 
Flick McClatchy 
Foster. W .  W .  !&Hale 
Foster, J r . .  A .  Mclntyre 
Freeman McMonagle 
Freind hlcVerry 
Fryer Mackowiki 
Gallagher Madigan 
Gallen Maiale 
Gamblc Manderino 
Cvnooo hlemniller 
Geiqt Marlosek 

Rieger 
Robbinr 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheeu 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smjth, B. 
Smlth. L. E 
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Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordiseo 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

George 
Cladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppa 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinrki 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levi 

Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozde 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Part 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Harne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-4 

Peterson Pills Stairs Telek 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trella 

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 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-189 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrang 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bawrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brouias 
- ~ ~~~ 

Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 

I Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cawell 
Coy 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 

Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Faster, W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A .  
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
tiannon 
Geist 
George 
tiladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Karunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Lashinger 
Lauehlin 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHalr 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mircevich 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccala 
Pistella 
Patt 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 

Ryan 
Salaom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroan 
Wachoh 
Wambach 
Wargo 
wass  
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wazniak 
Wrieht. D. R. 

On the question, I NAYS-4 

amended? 
Mr. PUNT offered the following amendment No. A1440: 

Amend Sec. 208, page 30, line 28, by striking out all of said 
line and inserting 

State appropriation ..................... 16,640,000 

Will the'House agree to the amendment? 

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

Mr. PUNT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment would restore the general government oper- 

ations budget figure in the Department of Agriculture to the 
request that was originally submitted by the Governor, to 
$16,640,000. 1 would like to see the $950,000 added back into 
the budget document so that we can indeed provide adequate 

" . 
Dawida Leh; Rappaport Wright, J.  L.  

EzL Lescovitz Reber Wright, R. C. 
Letterman Reinard Zwikl 

Dininni Levi Richardson 
Donatucci Levin Rieger Irvis, 

E:rfiy Linton Robbins Speaker 
Livengood Rudy 

programs within the Department of  Agriculture dealing with 
food quality, rabies, EDB (ethylene dibromide), and 
giardiasis. I would ask for an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Gruitra Hutchinson Kukovich Pievsky 

NOT VOTING-6 

Beloff Fattah Pills Rybak 
Dombrowski Mayernik 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Steven, Trello 

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

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

amended? 
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Lehr Richardson 
Lescovilr Xieger Inis, 
Leucrman Robbin, Speaker 

NAYS-6 

Mrs. HONAMAN offered the following amendment No. 
A1441: 

Amend Sec. 208, page 34. by inserting between lines 15 and 16 
For poultry research and promotion. 

State appropriation ............. .. ..... 500,000 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Lancaster. Mrs. Honaman. 

Manderino Pistella Worniak 
Plrvsky 

NOT VOTING-7 

Dininni 
Dombro*.ski 
Donatucci 

Cruitza 
Hutchinson 

Beloff 
Fattah 

Levin Peirel Rybak 
Maycrnik Pitti 

EXCUSED-4 

we had a meeting with some of the people from New Bolton 
who admit that they still do  not know how this virus got 
started or  what t o  do  about it completely. I think that this 
money is vital to the poultry business in Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

Mrs. HONAMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This restores the $500,000 requested for research on the 

poultry situation. 1 think you are all familiar with the avian 
flu epidemic we have had in Pennsylvania. Just this morning 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

Kowalyshyn hlarmion Stevens Trrllo 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Afflerhach 
Alderette 
Angrtadr 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Bartisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cersar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Coie 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeere 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dierz 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fee 
Fischer 
f:lick 
Foster. W .  W .  
Faster, Ir.. A .  
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Cladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Gricca 
Gruppa 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Haeffel 
Hanaman 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jaralin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 

Leri 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Mclnryie 
McMonagle 
McV~rry 
hlackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markosck 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Miicevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olarz 
Oliver 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
P ~ t t  
Pratt 
Prciton 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Rclnard 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 0.  
Smith, I.. E.  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Spit? 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stcwarr 
Stuban 
Sueet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. 2 .  
Taylor, F. E.  
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
W a s  
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wright. D. R .  
Wright. 1. L.  
Wright, R. C.  
Zwikl 

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

, amended? 
Mr. MADIGAN offered the following amendments No. 

A1535: 

Amend Sec. 208, page 36, line 3, by striking out "food 
banks" and inserting 

counties 
Amend Sec. 208, page 36, lines 5 through 9, by striking out 

"If" in line 5 and all of lines 6 through 9 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bradford, Mr. Madigan. 

Mr. MADIGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. ~ In the Agriculture Department's budget on page 36, the $8- 
million gram for the purchase of food, this merely removes 
the words "food banks" and replaces it with "counties" and 
eliminates a section. This will provide the same basis as the $8 
million was distributed this year, guaranteeing that each of 
the counties is provided with their fair share of these funds. 1 
urge an affirmative vote. 

1 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Madigan amendment, the Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 oppose the amendment. I think after the hearings that 

have taken place and the newspaper accounts of some of the 
problems with the food distribution and the surplus commod- 
ities and the way it has been handled through the Department 
of Agriculture, I think it is important that we leave the lan- 
guage the way it is. This is the first amendment so far that 
does not change money, add money, delete money, et cetera. 
But I think it has become very clear that we need to put the 
actual channeling and purchasing of food in the hands of 
those who have the expertise to do  it. 

Now, I would advise you that the Department of Agricul- 
ture still controls, still monitors-hopefully they will do  a 
better job-but the actual purchase of food will be done by 
the food banks that have been doing it for many years. 

1 would suggest that in my own area I really should not 
complain too much about this, because the county has let the 
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food banks d o  it because that county is astuteenough to know 
that this is not their job. This has never been the job of the 
Department of Agriculture. Neither the counties nor the 
department have ever been set up to handle this. Most of them 
do not care to handle it. All we are saying is that where food 
banks are operating, they will handle the purchasing. 

The language also says that if the food bank is not operat- 
ing in that area, then the county may operate as it always has. 
I think this is the best way to provide uniformity across the 
State and to make sure we get the best purchase for our dollar. 

In the western part of the State, as a matter of fact, only 3 
or  4 days ago I saw one of the emergency food boxes which 
was purchased with this type of money that we provided in the 
last budget and we are providing in this budget. For a $60 box 
of food, the food bank only had to spend $15. That is the kind 
of expertise we are trying to foster. 

For that reason, among many others, 1 would ask for a neg- 
ative vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the Madigan amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the minority whip. 

Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I d o  not believe that we should be making a mistake here 

this afternoon and conclude that the types of problems that 
Mr. Kukovich has recalled to our attention are what we are 
talking about in the Madigan amendment or the distribution 
of the $8 million which we appropriated as a General Assem- 
bly for the current fiscal year. He was kind of confusing the 
so-called cheese and butter program with the food bank 
program which was carried in the current year's fiscal plan, 
the general appropriations bill. But let us for a moment talk 
about the cheese and butter distribution. 

Forget a minute the Department of Agriculture and all the 
misgivings some persons may have as to whether the depart- 
ment did or did not d o  such a good job at aaministering that. 
Once we got away from Harrisburg-once we got away from 
Harrisburg-there were problems with the types of organiza- 
tions that Mr. Kukovich is singing praise about today. There 
were in fact problems. If you go and read the testimony, there 
were some problems with those organizations here and there 
that were purportedly the local distributor of cheese and 
butter. And I ask you today, after 1 year'sexperience with the 
$8-million allocation that we made in the current budget, why 
should we change something that is not broke? Why should 
we try to fix something that is not broke? 1 do not recall there 
being any problems with the way the county governments 
carefully managed these $8 million. And if there have not 
been those types of problems, why go to a system where here 
and there with the cheese and butter program there have been 
problems? 

You have the most uniform system with the county govern- 
ments. Mr. Kukovich used the word "uniform." I suggest to 
you that there is nothing more uniform across the 67 counties 
than those governmental units. Certainly the gentleman 
cannot say that in every county there is an equal number of  
organizations prepared to distribute these dollars as you do 
have with the county governments. As a matter of fact, the 
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GA bill has language in it where it says, if there are not these 
types of organizations, then the county government will do it. 
You talk about a lack of uniformity when the gentleman pro- 
claims he is for it; I suggest that he is advocating a program 
that lacks uniformity in any way whatsoever. 

We were able to distribute those $8 million properly. They 
were accounted for properly. There have been no administra- 
tive problems. So why fix something that is not broke and go 
to a system where here and there, when the committee was out 
in the field taking testimony, where here and there there were 
problems with the organizations that Mr. Kukovich would 
have do the whole job where they are available? 

I suggest that the gentleman, Mr. Madigan, offers a proper 
amendment and one which should be adopted by this House 
of Representatives. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Madigan amendment, the Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Erie, Mr. Bowser. 
Mr. BOWSER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to follow up with one observation on what 

the minority whip has just said. 
Food banks in Pennsylvania have split the State up into 

nine areas. I will use my own area as an example. 
There is a food bank centered in Erie County. It takes in 

Warren County, h4cKean County, Cameron County, Elk 
County, Clearfield County, Jefferson County, Clarion, 
Forest, Venango, Mercer, as well as Crawford. I am saying 
that a food bank centered in Erie County is not going to 
service Representative George's Clearfield County like it 
should beserviced. 

I feel we have done a good job with the counties doing this 
in the past year. I ask for huge support of Representative 
Madigan's amendment to continue this service the way it has 
been. Thank you. 

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

Preston. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to Mr. Madigan's amendment, 1535, 

mainly because several previous speakers have mentioned that 
the counties could run the programs more efficiently. Well, 
one of the problems we did have when we traveled around was 
an awful lot of the inefficiency that the counties were doing. 
As a matter of fact, they were picking up and delivering the 
food inappropriately. They were not using the appropriate 
equipment. They were using regular county facilities. They 
were also using employees who had no experience, no back- 
ground in dealing with distribution, had no idea as far as 
dealing with the proper diet as far as people are concerned. It 
just really caused an awful lot of  problems. There was also a 
lack of communication, because the people who were doing it, 
again, did not have the ability and the understanding to be 
able to handle the situation. I do not think that the counties 
should be involved in this unless they are the last resort. 

Again, another one of the problems we continue to come up 
with in counties is the people who were involved, and it would 
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appear to be political ties with different private organizations, 
private businesses, and other politicians who should not even 
be involved in it. So 1 think the more that we can put the food 
into the hands of the people who are trained to do this, who 
have the experience and the expertise to do it, the more we are 
going to be serving the people and being able to get the food 
that is necessary. 

If there is anything we can d o  for our constituents, we can 
vote against this amendment. I ask for a negative vote. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Northampton. 

Mr. Freeman. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise to oppose this amendment. 
By requiring the funds to go through the counties first, 

what we d o  is in essence delay the distribution of  foods to 
those who need it. There is already provision in the bill that if 
there are no regional food banks serving that county, the 
county then can maintain operation. As Mr. Kukovich and 
Mr. Preston have pointed out, it is important that the food be 
distributed by those who have the expertise and the knowledge 
of distribution, and it is crucially important that the individ- 
uals who will obtain this food obtain it as soon as possible. By 
adding the go-between of the county level of government, we 
delay their receiving the essential foods. 

I urge a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 

Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, thank you very much. 
1 rise also to oppose the amendment, and 1 do so, Mr. 

Speaker, as a member of the committee on food distribution 
of cheese and butter here in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania who has had an opportunity to travel across this Com- 
monwealth dealing with this issue. 

We have had an opportunity not only to talk to a number of 
persons who in fact have been denied cheese and butter, but 
we have been in a better position to recognize that i f  it had not 
been for the establishment of the committee and the chairman 
here in this House of Representatives where we have been 
going from county to county to check on how the food and 
butter have been distributed, we found that a number of 
persons were not getting all of  the commodities. One of the 
things we fought hard to do was to create and find food banks 
that would make sure that the citizens in this Commonwealth 
would in fact be serviced. Since that has happened, there has 
been a better distribution of the food and cheese all across this 
Commonwealth. But before the committee was formed-the 
gentleman probably was correct that there needed to be some 
action taken-but since that time, 1 can honestly say that 
there has been a step forward to making sure that counties, 
where food banks are presently located now, are in fact 
dealing with making sure that the citizens within those areas 
are in fact getting butter, cheese, cornmeal, honey, powdered 
milk, and other commodities that originally were not a part of  

the overall program. I think that unless we continue to fight to 
make sure that those present food banks that are now distrib- 
uting the food stay in order, we are going to find ourselves not 
only in a delayed situation but we are going to find those same 
persons who were squawking and hollering and screaming 
before coming back to this House of Representatives asking 
us what we have done. 

I urge a negative vote on the amendment. Let us keep it the 
way it is so we can make sure the people get the distribution of  
the food and cheese that is due them. Thank you. 

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

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Madigan amendment. 
We in Indiana County have had a truly successful distribu- 

tion of food under the county system, and I would want it 
continued as it has. It has been referred to that we have had 
delays and many other problems in the county distribution. 
That is not true. Indiana County has had a very successful 
program, and I wish that it continue as Mr. Madigan's 
amendment would speak to it. 

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

Dombrowski. 
Mr. DOMBROWSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask for a negative vote on the amend- 

ment offered by the gentleman, Mr. Madigan. 
Based on the experience we had in Erie County, it is my 

opinion that the food banks are working a great deal better 
than they would at a county distribution. In fact, I think if we 
left this up to the county, as Mr. Madigan is suggesting, Erie 
may not have a food bank program or a program that would 
distribute the food to the needy. Our county executive has 
indicated that she has a lot of faith in the person running the 
food bank program in Erie, and I think throughout the Com- 
monwealth that the same feeling is held by everyone. I think it 
is a bad amendment, and I think if we ever go to the distribu- 
tion of food through the counties, we would have a lot more 
waste in the food than we have at the present time. 

I ask for a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York, Mr. 

Foster. 
Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Madigan amendment. I do so 

because in my county 1 received more complaints about what 
occurred with the food after it was distributed than during the 
distribution process. We had a number of instances where 
people brought blocks of  cheese and butter into local bars and 
sold them to the bartender or to other patrons and used the 
money to purchase drinks. I would therefore say to those who 
are concerned about Mr. Madigan's amendment and oppose 
it, you had better fix the wheel of the wagon that is broken 
first. I urge support for Mr. Madigan's amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. 
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Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Represen- 
tative Freeman? 

The SPEAKER. Representative Freeman? Is that the 
person you asked to interrogate? 

Will Representative Freeman stand for interrogation? Miss 
Sirianni is in order and may proceed. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, why do you believe that it 
would take longer to distribute it if the counties did it? 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, in some cases I am sure the 
situation arises where the counties do not have the facilities in 
which to handle the distribution themselves, or would prefer, 
in many cases, to hand it over to the food banks to begin with. 
By using a go-between, we end up delaying the distribution of 
foods, since the food banks in many cases will still be the dis- 
tributors since they have the expertise, the techniques, and the 
staff and know-how. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, may I make a statement? 
The SPEAKER. The lady is in order and may proceed. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, I disagree with the gentle- 

man's statement. You know, all the counties have to do is get 
a refrigerated trailer and take care of the problem. They pick 
it up where the government sends it in and bring it right to 
their own location instead of unloading it at a food bank and 
then unloading it again at the other distribution sites. In our 
area, each township and borough has been distributing it vol- 
untarily through the county commissioners. Nobody has to 
pay anything; it does not cost anything except the price of 
renting a refrigeration truck for a day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Erie, Mr. 

Bowser, for the second time on the amendment. 
Mr. BOWSER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to have to stand here and disagree with my good 

friend and colleague, Representative Dombrowski from Erie 
County. We have a food bank in Erie County that just 
recently refused to continue handling the surplus butter and 
cheese. The county has taken it over. We have run into all 
kinds of problems in Erie County. They were handling it 
through their food pantries, i f  you know what a food pantry 
is. They admittedly were servicing only one-third of the 
people who were eligible in the county. We used the figures 
from the last general distribution in Erie County to ascertain 
that these figures were correct. Warren County and Crawford 
County, which border Erie County, were into their third 
general distribution while Erie County had none other than 
what was being serviced out of the food pantries. 

Now, there is nothing to say that the money cannot be given 
to the food bank in Erie County or any other place in Pennsyl- 
vania that happened to have a food bank. If the county com- 
missioners or the county executives see fit to do that, fine. If 
they can d o  the job, I have no problem with it. But to reiterate 
what I was saying a while ago, there are nine food bank terri- 
tories in the State of  Pennsylvania, and I think all of us in this 
House should think about it. Like I said before, the Erie 
County food bank would control all counties down through 
and including Clearfield County. If you live in one of these 

areas and you are in the outreaches of that, you are not very 
apt to be serviced very well by that food bank. 

The county commissioners around this State have done a 
good job; it has been proven that local government can best 
serve its people because it knows its people. I cannot believe 
that people running a food bank in Erie County know what is 
going on down in Clearfield County or Cameron County or in 
any of the other outlying counties. I think it is a good amend- 
ment to keep this program going as it is. I think in most cases 
they have done a darn good job this year, and I hope that we 
continue it that way. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
For the second time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Allegheny, Mr. Preston. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There have been several statements made, and I do not 

want some of the members to think that we are just talking 
about food and cheese. We are not talking in that instance at 
all. That is only a small part and is not related at all to the $8 
million that we are in the process of voting on. What we are 
talking about is maybe one food bank buying two or three or 
even four truckloads just of frozen green beans. We are not 
talking about just one truckload of  cheese for a county. We 
are talking about hundreds of thousands of dollars of food 
being purchased at a bulk rate, maybe between 20 or 30 coun- 
ties getting together. We are also talking about some counties 
that are not even equipped and do not even have warehouse 
space. So we are not just talking about food and cheese. 
Please let the members remember that. We are talking about a 
wide range of commodities that are being purchased and bid 
upon, in many cases from different parts of the State. And 
there are even some counties that we found out last time that 
had to go to warehouses outside the State of Pennsylvania, 
into New York. 

So please be aware of exactly what we are voting on. We are 
voting on $8 million of food to be purchased not just by coun- 
ties but on a regional basis so that we can get a competitive 
price. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
For the second time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Erie, Mr. Dombrowski. 
Mr. DOMBROWSKI. Just briefly, Mr. Speaker. 
The last time my colleague from Erie spoke, he said that it 

was not good for Erie to handle the distribution of food in 
Warren County and Clearfield County and Crawford County 
and whatever counties he said, but he also did say that all 
these counties had a mass distribution of butter and cheese 
but Erie did not. So 1 do not know where he was coming 
from. I think that the Erie office did a good job in distribu- 
tion. The only reason we did not have a good distribution of 
butter and cheese initially is because we never had enough to 
go around. The person handling the food bank was taking the 
cheese and butter and holding it until she could accumulate 
enough. If rhe could not accumulate enough, she made up 
baskets and gave it to the small distributors in Erie County 
and they were giving it out at a good level, or whatever, for 
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lack of  a better word. But they have been doing a good job at 
the food banks in Erie County, contrary to what my colleague 
says. He has got to understand that Erie never did get enough 
butter and cheese like he wanted for mass distribution. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Once again, let us not confuse the cheese and butter 

program with the $8 million that this General Assembly 
appropriated for the current fiscal year when we adopted the 
budget last year. We are talking about the allocation of $8 
million. We are not talking about the distribution of cheese 
and butter under the Federal surplus program, and we are not 
talking about various foodstuffs being allocated by this 
General Assembly to a warehouse in the 67 counties. We are 
talking about how $8 million are to be managed in a fiscally 
sound way and at the same time meet the needs of the people 
of this Commonwealth who need the services provided by 
food banks. We are talking about the management of money, 
and 67 counties can certainly d o  that better. 

There is no  one who has been able to stand up here today 
and say there has been a patterned problem across Pennsyl- 
vania. If you d o  want to talk about cheese and butter, there 
have been some problems, there have been some problems in 
some of those food bank areas. Mr. Dombrowski just 
acknowledged it, although he would have you believe that it 
just had to d o  with quantity. I respectfully suggest it had to do 
with the management of the problem, not just quantity. We 
did not, this fiscal year, have any problem with the manage- 
ment of  the $8 million which this General Assembly appropri- 
ated for allocation across the 67 counties. Now, if something 
is not broken, why try to fix it? If you do try to fix it, I suggest 
you are fixing it in the wrong way. 

There were problems in some of those food bank areas, and 
again, I would ask that we not forget what the Representative 
from Erie, Mr. Bowser, brought to our attention. There are a 
handful of  regional food bank offices in Pennsylvania, and 
those regional offices are purportedly going to manage these 
$8 million for the 67 counties. Now, I wonder if Mr. Belfanti 
is going to be happy with the thought that someone up in Will- 
iamsport is going to decide what his food banks in North- 
umberland County get. Maybe he will be satisfied. Maybe he 
will not be. But for sure, if those moneys are being allocated 
to his county, he can be best assured and best guaranteed that 
the people residing in that county of  his will be best served. I 
do not believe that we should run the risk of having that par- 
ticular allocation go to Williamsport for later distribution 
down in his county. It makes no sense at all. It is best to keep 
these programs as close to our home base as possible. 

There has been nothing in the experience of the last few 
months that implores us to allocate these $8 million out to the 
private food banks, which are not uniform across the Com- 
monwealth, and Mr. Kukovich said he was interested in uni- 
formity. There is nothing guaranteeing that. You are going to 
have a hodgepodge of allocation. I believe that Mr. Madigan, 

who served on the cheese and butter committee-we should 
not be confusing it, but he did serve there-he has monitored 
the allocation of the $8 million over the last several months, 
and I believe that he brings to us a make-sense amendment. 

Do not fix something that is not broken. I urge support of  
Mr. Madigan's amendment. Thank you. 

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

Richardson, for the second time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, 

and 1 will be very brief. 
I just wanted to help correct some of the statements that 

have just been made by the previous speaker. Number one, it 
is quite clear to me that the counties do not already have a 
mechanism and a program in motion to be able to give the dis- 
tribution of food and cheese in those counties. There is not an 
organization or a body that they have under their auspices 
that can in fact do that kind of work, which is why they went 
outside to find independent agencies that had more under- 
standing of the whole concept of where to place and put that 
into operation. 

1 would hope that you do not get confused either with the 
Federal Government program and also the programs that are 
being run out of the various communities. In our city it is a 
little different than maybe some of the other counties, but it is 
quite clear that food banks and those who have had experi- 
ence in being able to operate and handle those problems have 
had a much better understanding of that, and particularly 
with the founding of the committee that went out and was 
able to separate those specific issues that in fact dealt with the 
problem. I again ask for a negative vote on this matter and 
ask that we keep the food banks in operation so that they can 
continue to make sure that the food and cheese and other 
commodities get to the persons whom we are supposed to help 
within this Commonwealth. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
For the second time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 am not only surprised that this amendment has been 

offered; I am also surprised by the fervor with which it is 
being supported, and I am somewhat disappointed about the 
partisanship that I am witnessing. 

I think the only question here is the most efficient way to 
feed the hungriest and the neediest of our people. I think that 
the last year or the last 2 years have made it very clear that in 
terms of  the emergency food boxes, the emergency box pro- 
grams, the emergency pantries-those three names all inter- 
weave a little bit-not the mass distribution but the use of this 
$8 million which Mr. Madigan is attempting to amend, that 
the regional food banks have operated in an exemplary 
manner. 

We have seen problems, and 1 did not want to stand here 
and run through a litany of what those problems are, because 
it tends to be scandalous on the part of this department. I do 
not think we want to get into that. 1 do not want to be parti- 



Bowser amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Now, Mr. Madigan, you have been very 

patient. The Chair recognizes you on your own amendment. 
Mr. MADIGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
First and perhaps foremost, the special committee, to the 

best of my knowledge, heard no testimony-and I repeat 
that-no testimony critical of the efforts of the various coun- 
ties in spending the $8-million appropriation of this 1983-84 
fiscal year. If the money was expended without significant 
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sari; 1 will not be. All I am saying is that we came up with 
compromise language which I think is too weak. If I had my 
way, we would not have Agriculture involved at all. Under 
this language, they still control the allocation: they still 
control the money. We are just saying they allocate it. We let 
the people who have been doing this purchasing, in some 
areas for 10 years, long before Agriculture ever heard of a 
surplus commodity, continue to do it and do it efficiently. 
And I challenge anybody to point out where a regional food 
bank has not got much more than its dollar's worth when they 
purchased those funds. 

I suggest that we will have uniformity under this current sit- 
uation. If we d o  not, then we can blame almost everybody, 
including Agriculture. 1 d o  not want to place any blame. I 
want to have a program which I think is going to feed the hun- 
griest people in this State, and I think this language currently 
in the bill will d o  it, and I suggest that you vote "no" on the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Venango, Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. PETERSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the Madigan-Bowser amendment. As a 

Representative who represents three rural counties that would 
be affected in the northwest, I have real concerns from my 
observation of how government works generally. It is my 
observation that rural Erie County struggles to get its fair 
share of any Erie County allocation, and what about counties 
that are 100 or more miles away, such as Clearfield or Forest 
or  Clarion or McKean? How are they going to be sure that 
they get their fair share of what is out there for the poor? 
They have their share of poor, too. From my observation, 
Representative Bowser had to struggle to get his portion of  
Erie County to get its fair share of what Erie County distri- 
buted in the past. 

I think we should go with county governments. In that way, 
each and every one of our counties will get its fair share, and 
in most cases they will be using the food banks which worked 
in most cases the last time. I strongly support the Madigan- 

problem for the purpose for which it was intended, why 
should we change? 

As to one of the concerns that 1 had with the original pro- 
posal. I quote from the original plan submitted by the food 
banks of the Commonwealth. On page 4 of that plan it is 
stated: "Feeding needy families is a shared responsibility 
which must utilize federal, state and local resources." I 
believe that local resources is very important. This plan then 
goes on to state: "It should not be the responsibility of the 
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federal or state government to bale [sic] out the food needs of 
needy families, where there is no local involvement." 

I quote again this most important line from the food bank's 
own proposal: " I t  should not be the responsibility of the 
federal or state government to bale [sic] out the food needs of 
needy families, where there is no local involvement." If the 
involvement of local resources is essential-and 1 feel strongly 
that it is-to the success of  a food program, how can the food 
banks insure that this critical element of success will be 
present if the remote food bank in Erie is in complete charge 
of the program in Clearfield County? It is submitted that 
more local involvement would be realized if each individual 
county is responsible for its own food program instead of 
relying on the good intentions of a food bank several counties 
away. 

However, 1 would like to point out that the food banks can 
provide a very important part. In area 5,  the Williamsport 
food bank, 12counties took their funds to that food bank and 
purchased this food through that food bank, but each of these 
counties was assurcd that they got their fair share as deter- 
mined out of the overall $8-million appropriation. I submit 
that it has worked, and I believe that, and the reason that I 
introduced this amendment was to carry out this program, 
which is working where they do want it to work. I would also 
point out, Mr. Speaker, that in Allegheny County, the county 
commissioners chose to divide their appropriation 60 percent 
to the Pittsburgh food bank and 40 percent to the Hunger 
Action Coalition to carry out this program moreeffectively. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 urge support for this amendment. 
TheSPEAKER. TheChair thanks thegentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 14 

Angstadl Fargo Lloyd Salvatore 
Armstrong Fee McClatchy Saurman 
Arty Fiicher McVer~y Scheetz 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyei 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirane 
Cawley 
Cersar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clyrner 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
COY 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Darr 
Durham 

Flick 
Fosrer, W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A. 
Freind 
Callen 
Cannon 
Geirt 
George 
Gladeck 
Gndshall 
Greenwood 
Crieeo 
Gruitra 
Cruppa 
Hagarty 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Lashinger 
Lehr 
Levi 

Mackawrki 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Merry 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowcry 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Perrel 
Pcterson 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pirtr 
Potr 
Punt 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Rvan 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. 8. 
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Spencer 
Spit2 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z .  
Telek 
Vroon 
Wargo 
wass 
Weslon 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright. D. R .  
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 



Afflerbach 
Alderelte 
Barber 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 
Broujor 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cowell 
Deluca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci .. . 

N O T  VOTING-4 

Fryer Hasay Letlerman O'DonneII 
EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmian Stevens Trello 

T h e  quest ion was determined in the  affirmative, a n d  the  
amendments  were  agreed to.  

O n  t h e  question recurring, 
Will the  House  agree t o  t h e  bill o n  third consideration a s  

amended?  
M r .  V R O O N  offered the  following amendment  No.  A1422: 

Amend Sec. 209, page 37, line 20, by striking out all of said 
line and insertine 
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I Donatucci 

NAYS-81 

Duffy McCall Richardson 
Evans McHale Rybak 
Fattah Mclntyre Saloam 
Freeman McMonagle Seventy 
Gallagher Maiale Steighner 
Gamble Manderino Stewart 
Haluska Markosek Sweet 
Harper Mayernik Taylor, F. E. 
Hoeffel Michlovic Tigue 
Hutchinson Miicevich Truman 
ltkin Mrkonic Van Horne 
Jaralin Murphy Wachob 
Kasunic Olasz Wambach 
Kosinrki Oliver Wiggins 
Kukovich Petrarca Williams 
Laughlin Petrone Wozniak 
Lercovirz Pievsky Zwikl 
Levin Pistella 
Linton Pratt Iruis. 
Livengoad Preston Speaker 
Lucvk R a ~ ~ a ~ o r t  

Duffy I ::::am 

Belfanti Gallen Mackowski 
Book Gamble Manmiller 
Bowrer Gannon Markasek 
Boyes Geist Mayernik 
Brandt George Merry 
Bunt Gladeck Micozzie 
Burd Godshall Miller 
Burns Greenwood Miscevich 
Cessar Grieca Moehlmann 
Cimini Gruitza Morris 
Civera Gruppo Mowery 
Clymer Hagarry Murphy 
Cohen Haluska Nahill 
Calafclla Haiay Noye 
Cole Hayes O'Brien 
Cordiica Herman Oliver 
Coinell Hershey Perzel 
Coslett Honaman Peterson 
Cowell Hutchinson Petrarca 
COY ltkin Petrone 
Deluca Jackson Phillips 
DeVerter Johnson Piccala 
DeWeese Karunic Pitts 

Afflerbach 
Blaum 
Broujas 
Caltagironr 
Cawley 
Clark 
Daley 
Dawida 

Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Lashinger 
L.aughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitr 
Leki 
Livengood 

Evans 
Fattah 
Gallagher 
Harper 
Hoeffel 
Jaralin 
Koiiniki 
Kukorich 

pot1 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 

NAYS-37 

Maiale 
Manderino 
Michlovic 
Mrkonic 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smirh, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W .  
Snyder. C. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. E.  Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Truman 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Rybak 
Seventy 
Stewart 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Wargo 

Letterman Preston Speaker 
1'300'000 1 i?dbraw~ki Linton Richardson 

Chester ,  Mr .  Vroon.  1 FXCUSED-4 

O n  the  question, 
Will t h e  House  agree t o  t h e  amendment?  

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman f rom 

Mr .  V R O O N .  Mr .  Speaker,  this amendment  restores a 
reduction o f  $800,000 f o r  commercial advertising by the  
Depar tment  o f  Commerce.  This advertising is for  the  attrac- 
tion o f  new business in to  the  Commonweal th .  It has proved t o  
b e  successful. T h e  results a re  good. I checked with the  Depart-  
ment  o f  Commerce ,  a n d  they had nothing but  good things t o  
say a b o u t  this, a n d  they asked if we would please restore this 
reduction. I ask f o r  a n  affirmative vote. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  Chair  thanks  t h e  gentleman. 

N O T  VOTING-7 

Belaff Car" Madigan Spitz 
cappabianca L C V ~ "  Pratt 

O n  t h e  question recurring, 
Will t h e  H o u s e  agree  t o  the  amendment?  

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

Alderelre Fee Lloyd 
Angstadt Fischer Lucgk 
Armstrong Flick McCall 
Arty Foster. W. W. McClatchy 
Baldwin Fil\trr. J r . .  A .  McHale 
Barber Freeman Mclntyre 
Battisto Frcmd hlcMonaglc 
Belaidt Fryer McVcrry 

Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetl 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 

Kowalyihyn Marmion Stevens Trella 

T h e  question was determined in t h e  affirmative, a n d  t h e  
amendment  was agreed to .  

O n  the question recurring, 
Will t h e  House  agree t o  t h e  bill o n  third consideration a s  

amended? 
Mr .  ITKIN offered the  following amendment  No. A1564: 

Amend Sec. 209. page 37, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
For the purpose o f  financial assistance to  

zoological gardens. A zoological garden is 
defined as an  installation for the public display 
o f  living animals which is owned, operated or 
financially assisted by a political subdivision, 
provided that outside financial assistance annu- 
ally is not less than $500,000 o r  not less than 25% 
of  its annual operating costs. 

State approDriation ..................... 1,000,000 

O n  the  question, 
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Hagarty Noye 
Haluska O'Brien 
Harper Olasz 
Hasay Oliver 
Herrhey Perzel 
Hoeifel Peterson 
Honaman Petrarca 
Hutchinson Petrone 
lrkin Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Kasunic Pistella 
Kennedy Pott 
Klingaman Pratt 
Kosinrki Preston 
Kukavich Punt 
Lashinger Rappaport 
Laughlin Reber 
Lehr Reinard 
Lescovitr Richardson 
Letterman Rieger 
Levin Robbins 
Linton Rudy 
Livengood Ryan 
Lucyk Saloom 
McCall Salvatore 
McClatchy 

NAYS-30 

Dambrowski Jackson 
Fargo Johnson 
Foster, Jr.. A. Levi 
Freeman Lloyd 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment which rec- 
ognizes an increasingly difficult need for the support of zoos 
in Pennsylvania. The zoological gardens in Pennsylvania 
have, over the past few years, been experiencing increasing 
difficulty in raising sufficient revenue to keep the zoos open. 
It is especially critical with respect to municipal zoos and zoos 
which are financially assisted by municipal governments. This 
is the case in Erie, in Philadelphia, and in Pittsburgh, where 
there is a tremendous undertaking by the municipalities 
involved to support the zoo. 

We all recognize that zoos are a cultural attraction of at 
least a regional nature. In fact, I would say that in southeast- 
ern Pennsylvania, the zoo in Philadelphia serves the entire 
region, and I know that in the western part of the State, the 
Pittsburgh Zoo serves most of the residents who live in Alle- 
gheny County and in counties contiguous to Allegheny and 
beyond. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very modest appropriation of $I 
million to be distributed to all of the zoos in Pennsylvania. It 
will go a long way in helping zoos meet their financial needs 
and commitments, and I urge a positive vote on the amend- 

Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E .  

Carn 
Cawley 
c,,,,, 
Cimini 

Gl:: 
clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
cordisca 
Cornell 
Caslett 
Cawell 
coy 
Deluca 
DeWeere 
Daley 
~,,i,, 
Deal 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c c i  
DO,, 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 

Afflerbach 
Alderetre 
Armstrong 
Bowser 

~ e i e k  
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R 
Wright, J .  L .  
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Moehlmann 
Morris 
Pievsky 
Pitts 

ment. Braujos Fryer McHale Rybak 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. DeVerter Gruitza Manderino Scheetz 

Dawida Hayes Miller Snyder, G .  M 
The Chair reco~nizes the gentleman from Lackawanna. Dietz Herman 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Itkin, indicates he will I 

- - 
Mr. Cawley, on the amendment. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate 
Mr. Itkin, please. 

stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Cawley, may 
proceed. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, you mentioned Philadelphia, 
Erie, and Pittsburgh. Does this also include Scranton and 
Norristown? 

Mr. ITKIN. It is my understanding that it does. 
Mr. CAWLEY. All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

O'Dannell 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-168 

NOT VOTING-I 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyrhyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. GEIST offered the following amendment No. A1425: 

Amend Sec. 209, page 38, line 5 ,  by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

State appropriation.. ........ ......... .. 19,250,000 

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

Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaurn 
Book 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 

Anpstadr Fattah Mclntyre Saurman 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, W.  W. 
Freind 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gelst 
George 
Gladeck 
Gadshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruppo 

I The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowrki 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miscevich 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E .  
Snyder, D. W 
Spencer 
Spit, 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 

gentleman from Blair, Mr. Geist. 
Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment simply reinstates $4.25 million back into 

the PIDA (Pennsylvania Industrial Development Authority) 
Fund, taking it from $15 million back up to $19.25 million. In 
my part of  the State, PIDA has been a program that has 
worked very, very successfully, and I would like to see that 
program and the moneys reinstated to budgetary levels. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-175 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bawser 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Callasirone 

Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A. 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
Georse 

Letterman 
Levi 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
MeClatchy 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merrv 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder. G. M. 

I Mr. VROON offered the following amendment No. A1429: 

Amend Sec. 209, page 38, line 15, by striking out all of said 
line and inserting 

State appropriation ..................... 2,000,000 

I On the ouestion 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment restores a cut 
of $1.5 million for site development by the Department of 
Commerce. Again, checking with the Department of Com- 
merce, I find that these are not for empty business sites, but 
these are for actual business sites that are going t o  be devel- 
oped and on which there have been secured some very definite 
private-sector commitments. So I strongly urge an approval 
of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 

-~~~~ U~ . . 
Cappabianca Gladkk ~ i c o i z i e  Spencer 
Cawley Godshall Miller Spitz 
Cessar Greenwood Miscevich Stairs 
Cimini Grieco Moehlmann Stewart 
Civera Gruppo Morris Stuban 

Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Cornell 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Coslett 
Cawell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 

Afflerbach 
Braujos 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Gruitza 

Hagarty Mowery 
Haluska Mrkonic 
Harper Murphy 
Hasay Nahill 
Hayes Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Haeffel Olasr 
Hanaman Perrel 
Hutchinson Peterson 
ltkin Petrarca 
Jackson Petrone 
Jarolin Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Kasunic Pitts 
Kennedy Pott 
Klingaman Punt 
Kasinski Rappapart 
Lashinger Reber 
Laughlin Reinard 
Lehr Rieger 
Lescovitz Robbins 

NAYS-17 

Kukovich Pievsky 
Linton Pistella 
Manderino Preston 
Michlovic Richardson 
Oliver Steighner 

NOT VOTING-7 

Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
reiek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Vraon 
Wachab 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Was8 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright. R. C .  
Zwikl 

Van Horne 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Barber Carn Maiale Wiggins 
Belolf Levin Pratl 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Carnell 

Duffy Letter man 
Durham Levi 
Fargo Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster, W. W. McClatchy 
Faster, Jr., A. McHalc 
Freeman Mclntyre 
Freind McVerry 
Fryer Mackawski 
Gallen Madigan 
Gamble Manmiller 
Gannan Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Merry 
Gladeck Micozzie 
Godshall Miller 
Greenwood Miscevich 
Grieco Moehlmann 
Gruitza Morris 
Gruppa Mowery 
Hagarty Mrkonic 
Haluska Murphy 
Hasay Nahill 
Hayes Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Herrhey Olasz 
Haeffel Perzel 

Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloon 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Tele!: 
Tigue 
Truman 

Caslett Hanaman Peterson Vroon 
Cowell Hutchinsan Petrarca Wambach 
COY ltkin Petrone Wass 
Deluca Jackson Phillips Weston 
DeVerler Jarolin Piccola Williams 
Dalev Johnson Pitts Wilson 

amended? 

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

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

Dorr Lescovitz 

Davies Kasunic Pott Wogan 
Dawida Kenredy Punt Worniak 
Dietz Klingaman Rappaport Wright, D. R.  
Dininni Larhinger Reber Wright. I. L. 
Dombrowski Laughlin Reinard Wright. R. C. 
D,,,t,~,i Lehr Rieger Zwikl 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment would restore 
the appropriation to the Port of Pittsburgh to last year's level. 
Last year the Port of Pittsburgh received $1.5 million, and in 
this year's budget it has been reduced to $750,000. We from 
Allegheny County are asking to restore that $750,000 to $1.5 
million, the same as last year's. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-167 

NOT VOTING-I0 

Beloff O'Donnell Spitz Sweet 
Levin Pratt Stuban Wachob 
Merry Richardson 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. EVANS offered the following amendment No. A1540: 

Amend Sec. 209, page 40, line 12, by striking out all of said 
line and inserting 

State appropriation. ... .... ............ 500,000 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 

Alderette Donatucci Lehr Robbins 
Angstadt Dorr Lescovitz Ryan 
Armstrong Duffy Levi Saloom 
Arty Durham Linton Salvatore 
Barber Evans McCall Saurman 

Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 

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

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

Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Co~let t  
Cawell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 

Fargo McClatchy 
Fattah Mclntyre 
Fee McManagle 
Fischer McVerry 
Flick Mackowrki 
Foster. W. W. Madigan 
Foster, Jr., A. Maiale 
Freeman Manmiller 
Freind Markosek 
Fryer Mayernik 
Gallagher Michlavic 
Gallen Micozrie 
Gamble Miscevich 
Cannon Moehlmann 
Geist Mowery 
George Mrkonic 
Gladeck Murphy 
Godshall Nahill 
Grieco Noye 
Gruppo O'Brien 
Hagany Olasz 
Haluska Oliver 
Harper Perrel 
Hayes Peterson 
Herman Petrarca 
Hershey Petrone 
Honaman Phillips 
Hutchinsan Piccola 
ltkin Pistella 
Jackson Pitts 
Jarolin Pott 
Johnson Preston 
Kasunic Punt 
Kennedy Rappaport 
Korinrki Reber 
Lashinger Reinard 
Laughlin Rieger 

Scheetz 
Schuler 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E .  
Telek 
Truman 
Van Harne 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright, R. C .  
Zwikl 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amendment 
is to restore small business development back to $500,000, as 
it was proposed in the Governor's budget. 

1 ask that each and every one of you support this amend- 
ment. It has support from Representative Lynn Herman also. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Herman. 
Mr. HERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak on that 

amendment. 
The following amendment, which I have cosponsored, is 

identical to this one. I would like to withdraw amendment 
A1543 in favor of Mr. Evans' amendment, which is towards 
this appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thdnks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-185 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 

Fattah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fircher McCall 
Flick McClatchy 
Foster, W. W. McHale 
Faster, Jr.. A. Mclntyre 
Freeman McManagle 
Freind McVerry 
Fryer Mackawski 
Gallagher Madigan 
Gamble Manmiller 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 

Caltagirone Gruitza Morris Stewart 
Cawley Gruppa Mowery Stuban 

Afflerbach Haeffel Lucyk Pievsky 
Baldwin Klingaman McHale Rudy 
DeVerter Kukovich Manderino Rybak 
Greenwood Letterman Miller Semmel 
Gruitza Livengood Morris Tigue 
Hasay Lloyd 

~~ ~ 

Bowser Cannon Markosek Smith. B. 
Boyes Geist Mayernik Smith, L. E.  
Brandt George Merry Snyder, D. W. 
Broujos Gladeck Mi~hlovic Snyder, G. M. 
Bunt Godshall Micorzie Spencer 
Burd Greenwood Miller Stairs 
Burns Grieco Miscevich Steighner 
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Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeex 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 

Afflerbach 

Bcloff 
Cappabsanca 
Carn 

Hagany Mrkonic Sweet 
Haluska P4urp'ly -.,if! 
Haraer Nahill Taylor. E. Z 
~ a s i y  ~ o y e  
Hayes O'Bricn 
Herman Olasz 
Hershey Oliver 
Hoeffel Perzel 
Honaman Peterson 
Hutchinson Petrarca 
ltkin Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pistella 
Kasunic Pitts 
Kennedy Pott 
Klingaman Pratt 
Kosinski Preston 
Kukovich Punt 
Lashinger RappapoR 
Laughlin Reber 
Lehr Reinard 
Leseovitz Richardson 
Letterman Rieger 
Levi Robbins 
Lintan Rudy 
Livengood Ryan 

NAYS-4 

Gallen Manderino 

NOT V O T I N G - 1 0  

Cordisco Maiale 
Evans Moehlmann 
Levin 

EXCUSED-4 

~ a y l o r ,  F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Werton 
Wigginr 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Pievsky 

O'Donnell 
Spitz 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trella 

The q u e s t i o n  was d e t e r m i n e d  i n  the a f f i r m a t i v e ,  and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

On the question r e c u r r i n g ,  

W i l l  the House agree to the bi l l  on t h i r d  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  as 
amended? 

Mr. EVANS o f f e r e d  the f o l l o w i n g  amendment No. A 1 5 3 9 :  

A m e n d  Sec. 209, p a g e  40, l ine 15,  b y  s t r ik ing  o u t  a l l  o f  sa id  
l ine  a n d  inse r t ing  

S t a t e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  ..................... 3,000,000 

On the q u e s t i o n ,  

W i l l  the House agree to the a m e n d m e n t ?  

The SPEAKER. The C h a i r  r e c o g n i z e s  the g e n t l e m a n  f r o m  

Philadelphia, Mr. E v a n s .  

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am a s k i n g  t h a t  s m a l l  m i n o r i t y  

b u s i n e s s  be restored to $3 mi l l ion .  Under t h e  G o v e r n o r ' s  pro- 
posed budget, he had i n c r e a s e d  i t  b y  $1 mi l l ion .  O r i g i n a l l y  t h e  

a p p r o p r i a t i o n  w a s  $2 m i l l i o n .  

S m a l l  m i n o r i t y  b u s i n e s s  h a s  n o t  been i n c r e a s e d  i n  o v e r  1 4  
years. I t h i n k  t h e  G o v e r n o r ,  i n  h i s  budget, had asked t h a t  i t  be 
i n c r e a s e d  $1 m i l l i o n .  I t h i n k  w e  s h o u l d  h a v e  i t  at $3 mi l l ion .  1 
hope that both s i d e s  of t h e  a i s l e  wil l  s u p p o r t  t h i s  a m e n d m e n t  

f o r  $3 m i l l i o n .  T h a n k  you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair t h a n k s  the g e n t l e m a n .  

On the q u e s t i o n  r e c u r r i n g ,  

Wi l l  t h e  House agree t o  t h e  s m e n d m e n t ?  

T h e  f o l l o w i n g  r o l l  c a l l  was recorded: 

Alderette 
Angrtadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafclla 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dambrowski 
Danatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Evans Linton 
Fargo Livengood 
Fattah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 
Flick McClatchy 
Foster, W. W. McHale 
Foster, Jr., A. Mclntyrc 
Freeman McMonagle 
Freind McVerry 
Fryer Mackowski 
Gallagher Madigan 
Gallen Manmiller 
Gamble Markosek 
Gannon Mayernik 
Geist Merry 
George Michlavic 
Gladeck Micozde 
Godshall Miller 
Greenwood Miscevich 
Grieca Maehlmann 
Gruitza Morris 
Gruppo Mowery 
Hagarty Mrkonic 
Haluska Murphy 
Harper Nahill 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes O'Brien 
Herman Olasz 
Hershey Oliver 
Hoeffel Perzel 
Honaman Peterson 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Lashinner 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levi 

Petrarca 
Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. G .  M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighncr 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wesron 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Durham 

NAYS-3  

Afflerbach Manderino Pievrky 

N O T  V O T I N G - 5  

Beloff Maiale O'Donnell Wachab 
Levin 

EXCUSED-4 

Kawalyshyn Marmian Stevens Trcllo 

The q u e s t i o n  w a s  d e t e r m i n e d  i n  t h e  a f f i r m a t i v e ,  and t h e  

amendment was agreed t o .  

On t h e  q u e s t i o n  r e c u r r i n g ,  

Wi l l  the House a g r e e  to the bill  on t h i r d  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  as 
amended? 
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Mr. GEIST offered the following amendment No. A1426: 1 DeWeese Hoeffel Pievsky Irvis. 

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

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

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment simply reinstates the $5 million for enter- 

prise zones. We who have districts that are economically 
devastated realize the value of the enterprise zone designation. 

Amend Sec. 209, page 41, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
For Enterprise Development 

State appropriation ...... .. ........... 5,000,000 
Freind Letterman Maiale Spitz 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trelio 

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

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

amended? 

Deal Kukovich Richardson Speaker 

NOT VOTING-8 

~ ~ l ~ f f  Hutchinson Levin O'Donnell 

........... 
I would urge an affirmative vote. Mrs. TAYLOR offered the following amendment No. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 1 A1427: 
On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagironc 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Corlett 
Cowell 
Coy 
Deluca 
DcVener 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Afflerbaeh 
Armslrong 
Barber 
Braujor 

Durham McCall 
Evans McClatchy 
Fargo McHale 
Fee Mclntyre 
Fischer McMonaglc 
Flick McVerry 
Foster, W. W. Mackowski 
Foster. Jr., A. Madigan 
Freeman Manmiller 
Fryer Markosek 
Gailen Mayernik 
Gamble Merry 
Gannon Michlovic 
Gelst Micozzie 
George Miller 
Gladeck Miscevich 
Godshail Moehlmann 
Greenwood Morris 
Grieco Mowery 
Gruitra Mrkonic 
Gruppo Murphy 
Hagany Nahill 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes O'Brien 
Herman Olasz 
Hershey Perzel 
Honaman Peterson 
ltkin Petrarca 
Jackson Petrone 
Jarolin Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Kasunic Pistelia 
Kennedy Pitts 
Klingaman Pott 
Kosinski Pratt 
Lashinger Preston 
Laughlin Punt 
Lehr Rappaport 
Lescovitz Reber 
Levi Reinard 
Livengood Rieger 
Lucyk Robbins 

Fattah Linton 
Gallagher Lloyd 
Haluska Manderino 
Harper Oliver 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tavlor. F. E. 
~ e i e k  
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Rybak 
Wargo 
Wiggins 

Amend Sec. 209, page 41, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
For the Capital Loan Program. 

State appropriation ..................... 2,000,000 

On the question, 1 Will the House anree to the amendment? - 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 

Chester, Mrs. Taylor. 
Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, this amendment restores the 

Governor's request for the first year of a new capital loan 
program to a total of $2 million. The Pennsylvania capital 
loan program will provide working capital to small busi- 
nesses, especially the advanced technological firms. Lack of 
sufficient working capital is one of the primary reasons that 
small businesses often fail. 

1 urge the support of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-182 

Angstadt Durham Levin Robbins 
Armstrong Evans Linton Rudy 
Any Fargo Livengood Ryan 
Baidwin Fattah Lloyd Saloom 
Barber Fee Lucyk Salvatore 
Battisto Fischer McCall Saurman 
Belardi Flick McClatchy khectz 
Belfanti Foster. W. W. McHaie Schulcr 
Blaum Foster, Jr., A. Mclntyre Semmel 
Bwk Freeman McMonagle Serafini 
Bowser Freind McVerry Seventy 
Boyes Gallagher Mackowski Showers 
Brandt Gallen Madigan Sirianni 
Broujos Gamble Manmiller Smith. B. 
Bunt Cannon Markosek Smith, L. E. 
Burd Geist Mayernik Snyder. D. W. 
Burns George M e w  Snyder, G. M. 
Caltagirone Gladeck Michlovic Spencer 
Cappabianca Godrhall Micozzie Spitz 
Cawley Greenwood Miller Stairs 
Cessar Grieco Misccvich Steighner 
Cimini Gruitza Moehlmann Stewan 
Civera Gruppo Morris Stuban 
Clark Hagany Mowery Swift 
Clymer Haluska Mrkonic Taylor. E. Z. 
Cohen Harper Murphy Taylor, F. E. 
Colafella Hasay Nahill Telek 
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Cole Hayes Noye Tigue T h e  SPEAKER.  T h e  Chair  thanks  t h e  gentleman. 
Cordisco Herman O'Brien Truman 
Cornell Hershev Olasz Vroon O n  t h e  question recurring, 
-~~~~~~~ 

Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

~oeffe i  Oliver 
Hanaman Perrel 
Hutchinson Peterson 
ltkin Petrarca 
Jackson Petrone 
larolin Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Kasunic Pistella 
Kennedy Pills 
Klingaman Pott 
Kosinski Punt 
Lashinger Rappapon 
Laughlin Reber 
Lehr Reinard 
Lescovitr Richardson 
Levi Rieger 

NAYS-1 1 

Wachob 
Wambach 
Wass 
West on 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Afflerhach Kukovich Pievsky Sweet 
Alder ette Letterman Preston Van Horne 
Fryer Manderino Rybak 

N O T  VOTING-6 

Beloff Maiale Pratt Wargo 
Carn O'Donnell 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

T h e  question was determined in  the  affirmative, a n d  the  
amendment  was agreed to.  

REMARKS ON VOTE 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  F o r  what  purpose does t h e  gentleman 
f r o m  Delaware, M r .  Freind, rise? 

M r .  F R E I N D .  Mr.  Speaker,  o n  the  Geist amendment ,  
A1426, I failed t o  hit  m y  switch. Had I d o n e  so, I would have 
voted in  t h e  affirmative. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  gentleman's remarks  will be  spread 
u p o n  t h e  record.  

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2051 CONTINUED 

On t h e  question recurring, 
Will t h e  House  agree t o  t h e  bill o n  third consideration a s  

amended?  
M r .  F L I C K  offered t h e  following amendment  No. A1430: 

Amend Sec. 209, page 41, by inserting between lines 9 a n d  10 
For  the Economic Recovery Program. 

State appropriation ... I ,OOO,MM 

O n  t h e  question, 
Will t h e  H o u s e  agree  t o  t h e  amendment?  - 
T h e  S P E A K E R .  On t h e  amendment ,  the  Chair  recognizes 

t h e  gentleman f r o m  Chester,  Mr.  Flick. 
M r .  FLICK.  T h a n k  you,  Mr.  Speaker.  
Th i s  amendment  restores t h e  Governor 's request o f  $1 

million t o  develop a two-part  economic recovery program t o  
facili tate employee buy-outs o f  business facilities a n d  t o  
provide local governments  with planning funds  t o  develop 
local economic recovery strategies. 

Will the  House  agree t o  the  amendment? 

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-174 

Alderette Fargo Livengood 
Angstadt Fee Lloyd 
Armstrong Fischer Lucyk 
Arty Flick McCall 
Baldwin Foster, W. W. McClatehy 
Barber Foster, Jr., A .  McHale 
Battisto Freeman Mclntyre 
Belardi Freind McMonagle 
Belfanti Fryer McVerry 
Blaum Gallagher Mackowski 
Book Gallen Madigan 
Bowser Gamble Manmiller 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 

Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Cruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasav 

Markasek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuhan 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Tavlor. F. E.. 

Clymer ~ a y e i  Noye ~eiek 
Cohen Herman O'Brien Tigue 
Cole Hershey Olasz Truman 
Cordisca Honaman Oliver Van Horne 
Carnell ltkin Perzel Vroan 
Caslett Jackson 
Deluca Jarolin 
DeVerter Johnson 
Daley Kasunic 
Davies Kennedy 
Dawida Klingaman 
Dietz Kosinski 
Dininni Lashinger 
Dombrowski Laughlin 
Donatucci Lehr 

Peterson 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Pratl 
Punt 
Reber 

Wachob 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggina 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R 

Dorr Lescovitz Reinard  right, J. L. 
Duffy Letterman Rieger Wright, R. C 
Durham Levi Robbins Zwikl 
Evans Linton 

NAYS-14 

Afflerbach Kukavich Rappaport Warga 
Broujos Manderino Richardson 
Deal Pievsky Rybak Irvir, 
Hoeffel Preston Saloom Speaker 

N O T  VOTING-I I 

Beloff COY Hutchinson O'Donnell 
Colafella DeWeese Levin Pelrone 
Cowell Fattah Maiale 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmian Stevens Trella 

T h e  question was determined in t h e  affirmative, a n d  the  
amendment  was agreed to .  

O n  the  question recurring, 
Will the  House agree t o  the  hill o n  third consideration a s  

amended? 
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Mr. MICHLOVIC offered the following amendment No. 
A1562: 

Amend Sec. 210, page 45, line 24, by striking out all of said 
line and inserting 

State appropriation ..................... 500,000 

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

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, amendment A1562 increases the appropri- 

ation for regional councils of  government from $150,000 to 
$500,000. This appropriation will help our local governments, 
since they are the partners and participants in the councils of 
government and their dues go into paying what the Depart- 
ment of  Community Affairs does not. So they badly need this 
increase, and I would urge support of the amendment. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boak 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Broujoi 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cardirco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 

Evans Levin 
Fargo Livengood 
Fee Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 
Flick McClatchy 
Faster. W. W. McHale 
Foster, Jr . ,  A. Mclntyre 
Freeman McMonagle 
Freind McVerrv 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieca 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Korinrki 
Kukovich 
Larhinger 
Laughlin 

Mackowaki 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Markoaek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovif 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Olaiz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pot! 
Pralt 
Preston 
Punt 
Reber 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salvatore 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventv 
  ha we is 
Sirianni 
Smith. B 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W .  
Snyder, G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E .  2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vraon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wars 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwlkl 

Danatucci Lehr Reinard 
Darr Lescovilz Richardson Irvis. 
Duffy Letterman Rieger Speaker 
Durham Levi Robbins 

NAYS-9 

Afflerbach Lloyd Pievsky Salaom 
Alderette Manderina Rappaport Warga 
Boyer 

NOT VOTING-5 

Beloff Lintan Maiale Saurman 
Fattah 

EXCUSED-4 

Kawalyshyn Marmian Stevens Trello 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third considerat' .on as 

amended? 
Mr. COY offered the following amendment No. A1518: 

Amend Sec. 21 1, page 56, line 9, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

State appropriation ...... ... ........ 5,896,000 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Franklin, Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment appropriates and restores to a 7-percent 

increase the appropriation for the Scotland School for Veter- 
ans' Children in Franklin County. The increase in the budget 
that is contained in HB 2051 is only 4 percent. This makes the . . 
increase a full 7 percent like most of  the other educational 
institutions. 

Scotland School for Veterans' Children in Franklin County 
continues to serve the need of the veteran, his widow, and his 
orphan, and I would appreciate an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Alderelre 
Angstadt 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battiito 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boak 
Bowser 
Boyer 
Brandt 
Broujoi 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltaeirane 

Durham 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fircher 
Flick 
Foster, W.  W. 
Foster, Jr . ,  A. 
Freeman 
Freind 
Frver 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 

Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackawski 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 

Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. M.  
Spencer 
Stairs 
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Cappabianea 
Carn 
Cawley 
Ccssar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dinlnni 
Dombrawski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
larolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Korinski 
Kukavich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescavitz 
Letterman 
Levi 

Micozzic 
Miller 
Miseevieh 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkonic 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Peterson 
Pelrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

NAYS-7 

Steighner 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Wachab 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Soeaker 

Afflerbach Hoeffel Pievsky Scheetz 
Armstrong Manderino Rappaport 

NOT VOTING-7 

Beloff Maiale Schuler Vroon 
Evans Murphy Spitz 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. COWELL offered the following amendments No. 

A1489: 

Amend Sec. 21 1, page 57, line 19, by inserting after "that" 
the Factor for Educational Expense under section 2501 of the act 
of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known as the Public School 
Code of 1949, shall be increased to $1,725 and 

Amend Sec. 211, page 57, line 23. by striking out "7.45%" 
and insertina - 

8 % 
Amend Sec. 211, page 57, line 27, by striking out all of said 

line and inserting 
State appropriation ..................... 1,906,625,000 

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

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

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this particular amendment deals with the dis- 

tribution o f  new moneys to  our local school districts, and in 
contrast to most of the amendments which have been offered 

- -- 

to date which would simply add additional dollars t o  the 
budget, it is my intention that this particular amendment, 
which would cost approximately $15.1 million, would be paid 
for by drawing from or reducing that $50-million asbestos 
appropriation, which we will consider at a later time. 

I have two amendments which would be funded by elimi- 
nating that $50 million. The actual elimination of the $50 
million would occur in the second amendment. 

This particular amendment reflects that language that has 
been circulated by the Coalition of Urban School Districts. It 
makes two basic changes to the distribution of moneys for the 
schools for the next fiscal year. One, it would increase the 
median student cost figure that is used in the school district 
subsidy formula from $1,654 per student to $1,725 per 
student. Secondly, whereas the current bill before us would 
permit no school district to receive a school subsidy increase 
greater than 7.45 percent, this would increase that ceiling to  8 
percent. 

I would urge the adoption of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

I PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Somerset, Mr. Lloyd. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state the point. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is to the 

section of the bill dealing with school subsidies. There are sub- 
sequent amendments, including one which I intend to offer, 
which would spend additional money out of that $50-million 
asbestos appropriation for school subsidies. 

What I want to know, Mr. Speaker, is, if we pass this 
amendment, is my amendment still in order? Do we have to 
vote for or  against this amendment in order to preserve our 
rights with a later amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot arbitrarily answer your 
question. The Chair would have to see what this amendment 
actually does to the bill. If this amendment does not change 
the lines of the bill by striking out lines and if those lines are 
still available t o  the gentleman's amendment later on,  then the 
gentleman's amendment would be in order. If the House 
adopts the Cowell amendment, and if the gentleman follows 
with an amendment which in effect cancels out the Cowell 
amendment, then i t  would be canceled out. It is the opinion of 
the Chair that once an amendment is adopted by this House, 
it is no longer an amendment; it is part o f  the body of the bill 
and therefore is subject to change if at a later time the House 
decides t o  change it. So it is a matter o f  waiting to see what is 
accomplished by this amendment, if in fact it is passed, before 
the Chair could answer whether or  not your amendment 
would take effect. 

Does the gentleman have anything further t o  ask? 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, 1 think Mr. Hayes might, and I 

might, after he is finished. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have been asked by some Representatives who heard Mr. 

Cowell say that his amendment is supported by urban school 
districts, whether or  not this would have a favorable impact 
upon their school districts, which are not urban school dis- 
tricts. My answer to all of those who have the same question, 
the answer is yes. When you increase that part of the formula 
referred to as the factor for educational expense, it will have 
the effect of helping hundreds of school districts across Penn- 
sylvania and not just those which are referred to as urban 
school districts. I am not saying that it would necessarily bring 
additional dollars to each of the 501 school districts, but it is 
certainly fair to say that most of the 501 school districts would 
be favorably affected by increasing the factor for educational 
expense from $1,656 up to $1,725. 1 realize that that is a lot of 
subsidy talk, and not all are familiar with $1,656 versus 
$1,725, but I can tell you that it would have a favorable 
impact upon most school districts across Pennsylvania. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-188 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanli 
Blaum 
Book 
Bawser 
Bayes 
Brandt 

Evans 
Farga 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Faster, W.  
Foster, Jr. 
Fteeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 

Lintan 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McManagle 
McVerry 
Mackawski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markosek 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloorn 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 

Broujos Cannon Mayernik smith; L. E .  
Bunt Geist Merry Snyder, D. W. 
Burd George Michlovic Snyder, G .  M. 
Burns Gladeck Micozzie Spencer 
Caltagirane Godrhall Miller Stairs 
Cappabianca Greenwood Miscevich Steighner 
Carn Grieco Moehlmann Stewart 
Cawley Gruitra Morris Stuban 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civura 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Caslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 

Gruppa 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Herrhey 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kasiniki 
Kukov~ch 

Mowcry 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahili 
Noye 
O'Brien 
0' Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pat1 
Pratt 
Preston 

Swift 
Taylor  E. 2 .  - , 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
V~OO"  
Wachob 
Wambach 
U'argo 
W a s  
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
W i l r o ~  
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R 

Dietr Lashinger Punt Wright, 1. L. 
Dininni Laughlin Reber Wright, R. C 
Dombrawski Lehr Reinard Zwikl 
Donatucci Lescovitz Richardson 
Dorr Letterman Rieger Irvis, 
Duffy Levi Robbins Speaker 
Durham Levin 

NAYS-7 

Afflerbach McClatchy Pievsky Sweet 
Daley Manderina Rappaport 

NOT VOTING-4 

Beloff Hoeffel Petrone Spit? 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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. CORDISCO offered the following amendments No. 

A1505: 

Amend Sec. 214, page 84, line 2, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

State appropriation ..................... 11,064,000 
Amend Sec. 214, page 90, by inserting between lines 17 and 18 
For the establishment of a Vietnam Veterans 

Herbicide Exposure and Health Registry. 
State appropriation ..................... 100,OOO 

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

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

Mr. CORDISCO. Mr. Speaker, this reduces the General 
Fund appropriation to the Department of Health by 
$100,000. I t  makes it a specific line item for the creation of the 
registry for the Herbicide Commission. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Ballisto 
Belardi 
Eelfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broulos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 

Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fec 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W. W. 
Faster. J r . ,  A .  
Freeman 
Freind 
Frycr 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geiu 
George 
<;ladeck 

Lintan 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackawski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W.  
Snyder, G. M.  
!:pencer 
Stairs 
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Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppa 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Ka~unic  
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
I.escovitz 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 

Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Nahill 
Naye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
POtt 
Pratt 
Preston 
Pun1 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 

Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weaton 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

NAYS-1 

Rappaport 
NOT VOTING-5 

Beloff Maiale Murphy Spitz 
Hoeffel 

EXCUSED-4 

Kawalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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. CORDISCO offered the following amendments No. 

A1668: 

Amend Sec. 217, page 99, line 10, by striking out all of said 
line and inserting 

..................... State appropriation 2,758,000 
Amend Sec. 217, page 99, line 26, by striking out all of said 

line and inserting 
..................... State appropriation 8,384,000 

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

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

Mr. CORDISCO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This particular amendment adds $126,000 to the Erie 

Soldiers' and Sailors' Home, which would establish a 56-bed 
personal care unit, as well as restoring the cost of $479,000 to 
the Hollidaysburg Veterans' Home. Without these funds, 
approximately 19 employees would have to be furloughed as 
well as the reduction for the personal health care of those par- 

ticular residents. I would appreciate the House's support. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-191 

Alderette Durham Levi Rabbins 
Angstadt Evans Levin Rudy 
Armstrong Fargo Linton Ryan 
Arty Fattah Livengood Rybak 
Baldwin Fee Lloyd Saloam 
Barber Fischer McCall Salvatore 
Battisto Flick McHale Saurman 
Belardi Foster. W. W. Mclntyre Scheetz 
Belfanti Foster, Jr., A. McMonagle Schuler 
Beloff Freeman McVerry Semmel 
Blaum Freind Mackowski Serafini 
Book Fryer Madigan Seventy 
Bowser Gallagher Manmiller Showers 
Boyes Gallen Markosek Sirianni 
Brandt Gamble Mayernik Smith, B. 
Broujos Gannan Merry Smith, L. E. 
Bunt Geist Michlovic Snyder, D. W. 
Burd George Micozzie Snyder. G. M. 
Burns Gladeck Miller Swncer 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cesrar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Danatucci 
Darr 
Duffv 

Afflerbach 

Godshall Micevich 
Greenwood Moehlmann 
Grieco Morris 
Gruitza Mowery 
Gruppo Mrkanic 
Hagarty Murphy 
Haluska Nahill 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hayes O'Dannell 
Herman Olasz 
Hershey Oliver 
Hoeffel Perzel 
Honaman Peterson 
Hutchinson Petrarca 
ltkin Petrane 
Jackson Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pist ella 
Kasunic Pitts 
Kennedy Pott 
Klingaman Pratt 
Korinski Preston 
Kukovich Punt 
Lashinger Rappaport 
Laughlin Reber 
Lehr Reinard 
Lesrovitz Richardson 
Letterman Rieger 

McClatchy Manderina 

NOT VOTING-4 

Maiale Spitz 

EXCUSED-4 

~ i a i r s  
Steighner 
Stewart 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E .  Z. 
Taylor, F. E.  
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wrignt, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Irvis, 
Soeaker 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. NAHILL offered the following amendments No. 

A1569: 

Davier Kasinski Preston Wozniak 
Dawida Kukovich Punt Wright, D. R. 
Deal Laughlin Rappapart Wright, J .  L. 
Dietz Lehr Reber Wright, R. C .  
Dininni Lescovitz Reinard Zwikl 
Dombrowski Letterman Richardson 
Donatucci Levi Rieper Irvis. 

Amend Sec. 211, page 57, line 26, by removing the period Dorr Levin ~ a i b i n s  speaker 
after 1983-1984'' and inserting Duffy 

: Provided. further. That no school district shall NAYS-5 

. . 
and inserting 

State appropriation. 

have their'equalized subsidy calculated with a 
market value/personal income aid ratio of less 
than ,2000. 

Amend Sec. 21 1, page 57, line 27, by striking out of said line 
Hutchinson Maiale Spitz 

1,891,963,000 
EXCUSED-4 

Aftlerbach McHale Manderino Pievsky 
Lashinger 

NOT VOTING-3 

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

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

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

Kowalyshyn Marmian Stevens Trello 

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

Mr. NAHILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is a minor adjustment in the 

school subsidy, and it amounts to about $400,000. 1 would 
ask for support of  this. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-191 

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendment No. A1444: 

Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Belolf 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera -~ ~~~ 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 

Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, W. W. 
Faster, Jr . ,  A. 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Callen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Ceist 
George 
Cladeck 
Gadshall 
Greenwood 
Grieca 
Gruitza 
Gruppa 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Haye$ 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Hanaman 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jaralin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kenncdy 
Klingaman 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackauski 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mircevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nave 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith. L. E .  
Snyder, D. W.  
Snyder, C. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Tavlor. F. E. 

~ ' ~ r i e n  ~ e i e k  
O'Dannell Tigue 
Olasr Truman 
Oliver Van Horne 
Perlet Vroon 
Peterson Wachob 
Petrarca Wambach 
Pelrone Wargo 
Phillips Wass 
Piccola Weston 
Pirtella Wiggins 
Pitti Williams 
Pott Wilson 
Prart Wogan 

Amend Sec. 21 1, page 57, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
For the implementation of a program pro- 

moting "Excellence in Teaching." 
State appropriation ..................... 10,000,000 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This appropriation is to support the excellence in teaching 

award which will be given annually to Pennsylvania's out- 
standing educators. Ten million dollars is recommended to 
implement an excellence in teaching award which would 
provide excellence awards of $2,000 to each district's finest 
teachers. Up to 5 percent of each district's teachers would be 
eligible, and the program would be strictly optional with the 
Commonwealth providing all the funding. In those districts 
that participate, the school boards would determine the crite- 
ria to be used to make the awards but the Department of Edu- 
cation would have to approve the criteria in order to assure 
conformity among the various districts. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-165 

Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Ballisto 
Bclardi 
Blilum 
Book 
Bowser 

Durham McCall 
Farga McClatchy 
Fatrah McHale 
Fischer Mclntyrc 
Flick McMonagle 
Foster, W.  W. McVerry 
Foster, Jr.. A. Mackowiki 
Freeman Madigan 
Freind Manmiller 
Gallen Maikosek 

Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith. B 
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nnvcs Cannon Mcrrv Smith. L. E. I The SPEAKER. The eentleman's remarks will be soread --, -- 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordixo 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluea 

ceist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 

~ichiovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccala 

~nyde;. G. M 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wars 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams - ~~~ ~~~ 

DeVener Kennedy Pitts Wilson 
DeWeese Kosinski Patt Wogan 
Daley Kukovich Punt Wozniak 
Davies Lashinger Rappapart Wright. D. R. 
Dawida Laughlin Reber Wright, J.  L. 
Deal Lehr Reinard Wright. R. C. 
Dietr Lercovitz Richardson Zwikl 
Dininni Letterman Rieger 
Donatucci Lint on Robbins Irvis. 
Dorr Livengood Ryan Speaker 
Duffy Lucyk Rybak 

NAYS-28 

Afflerbach Fee 
Alderette Fryer 
Belfanti Gallagher 
Broujos Gamble 
Cam George 
Dombrowski Gruitza 
Evans Haluska 

NOT 

Klingaman 
Levi 
Lloyd 
Manderino 
Morris 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

VOTING- 

Pratt 
Preston 
Rudy 
Showers 
Snyder, D. W. 
Sweet 
Wargo 

-6 

Beloff Levin Mayernik Spitz 
Cappabianca Maiale 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Northampton, Mr. Freeman, rise? 

Mr. FREEMAN. T o  correct a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, on amendment Al569, the 

Nahill amendment to HB 2051, 1 was recorded in the affirma- 
tive. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin, Mr. 
Wambach. 

Mr. WAMBACH. Mr. Speaker, I, too, would like to be 
recorded in the negative on amendment A1569 to HB 2051. 

upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2051 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. DAVIES offered the following amendment No. 

A1445: 

Amend Sec. 21 1, page 57, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
For the implementatior~ of literacy testing 

and remedial reading and mathematics pro- 
grams. 

State appropriation 28,000,000 

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

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

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amends section 21 1. oaee 57. bv insertine in line 27 to . .  . - 

28 "For the implementation of literacy testing and remedial 
reading and mathematics programs." It is a State appropri- 
ation of some $28 million for the completion of that program. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, would Mr. Davies first stand 
for interrogation, please? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Davies, indicates he 
will so stand. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, first of all, what would be the 
source of the $28 million to fund this amendment? 

Mr. DAVIES. The normal source would be out of the State 
General Fund. 

Mr. COWELL. You do not envision this money to replace 
those dollars that currently are in this bill and direct it at an 
asbestos program? 

Mr. DAVIES. I am sorry; 1 missed that. What was that 
again, please? 

Mr. COWELL. It is not your intention to use the $50 
million that currently is in this bill for an asbestos program 
and use at least a portion of that money to pay for the $28 
million you are identifying? 

Mr. DAVIES. No, sir. 
Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would have a parliamentary 
inquiry then. 

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, a little ways through your 
amendment package, specifically on page 29, 1 have an 
amendment which is similar to Mr. Davies' but not exactly 
alike. 
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First, the amendment which I intend to offer would elimi- 
nate the asbestos appropriation. But what concerns me is that 
I have language that is similar to Mr. Davies' in terms of the 
purpose of this appropriation, although the appropriation in 
my amendment is larger, also. If the Davies amendment is 
adopted and my amendment were adopted, how would this 
bill read? 

The SPEAKER. Because of the way the language is drawn 
in the Davies amendment, Mr. Cowell, and that language is 
"inserting between lines 27 and 28," and the active word there 
is "between," your language would strike out line 28. That 
would therefore not affect Mr. Davies' language if in fact it 
were placed in the bill. Mr. Davies' language would fall 
between 27 and 28, and the language would remain in, if in 
fact the House were to adopt Mr. Davies' amendment. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, am I correct in understanding 
then that we would have two similar appropriations following 
one another? 

The SPEAKER. Absolutely. Absolutely. It has happened 
many, many times before in budgets. No question about it 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recoanizes Mr. Davies. - 
Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, my intent, going back to it 

again, is to take the moneys from the General Fund and not 
take the moneys from those that have been earmarked for cor- 
recting the asbestos conditions. That, as 1 understand, is what 
would be the source of the other moneys, and that is the 
intent. If we can come to some accommodation or something 
other than that relative to the sources, I have no problem, but 
other than that, I would have some genuine concerns about 
the funding of the program. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair understands that Mr. Cowell is not opposing 

your amendment. Mr. Cowell wanted to make sure that if he 
voted for your amendment, it would not preclude him from 
voting for his own amendment. In other words, it is only a 
matter of procedure; it is not a matter of substance which his 
question is directed to. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, W. W. 
Foster, Jr.. A. 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 

Lehr 
Lescovilz 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 
Livengood 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Maekawski 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Markasek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 

Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloam 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith. 8.  
Smith. L. E.  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 

Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Carnell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dambrowski 
Danatucci 

Gladeck 
Gadshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Hanaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 

Micouie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
pot1 
Punt 
Rappaport 

Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Vraon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Afflerbach Linton Preston Wachab 
Alderelre Lloyd Richardson Wargo 

Manderinn Rvhak . . . -. . - -. . . .- . . , - - .. 
Gruitra Morris Showers Irvis. 
Haluska Pievsky Sweet Speaker 
Kukovich Pratt 

NOT VOTING-9 

Broulos Lucyk Mrkonic Truman 
Carn Maiale Spitr Williams 
Evans 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. FREIND. Mr. Speaker, point of parliamentary 
inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state the point. 
Mr. FREIND. Mr. Speaker, I am referring to the two 

amendments, the Cowell amendment on page 20 and the 
Nahill amendment on page 21. Now, they did separate things, 
but they each amended page 57, line 27. Mr. Cowell's amend- 
ment, which ran first, put the total at $1,906,000,000. We 
then ran Mr. Nahill's amendment, and that put the total at 
$1,891,000,000. Now, my question is, as the bill stands right 
now, what is the overall figure for the subsidy on line 27? 

The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair again that 
because the Nahill amendment followed the Cowell amend- 
ment, that by the time Mr. Nahill offered his amendment the 
Cowell words were no longer amendatory but were part of the 
hill. Therefore, the Nahill amendment would succeed wher- 
ever it canceled out the words of Mr. Cowell. 
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Mr. FREIND. Can I ask you another question, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. FREIND. Then if we moved to reconsider the Cowell 

On the question recurring, Johnson Phillips Westan 
Kasunic Piccola Wiggins 

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as Kennedy Pistella Williams 

Amend Sec. 21 1 ,  page 57, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
For the implementation of strengthening cur- 

ricula requirements. 
State appropriation 10,000,000 

amendment and it was reconsidered and we voted it again, 
that would come then subsequent t o  the Nahill amendment- 
would it not?-and the $1,90O,MK),000 would then take 
effect. Is that correct? 

The SPEAKER. No; I do not believe so. I think the original 
order would ~ rec lude  that. If that were not So, then each one 
of  us could reconsider his own amendments and each One 

would be fighting to be the last one to offer an amendment, 
and that would be even more ridiculous than we usually get. 

The Chair recognizes Mr. Cowell. 
Mr. COWELL. If I may make a suggestion. I think as long 

as the substantive h g u a g e  is inserted through these various 
amendments and remains the same, it will be necessary 
toward the end of this process to do a calculation Or recalcula- 
tion that will reflect the changes that occur in the substance of 
the formula, if you will, and at that point we can either recon- 
sider one of these amendments and insert a correct number or 
add another amendment with the appropriate calculation. 
Would that seem to be a reasonable approach to the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It is a reasonable approach, and the Chair 
knows precisely how this will be decided and all of those of us 
who are veterans on the floor understand what process we are 
going through right now, and I think you are wasting your 
energies and time being concerned about something which is 
going to be totally immaterial eventually. I see you under- 
stand the message. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, one final question. You indi- 
cated in response to the question that the actual number, the 
$1,900,000,000-and-some, now reads as it read in the Nahill 
amendment. However, in terms of amendment 1469, would 
that language in the initial part of the amendment still stand, 
specifically the change in the formula to reflect $1,725 and 
that line that speaks to 8 percent? 

The SPEAKER. What page is the amendment? 
Mr. COWELL. That is page 20 we are talking about. 
The SPEAKER. Oh, A1489. 
Mr. COWELL. It is amending page 57 of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not going to give a snap 

judgment on that. The Chair is unable to discern what will be 
there and what will not be there. In all reality, what will 
happen is that after all the amendments are offered and either 
rejected or accepted, we will have to structure the bill and see 
whether or  not it makes any sense whatsoever and then 
restructure it eventually. I would rather not put on the record 
what the procedure of the House is in such matters, hut 1 
assume that you all understand what will eventually happen. 

On thequestion, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

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

TAYLOR. speaker, the purpose of this appropri. 
ation is to provide financial assistance to school districts in 
raising the academic standards of Pennsylvania schools by 
establishing programs to meet the increased curriculum and 
graduation requirements which were mandated in HB 1181, 
which passed the House with a very large vote in February, 
and which are mandated in "Chapter 5: Curriculum Regula- 
tions," which were adopted by the State Board of Education 
in J ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  

 he^^ are cost implications for every school district in  the 
commonwealth, and this appropriation would help to offset 
those costs, 

~ h ,  SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-177 

Angstad' Fischer McCall Ryhak 
Armstrong Flick McClatchy Saloom 
Any Foster, W. W. McHale Saurman 
Barber Foster. Jr., A. Mclntyre Scheetz 
Battisra Freeman McManagle Schuler 
Belardi Freind McVerry Semmel 
Belfanti Fryer Mackowski Serafini 
Beloff Gallagher Madigan Seventy 
B1aum Gallen Manmiller Sirianni 
Book Gannon Markaaek Smith. B. 
Bowser Geist Mayernik Smith, L. E. 
Boyes George Merry Snyder, D. W. 
Brandt Gladeck Michlovic Snyder, G. M. 
Bunt Godshall Micazzie Spencer 
Burd Greenwood Miller Stairs 
Burns Grieco Miscevich Steighner 
Caltagirone Gruitza Moehlmann Stewart 
Cappabianca Gruppo Morris Stuban 
Cawley Hagarty Mowery Sweet 
Cerrar Haluska Mrkonic Swift 
Cimini Harper Murphy Taylor. E. Z. 
Civera Hasay Nahill Taylor. F. E. 

Hayes Noye Telek 
Clymer Herman O'Brien Tigue 
COhen Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Colalella Haellel Olasz Van Horne 

Honaman Oliver Vroon 
Cordisco Hutchinson Perzel Wachob 
Cornell ltkin Peterson Wambach 
Coslett Jackson Petrarca Wargo 
Cowell Jarolin Petrone Wass 

amended? 
Mrs. TAYLOR offered the following amendment No. 

A1446: 

DeWeese ~ l i n g a i a n  Pitts Wilson 

::zs Kosinski Pot[ Wogan 
Lashinger Pratt Wozniak 

Dawida Laughlin Punt Wright, D. R. 
Dininni Lehr Rappaport Wright. 1. L.  
Dombrowski Lescovitz Reber Wright. R.  C. 
Donatucci Letterman Reinard Zwikl 
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Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fee 

Aftlerbach 
Alderelle 
Baldwin 
Broujos 

Levi Rieger 
Levin Robbins Irvis. 
Linton Rudy Speaker 
Livengood Ryan 

NAYS-15 

Deal Lloyd Preston 
Dietz Lucyk Richardson 
Evans Manderino Showers 
Kukovich Pievsky 

NOT VOTING-7 

Carn Fatrah Maiale Spitz 
Duffy Gamble Salvatore 

EXCUSED-4 

Kowalyshyn Marmion Stevens Trello 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. HERMAN offered the following amendment No. 

A1568: 

Amend Sec. 21 1, page 57, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
For adult literacy. 

State appropriation ..................... 1,000,000 

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

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

Mr. HERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment provides for $I million that will replenish 

cuts the Federal Government made in the adult basic educa- 
tion literacy program. This money will support additional stu- 
dents and expand the current adult basic education program 
in the areas of general equivalency diploma as well as the ser- 
vices they provide. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks thegentleman. 
On the gentleman, Mr. Herman's amendment, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Wass. 
Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, if I may, I would withdraw my 

identical amendment and lend my support to Mr. Herman's 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-186 

Aneitadt Fareo I.evln Rudv 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowier 

~ a t h h  
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, W. 
Foster, Jr . ,  
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
<;allen 

Linton 
Livengood 
McCall 
McClatchy 

W. McHale 
, A. Mclntyre 

McMonagie 
McVerry 
Mackowhhi 
Madigan 
Manmiller 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Schrerr 
Schuler 
Semmei 
Scrafini 
Scventy 
Shower, 

Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Calragiione 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Ciymer 
Cahen 
Colafelia 
Cole 
Cardirco 
Cornell 
Coslcu 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
E~ans 

Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 
Hanaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
lackson 
larolin 
Jahnron 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Koiinski 
Kukavich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
1.escovitz 
Letterman 
Levi 

Markasek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Micollie 
Mtller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
No ye 
O'Brien 
O'DonneII 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phill~ps 
Piccola 
Pinella 
Pitt i  
P ~ t t  
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 

NAYS-8 

Sirianni 
Smilh. B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Spencer 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vraon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Warga 
Wass 
weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R, 
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Afflerbach Braujos Lucyk Pievsky 
Alderetrc I.loyd Manderino Sweet 

NOT VOTING-5 

Carn llaiale Michlovic Spitz 
Duffy 

EXCUSED-4 

I Kowalyshyn Marmion Steven, Trella 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. COWELL offered the following amendment No. 

A1598: 

Amend Sec. 21 I, page 57, lines 28 through 30; page 58, lines I 
through 30; page 59, lines I through 4, by striking out a l l  of said 
lines on said pages and inserting 

For payments on account of curriculum 
enhancement, competency testing and remediat- 
ion. 

State appropriation ..................... 34,900.000 

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

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

Mr .  COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, thus far we have enjoyed the luxury of  being 
able t o  be for everything and against nothing as we have 
added probably close to $50 million, or in excess of $50 
million, to the budget. 

At the risk of some redundancy, 1 am going to offer this 
amendment that deals with a specific line item for payments 
to school districts on account of curriculum enhancement, 
competency testing, and remediation. The number $34.9 
million is the dollar figure that is left after we approved the 
plus amendment earlier at a cost of $15.1 million. I want to 
pay for those two amendments by eliminating, as this amend- 
ment would do, the $50-million line item for asbestos pro- 
grams in our school districts. 

The bottom line would be no increase in the State budget, 
but the bottom line through the adoption of these two amend- 
ments would be two specific programs to channel dollars to 
our local school districts. 

1 am offering this particular amendment, as a couple of 
other legislators have offered similar amendments, because I 
think we have an obligation to identify a specific line item to 
pay for those new mandates that we approved in HB 1181 and 
which many of us have been supportive of as the State Board 
of Education has considered chapter 5 and chapter 3 and 
perhaps subsequent regulations and rules that they will be 
promulgating. 1 think we owe it to our school districts, I think 
we owe it to ourselves, to have a line item in this budget that 
we can point to when we tell school districts, you have an 
additional mandate which we have approved, but we are also 
approving specific dollars to back up that particular mandate. 
I would urge the adoption of this amendment. Thank you. 

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

Cohen, on the Cowell amendment. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I realize this debate is largely 

advisory, but nevertheless, I would like to oppose this amend- 
ment. 

While Mr. Cowell's amendment may be in a very narrow 
sense fiscally responsible, I do not believe it is at all a socially 
responsible amendment. Asbestos in the public schools in 
Pennsylvania is a very, very serious problem. The lives of 
faculty in many school districts in the State are seriously 
endangered by exposure to asbestos. The lives of students, 
while not as endangered as the faculty, may well be shortened 
because of exposure to asbestos. Whatever merits there are in 
the Cowell amendment part which deals with appropriations, 
they are not so full of merit that they should make necessary 
reducing the money for asbestos by about 70 percent. It is 
very, very shortsighted to run the long-range health interests 
of the students and faculty in Pennsylvania schools against 
educational progress. If there is merit for spending more 
money for the public schools, that merit ought to be pro- 
claimed openly and not through using asbestos moneys as 
something that can be just thrown away. 

The lives, the health of our students and faculty is very, 
very important. 1 would urge the defeat of this amendment 
because it needlessly makes two worthwhile programs com- 

peting programs, and 1 do not believe there is any way this 
amendment can be divided. 

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

Burns. 
Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, even though I am a cosponsor of this amend- 

ment, I am just being informed here that this would eliminate 
all of the asbestos money. I certainly do not go along with the 
$50 million for asbestos and especially in the way it was allo- 
cated. 1 have some questions about that and I have an amend- 
ment that would speak to that. But I am also told that we have 
already adopted an amendment for $28 million to d o  what 
Representative Cowell wants to do, and that was the Davies 
amendment that went in, and I am informed also that there 
was another amendment adopted to do what Mr. Cowell 
wants to do, and that was the Taylor amendment. Now, it 
seems to me that those two amendments will do just about 
what we are asking without taking all of the asbestos money 
out. 1 really feel that school districts have an obligation to 
face this problem, and we have an obligation to help them 
face it by helping them pay for it. I would ask then on that 
basis to oppose this amendment. 

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

Tigue. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
By voting "no" on the Cowell amendment, what we will be 

doing is we will be adding $4 million to the budget, as we 
already have, as Mr. Burns said - $10 million by Mrs. Taylor's 
amendment and $28 million by Mr. Davies' amendment - and 
we will keep the money for the asbestos removal in the 
budget. So I am suggesting you vote "no" on the amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Miller. 
Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Cowell amendment. As the previous 

speakers have pointed out, the school asbestos issue is one 
that is not going to go away. We have ignored it for nearly 
two decades since the evidence has been available. But what 
can go away from us today is the opportunity to further nego- 
tiate for the education dollar in an effort to nail down posi- 
tively some asbestos support for this pressing problem in our 
local school district. By adopting the Cowell amendment, we 
would be forfeiting that additional negotiation option as this 
appropriation bill moves through the halls of the General 
Assembly and eventually into conference committee. 

Finally, i f  we have to compare levels of need, let us not 
forget that the primary financial problem that has the Cowell 
amendment presenting itself to us is that we are looking for 
dollars to fund a new program - i.e., testing, in our mandated 
testing program - at the expense of student health safety; and 
secondarily, it is a new creation of ours, and if it is a new crea- 
tion, perhaps we ought to generate the new dollars to pay for 
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that need and permit the school asbestos need to remain one 
that we have made a firm decision and commitment to solve. 
Let us not get the negotiations on new programs and new 
needs, as we all know them to be in the legislature, confused 
with those fixed obligations that each of us knows we have, 
that of removing asbestos and the health and safety hazard 
from the school buildings that are 30 and 40 years old across 
this Commonwealth. 

I would earnestly encourage a negative vote on this amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair, Mr. Geist. 
Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to concur in the remarks made by Representa- 

tives Burns and Miller. My wife teaches in a school that has a 
terrible asbestos problem, and we are very familiar with it. 
The asbestos problem as we know it in the school districts will 
not go away, and I think it is something that has to be 
addressed by this General Assembly. Therefore, I would urge 
a "no" vote on the Cowell amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Cowell, for the second time. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in terms of the asbestos problem, it is some- 

thing that a lot of us are talking about now, but in fact we do 
not have a program, and in fact, if we look at that $50-million 
appropriation, a lot of people recognize that that appropri- 
ation was in there only as a way of avoiding a recurring item; 
i.e., adding to the base for the school subsidy. It really does 
not represent any particular commitment to do something 
about an asbestos problem in this State. In fact, we do not 
have a good statewide survey to indicate which districts do 
have needs and to what extent they have needs, and in fact we 
would penalize those districts that have taken the initiative in 
prior years, because they have spent their own money, and 
basically what we will tell them is, tough luck; we have money 
for everybody else. 

Mr. Speaker, after listening to the other folks who have tes- 
tified or commented on this amendment, I am persuaded that 
once again we are not prepared to make any real, tough deci- 
sions on this floor and that we want to continue to engage in 
the same kinds of exercises that lead a lot of legislative leaders 
to view this whole process with mockery and to not take seri- 
ously what we d o  when we do debate amendments on the 
floor of  this House, particularly at budget time. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that we will choose to do what we have 
usually done in the past, and that is avoid the tough decisions 
here, send an inflated budget to the other chamber and ulti- 
mately to a conference committee, and let a few legislative 
leaders sit around a table and let them make the real decisions. 

Mr. Speaker, in light of what I think is the general senti- 
ment on the floor, I withdraw this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

I The Chair recognizes that we are getting tied up now in this 
question of asbestos, and the next two amendments d o  deal 
with it. 

The Chair suggests that we will stay here for another few 
moments for reports of committee and an announcement 
which must be read by the clerk so that we meet the sunshine 
requirements. 

SUNSHINE NOTICE 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the sunshine require- 
ment announcement. 

The following communication was read: 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 
NOTICE ~ - 

SESSION SCHEDULE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATlVES 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance with the Act of July 19, 
1974, P.L. 486, No. 175, that the House of Representatives will 
convene in open session in the Hall of the House on the following 
date and time: 

Wednesday, May 2, 1984 at 10 a.m. instead of 1 l a.m. 

John J.  Zubeck 
Chief Clerk 

May 1, 1984 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 
I hereby certify that thlrty copies of the forego~ng notice were 

delivered to the Supervisor of the Newsroom of the State Capitol 
Building in Harrisburg on May 1 ,  1984, and a copy was also 
posted on the bulletin board outside the main entrance to the 
Chief Clerk's Office on the same date. 

John I. Zubeck 
Ch~ef Clerk 
House of Representatives 

May 1 ,  1984 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, may I just make a few com- 

ments about the general topic of  asbestos as we prepare for 
tomorrow, not with regard to any one of the specific amend- 
ments but just a general statement? 

The SPEAKER. Because of the respect the Chair has for 
the gentleman's knowledge on all subjects regarding educa- 
tion, thechair  will hear that statement. 

The Chair wants to advise the members that we will be 
coming in at 10 o'clock tomorrow morning, and the Chair 
wants Mr. Pievsky to remain so we receive the report of the 
committee on conference on the capital budget bill. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. All other bills on the calendar, with the 
exception of HB 56, will go over for today's session. 
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STATEMENT BY MINORITY WHIP I REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
All of those persons who have a concern about asbestos in 

public school buildings should take the time over the evening 
to  read pages 57 and 58. As I listened to the debate on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Cowell, I believe it is safe t o  say that there are some who have 
concern for asbestos, but at  the same time, even if this legisla- 
tion before us right now were adopted with the current lan- 
guage, their school districts would not be favorably affected 
by it, because the language is very restrictive in terms of what 
types o f  school buildings could be considered for repair or 
reconstruction with regard to asbestos. The language talks 
about school buildings, for instance, that are over 40 years of 
age. The gentleman, Mr. Geist, was making reference to a 
school building that is much newer in its construction than 
what the language provides for in the bill. So those persons 
who have a genuine concern should read that language found 
on pages 57 and 58 as they work together t o  form an  amend- 
ment that will take care of the problem Commonwealthwide 
and not just in a few of the school districts o f  Pennsylvania. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is delighted to welcome, as the 
guests of Representative Robbins, three seventh grade stu- 
dents from the Greenville Senior High School along with their 
historv teacher. Jason Nicoloff. Robert Mornewick. and . ~~ ~ 

Mike Roche are the three students. David Clelland is their 
teacher. We welcome you to the hall of the House. 

I can assure you that if they had known that you were 
watching, they would have tried to have raised their behavior 
t o  the level o f  the seventh grade. Maybe tomorrow, now that 
they are aware of it, they will behave at least like seventh 
graders and not like adults. Thank you for being here, boys. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE PRESENTED 

Mr. PIEVSKY presented the Report of the Committee o f  
Conference on SB 985, P N  1961. 

1 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Schuylkill, Mr. Lucyk, rise? 

Mr. LUCYK. Mr. Speaker, on amendment A1668 to HB 
2051,l would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

The Chair gave notice that he was about t o  sign the follow- 
ing bills, which were then signed: 

An Act amending the "Pennsylvania Farmland and Forest 
Land Assessment Act of 1974," approved December 19, 1974 (P. 
L. 973, No. 319), further providing for the application date; 
requiring breaches of preferential assessments to be recorded; 
and providing a fee for recordings. 

An Act amending the act of January 22, 1968 (P. L. 42, No. 8), 
entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Urban Mass Transportation 
Law," rewording definitions; increasing the level of loss reim- 
bursement; and further providing for State appropriation for 
subsidies for local transportation organizations or companies. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 56, PN 
65, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation lo the Pennsylvania Academy 
of Science, Harrisburg. Pennsylvania. 

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

BILL TABLED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 56, PN 

65, be placed on the tabled calendar. 

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

BILL REPORTED AND REREFERRED 
TO COMMITTEE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

which a city of the second class A is located; and making editorial 
changes. 

HB 2094, PN 2830 By Rep' 
An Act amending the "Public Auditorium Authorities Law," 

approved July 29, 1953 (P. L. 1034, No. 270), extending the pro- 
visions of this law to cities of the second class A and counties in 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that HB 56, PN 

65, be lifted from the tabled calendar and placed on the active 
calendar. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 
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ADJOURNMENT I 
The SPEAKER. There being no further business to be 

brought before this day's session of the House of Representa- 
tives, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Mr. Book. 

Mr. BOOK. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 
adjourn until Wednesday, May 2, 1984, at 10a.m., e.d.1. 

On thequestion, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 6 5 4  p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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