
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, MAY 29, 1984 

0 Cod,  in this Memorial season we come before Thee in 
remembrance of all those who have taken up the cudgel to 
preserve [he land of the free and the home of the brave. We 
especially remember those who have made the supreme sacri- 
fice to share the freedom we enjoy. We dare not forget the 
memory o f  all those who have lived before us and laid well the 
foundation stones for this land of liberty. 
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Gracious Father, enable us to bear the mantle of responsi- 
bility which falls to our lot, and challenge us lo carry forward 
with the resolution that this government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people shall not perish from the earth. 
Amen. 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(LESTER K .  FRYER) IN THE; CHAIR 

PRAYER 

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

K .  Leroy lrvis 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 2195 By Representative BELFANTI 

An Act designating a section of Route 225 in Northumberland 
County as the "Corporal David William Witmer Memorial 
~ i ~ h ~ ~ ~ . ~  

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
Mav 29. 1984. 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was enunciated by members.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the 
approval of the Journal of Tuesday, May 22, 1984, will be 
postponed until printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

COMMUNICATION FROM SPEAKER 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE APPOINTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair acknowledges 
receipt of the following communication, which the clerk will 
read. 

The following communication was read: 

To the Honorable, the House of Representativcs 
o f  the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Purcuant to House Rule I .  [his is to advise that I have appointed 
the Honorable Lester K. Frycr a5 Speaker Pro Tempore for 
Tuesday, May 29 and Wednesday, May 30, 1984. 

, . 
No. 2196 By Representatives COLE, DAVIES, 

COWELL, PRESTON, E .  Z. TAYLOR, 
HALUSKA, SALOOM, STAIRS, 
VAN HORNE, MARKOSEK, RUDY, 
SERAFINI, C .  M. SNYDER. BOOK, 
JACKSON, BELARDI, PRATT and COY 

An Act establishing a Chesapeake Bay Pollution Abatement 
Fund to be administered by the State Conservation Commission; 
and providing for the powers and duties of the commission with 
respect to the fund. 

Referred to Committee on FEDERAL-STATE RELA- 
TIONS, May 29, 1984. 

No. 2197 By Representatives STEVENS, LUCYK, 
TIGUE, WOGAN, HALUSKA, OLASZ, 
KOSINSKI, GODSHALL, MACKOWSKI, 
NOYE, BUNT, PUNT, HERMAN, 
E. Z.  TAYLOR, S I R I A N N I ,  JOHNSON, 
FARGO, BALDWIN, TELEK, BOWSER, 
HERSHEY, BURD, GEIST, MERRY. 
MclNTYRE and FREIND 

An Act requiring the Commissioner o f  the Pennsylvania State 
Police to hire and promote persons without regard to race, reli- 
gion, sexual gender or imposed "quota systems." 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
May 29, 1984. 

No. 2198 By Representatives STEVENS, 
COLAFELLA, WOGAN, LUCYK, OLASZ, 
DeLUCA, PETRARCA, HALUSKA. 
SALVATORE, BATTISTO, PERZEL, 
BOWSER, GEIST, LASHINGER, MERRY, 
JOHNSON, SlRlANNl and E. Z. TAYLOR 

An Act amending the "Civil Service Act," approved August 
5, 1941 (P. I-. 752, No. 286),  further limiting questions which 
may be asked on civil ~ervice applications and examinations. 



~ ~ f ~ ~ ~ ~ d  to ,-ommiltee on LABOR RELATIONS, for the definitions of  foreign medical college and clinical clerk; 

May 29, 1984. further establishing standards for medical training; and making 
an aoorooriation. 
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No. 2200 By Representatives COLAFELLA, 
F. E .  TAYLOR, TRELLO, COHEN,  
ALDERETTE, DOMBROWSKI and 
LESCOVlTZ 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT. 
May 29, 1984. 

No. 2lYY By Representatives COHEN,  BURNS, 
STEWART, FREEMAN, PISTELLA. 
HARPER, DeLUCA, COWELL, 
RICHARDSON, DEAL, LINTON, 
FATTAH, WIGGINS, CARN, MII.I.ER, 
OLIVER, DeWEESE, BELFANTI and 
R. C. WRIGHT 

An Act amending the "Pennsylvania Human Relations Act," 
approved October 27, 1955 (P.  L. 744, No. 2221, further provid- 
ing for educational programs. 

An Act providing for professional athletic teams and certain 
representatives; providing that teams with profits remain within 
the Commonwealth; and providing exemptions. 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
May 29, 1984. 

No. 2203 By Representatives ITKIN, DORR, 
SEVENTY, KUKOVICH. TIGUE, 
HALUSKA, WARGO, HUTCHINSON, 
GEIST, PISTELLA, WILSON, COHEN,  
STEWART, SEMMEL, BELARDI, 
DAWIDA, MERRY, OLASZ, MAIALE, 
DeLUCA, PETRARCA, NOYE, SERAFINI, 
CLYMER, BURD, POTTand  PETRONE 

~n Act amending the "Medical Practice ~ c t  of 1974." 
approved July 20, 1974 (P. L. 551. No. 190). further ~roviding 

Referred to  Committee on BUSINESS AND COM- 
MERCE, May 29, 1984. 

No. 2201 By Representatives TELEK, GRUPPO,  
HALUSKA, McVERRY, CIMINI, 
BOWSER, BELFANTI, MERRY, 
AFFLERBACH, ANGSTADT, DAWIDA, 
J .  L. WRIGHT, PHILLIPS, MRKONIC, 
LUCYK, PRATT, E. Z.  TAYLOR, BOOK, 
SEMMEL, BURD, PRESTON, 
COLAFELLA, ARTY, DeLUCA, 
MICOZZIE, FISCHER, SALVATORE, 
CIVERA, JOHNSON, OLASZ and DEAL 

An Act providing that members of the General Assembly may 
administer the oath of  office for elected officers o f  political sub. 
divisions in their districts. 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
May 29, 1984. 

No. 2202 By Representatives TELEK, GRUPPO,  
HALUSKA, LUCYK, CIMINI, BOWSER, 
BELFANTI, MERRY, ANGSTADT, 
BOYES, McHALE, DAWIDA, 
J .  L. WRIGHT, PHILLIPS,  MRKONIC, 
HERMAN,  PISTELLA, PRATT, BOOK, 
SEMMEL, PRESTON, WOGAN, 
COLAFELLA, McVERRY, LINTON, 
RYBAK, ARTY, COSLETT, DeLUCA, 
MICOZZIE, BALDWIN, FISCHER, 
SALVATORE, CIVERA, JOHNSON, 
OLASZ and DEAL 

An Act amending "The Notary Public Law," approved 
August 21, 1953 (P.  L. 1323, No. 3731, authorizing members of  
the House of Representatives to endorse applications for the 
appointment of notaries public. 

. .  . 
Referred to  Committee on  PROFESSIONAL LICEN. 

SURE, May 29, 1984. 

No. 2204 By Representatives IRVIS, OLIVER, ITKIN, 
PIEVSKY, COHEN.  LINTON, FATTAH, 
PRESTON, HARPER,  CARN, 
D. R. WRIGHT, J .  L. WRIGHT, 
KUKOVICH, BURD, ALDERETTE, 
HALUSKA, BLAUM, NAHILL, 
PISTELLA, STEWART, BELFANTI. 
BURNS, GALLAGHER, DeWEESE, 
KOWALYSHYN, HAGARTY, POTT, 
SALVATORE, FREEMAN, WAMBACH, 
LASHINGER, BATTISTO, JOHNSON, 
MORRIS, MclNTYRE, D.  W.  SNYDER, 
BUNT, ANGSTADT, PERZEL, 
COLAFELLA, SAURMAN, PRESTON, 
DeLUCA, TRUMAN and LEVlN 

An Act amending "The Administrative Code of  1929," 
approved April 9, 1929 (P.  L. 177, No. 175), establishing a 
system of  information for the Pennsylvania State Police regard- 
ing crimes resulting from intergroup tensions. 

Referred to  Committee on  STATE GOVERNMENT, 
May 29, 1984. 

No. 2205 By Representatives IRVIS, OLIVER, ITKIN, 
PIEVSKY, COHEN,  LINTON, FATTAH, 
PRESTON, HARPER,  CARN, 
D. R. WRIGHT, J .  L. WRIGHT, 
KUKOVICH, BURD, ALDERETTE, 
HALUSKA, BLAUM, NAHILL, 
PISTELLA, STEWART, BELFANTI, 
BURNS, GALLAGHER,  DeWEESE, 
KOWALYSHYN, HAGARTY, POTT, 
SALVATORE, FREEMAN, WAMBACH, 
LASHINGER, BATTISTO. JOHNSON, 
MORRIS, MclNTYRE, D. W.  SNYDER, 
BUNT, ANGSTADT, PERZEL, 
COLAFELLA, SAURMAN, PRESTON, 
DeLUCA. TRUMAN and LEVlN 
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A n  Act amending the act o f  July 18, 1935 (P. L. 1314, No. 41 1 
1/2), entitled, as amended "An act authorizing the utilization o f  
the Pennsylvania State Police Academy for training persons to 
act as policemen in the political subdivisions o f  the Common- 
wealth; prescribing the qualifications for admission o f  such 
oersons to school: orovidine for the nasmcnt o f  certain costs bs - . . 
such students; conferring certain powers upon the Pennsyl\,ania 
State Police; and makine an a ~ ~ r o ~ r i a t i o n . "  and includins train- - . .  . 
ing for response to ethnic tension situations. 

Referred t o  Committee on  STATE GOVERNMENT,  
May  29, 1984. 

No. 2206 By Representatives PUNT,  BOWSER, COY, 
ANGSTADT,  SALVATORE.  REBER, 
WOGAN,  H E R M A N ,  FISCHER, PRATT ,  
KASUNIC,  DeLUCA,  KOSINSKI and 
D E A L  

A n  Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) o f the  Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, providing for special registration plates for 
senior citizens. 

Referred t o  Committee o n  TRANSPORTATION,  
May  29, 1984. 

No. 2207 By Representatives M A I A L E ,  ITK IN ,  
PRATT ,  K U K O V I C H ,  Mc lNTYRE,  
KOSINSKI,  RYBAK,  P E T R A R C A  and 
M l C H L O V l C  

A n  Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
o f  the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, extending the limita- 
tion period for personal injury and certain other actions in rela- 
tion to minors. 

Referred t o  Committee on  JUDIC IARY,  May  29, 1984. 

No. 2208 By Representatives STEVENS. B L A U M ,  
T IGUE,  COSLETT,  H A S A Y  and J A R O L I N  

A n  Act amending the "Wage Payment and Collection Law," 
approved July 14, 1961 (P. L. 637. No. 329). including public 
school entities; and providing for enforcerncnt. 

Referred lo  Committee on  L A B O R  RELATIONS,  
May 29. 1984. 

No. 2209 By Representatives WESTON. 
SALVATORE,  WOGAN,  O 'BR IEN and 
PERZEL  

A n  Act relating to the public school systcni in cities of the first 
class; creating a new school district to be operated and managed 
pursuant to the provisions o f  the home ru l r  charter o f t he  city o f  
the first class; creating an appointed independent Commission on 
Public Education responsible for the management o f  the school 
district within the framework o f  such chaner; providing for a 
superintendent appointed by the commission subject to the 
mayor's approval; preserving certain laws with respect to the 
indebtedness o f  the district, tax le\.ies, personnel policies, 
employees' retirement rights and collective bargaining; and 
making crrtain repeals under certain terms and conditions. 

A n  Act relating to the public school system in cities o f  the first 
class; creating a new school district to be operated and managed 
pursuant to the proviGons o f  the home rule charter o f  the city o f  
the first class; creatins an annointed independent Commissioti on 
Public Education rcsponsibli for the tnanagement o f  the school 
district within the framework o f  thc home rule charter; nrovidinp 
lor  a soperintendent appointed by the cornmission, subject to the 
mayor's approval; prescrbing certain laws with respect to the 
indebtedness o f  the district, tax levies, personnel policies, 
employees' retirement rights and collecti\,c bargaining; and 
making certain repcalr under certain tcmis and conditions. 

Referred t o  Committee on  E D U C A T I O N .  May  29. 1984. 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCUKKENCE 

The clerk o f  the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
fol lowing b i l l  for concurrence: 

SB 1190, PN 1936 

Referred t o  Committee o n  JUDIC IARY,  May  29, 1984. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM GOVERNOR 

RILLS  S IGNED B Y  GOVERNOR 

The Secretary t o  the Governor prcsenred the fol lowing 
communications f r om His Excellency, the Governor: 

A P P R O V A L  O F  HRs Nos. 58,226 and 1395. 

Commonwealth o f  Pennsylbania 
Go\,ernor's Office 

Harrisburg 

May 24, 1984 

To the Honorable, the House o f  Representative\ 
01' the Common\vcalth o f  Pennsylvania 

I have the honor to inform you that I have this day approved 
and rigned House Bill 58, Printer's No.  2544, entitled " A N  ACT 
creatine the Pennsyl\'ania Adoption Cooperative Exchange; pre- 
scribing reipon\ibilitia\; requirins certain agencies to cooperala 
with the exchange; and providing for regulations and staff." 

Dick Thornburgh 
Governor 

C:onimonnealth o f  Pennhylrania 
Gobernor's Office 

Harrisburg 

May 24, 1984 

T o  thc Honorable, the House o f  Repre\entati\cs 
o f  the Comnlonwealth o f  Pennsylvania 

I haye the honor to inform you tliat I have this day approved 
and \igned Houcc Bi l l  226, Printer's No.  2909, entitled " A N  
ACTariieridir~g the act o f  August 24, 1951 (P.  L. 1304, No. 315). 
entirlcd, a\ amcnded, 'An  act to improve local hcalth administra- 
tion throughout tlic Commonwealth by ~~ i t t ho r i r i ng  the creation. 
e\tahlishnient arid admini~trat ion o f  \inglr-county or joint- 
county departments o f  health in all counties; e~cmpt ing certain 
miiniuipalilie\ from the jurihdiction o f  sinele-county or  joint^ 

~ ~ f ~ ~ ~ ~ d  to ~~~~i~~~~ on EDUCATION, M~~ 29, 19x4. county dcpartrnoits o f  health; permitting the dissolution o f  
department\ or boards of health i n  certain municipaliticr: ;~utho- 

NO. 2210 By Representatives R'ESTON, r i ~ i n a  Statc erant, to counties which e\tahli\h denartments o f  
SAI.VATORE, J. L. WRIGHT,  KOSINSKI, 
C L Y M E R  and PERZEL 

. 
health arid to certain nrunicipalities i i  tliuy lireet prescribed 
requirementi: conterring pouers and dutie\ up011 the State 
Deparunent o f  Healtli in connection with thc crc;~tian, establisli- 
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ment and administration of single-county or joint-county depart- 
ments of health and administration of the health laws in parts of  
certain municipalities not subject to the jurisdiction of single- 
county or joint-county departments of health, and the adminis- 
tration of State grants; and repealing an act whish confers health 
powers upon counties of the first class,' further providing Tor 
State grants to county departments of health and to certain 
municipalities." 

Dick Thornburgh 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Governor's Office 

Harrisburg 

May 24, 1984 

To the Honorable, the House of Representatives 
of  the Commonwealth of Pennsvlvania 

I have the honor to inform you that I have this day approved 
and signed House Bill 1395, Printer's No. 2865, entitled "AN 
ACT amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, further providing for the designation of waterways 
patrolmen." 

Dick Thornburgh 
Governor 

SENATE MESSAGE 

SENATE INSISTS ON AMENDMENTS 
NONCONCURRED IN BY HOUSE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has insisted upon its amendments nonconcurred in 
by the House of Representatives to HB 1887, PN 2866, and 
has appointed Senators RHOADES, WILT and 
ANDREZESKI a committee of  conference to confer with a 
similar committee of  the House of Representatives (already 
appointed) on the subject of the differences existing between 
the two Houses in relation to said bill. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of  the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
2039, PN 2768, with information that the Secate has passed 
the same without amendment. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

On thequestion, 
Will the Houseagree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE GRANTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there any requests for 
leaves of absence? 

The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I request leavcs for the 

gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. ZWIKL, for  today; the gentle- 
man from Allegheny, Mr. IRVIS, for the week; and the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Mr. RICHARDSON, for today. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, leaves of 
absence are granted. The Chair hears no  objection. 

The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I request a leave for the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 

MARMION, for  the week. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, leave of 

absence is granted. The Chair hears no objection. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 819, PN 3049 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of  1971 ," approved 
March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6 ,  No. 2). further defining farming; further 
providing for the taxation on the sale of horses in certain circum- 
stances; and exempting feed for horses. 

FINANCE. 

HB 1901, PN 3051 (Amended) 
By Rep. KOWALYSHYN 

An Act requiring health care insurers to provide coverage for 
alcohol abuse and dependency. 

INSURANCE. 

HB 1946, PN 3052 (Amended) 
By Rep. GALLACHER 

An Act amending "The Public School Code of  1949," 
approved March 10, 1949 (P.  L. 30, No. 14). providing for the 
voluntary fingerprinting of certain school children. 

EDUCATION. 

ing bills be removed from the tabled calendar and placed on 
the active calendar: 

HB 1317; 
HB 1916; 
HB 2136; 
SB 1285; and 
SB 1357. 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. S ~ e a k e r .  I move that the follow- . 
EDUCATION. 

HB 2158, PN 3053 (Amended) 
By Rep. GALLAGHER 

An Act amending the "Public School Code of 1949," 
approved March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), further providing 
for meetings of intermediate unit boards of  directors. 

HB 2120. PN 2880 By Rep. GALLAGHER 
An Act amending t h e  '.Public School Code of 1949,M 

appro\,ed March 10. 1949 (P. L. 30. No. 14). regulating dental 
hveiene services. 
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EDUCATION.  

SB 658, P N  2035 (Amended) 
By Rep. G A L L A G H E R  

An Act amending the act of June 14. 1961 (P .  L. 324. No. 
188), entitled "The Library Code," further pro\,iding for munici- 
pality powers to  make appropriations and impose taxes to  fund 
libraries. 

E D U C A T I O N  

BILL REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

HB 857, P N  3050 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELI.0 

An Act mandating actuarial funding standards for all monici- 
pal pension systems; establishing a recovery program for munici- 
pal pension systems determined to be financially distressed; and 
making a repeal. 

F INANCE.  

MASTER ROLL CALL RECORDED 

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

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

Alflcrbacli 
Alderells 
Angrtadt 
Arm~trong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barher 
Bartisio 
Belaidi 
Belfanri 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonrer 
Bo)er 
Brandr 
Broujor 
Bun1 
Burd 
Burn\ 
Caltagironc 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
p .tu .I e) 
Ccriar 
Cimini 
Ciiera 
Clark 
Clyn~er 
Cohr~i 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Co$lelt 
Conrli 

Dauida kowalyihyn Pitts Wiggins 
Ileal Kukovich Port Williams 
I)ic!~ Laihineer Prau Wilson 
Il ininni  Laughlin Preston Wogan 
l)omhrow<ki 1,chr Punt Worniak 
Donatucci 1.cscovit~ Rappaport Wright, D. R. 
Ilorr Letterman Reber Wright. 1. L. 
U u f f y  Leii Reinard Wright, R .  C. 
Ilurham Levin 

N O T  VOTING-0 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

11vis. 
Speaker 

WELCOME 

T h e  S P E A K E R  pro  tempore.  T h e  Chair  is pleased t o  
welcome ~ t u d e n t s  f rom the  Nativity Grade  School in 
Pittsburgh. They are  the  guests of  Representative T o m  
Murphy of  Allegheny County.  

BILL AGREED TO 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

t i a n r  
Fare" 
Fatla11 
Fee 
Fi\chcr 
(:lick 
to\rer, W .  
Fa\rcr. Jr., 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallarhcr 

PRESENT-I98 

Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
tieict 
George 
Gladeck 
Gc~drhali 
tireentrood 
Grleco 
tiruilm 
Ciruppo 
Hagarr) 
Haluik:! 
Harper 
Hasay 
Haye\ 
Heimac~ 
Hcrihcs 
Hoellel 
Honaman 
Hurchin\oo 
l tk in  
Jackson 

I T h e  following bill, having been called up, was considered 

l inton 
Liiengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
hlcCall 
McCiatchy 

\ McHale 
4. I\.lclnryre 

McMonagle 
hlcVerr! 
hlaclou$hi 
Madiean 

Riegev 
Robbini 
Ruds 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Schcct~ 
Schulcr 
Scmmel 
Seralini 
Seventy 
Shower$ 
Slrianni 
Smith. I).  
Smith. L. E.  
Snyder, I l .  \V. 
Snyder, (i. L1. 
Spencer 
Spilr 
Stair\ 
Sieighnrr 
Steven. 
sle,v~,rl 
Stubao 
S\vecl 
swift 
Taylor. L .  Z. 
Taylo~. I-. E .  
Tclel 
Tisue 
Trcllo 
I rillnall 

Vsn Hornc 
Co) .lamlln Petrarca Vrooil 
Dcluca Johnwn l~c t ro~ lc  Wachob 
Ile\'crlcr Ka~onic PhII!n\ \Vambach 

fo r  the  second time a n d  agreed to ,  a n d  ordered transcribed for  
third consideration: 

SB 1357, P N  2016. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS AGREED TO 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

SB 928, PN 2028; HB 1566, P N  3031; SB 1139, P N  1706; 
HB 403, P N  453; HB 729, PN 2913; HB 1580, P N  2615; and 
HB 1256, P N  3024. 

T h e  House proceeded t o  second consideration o f  HB 1987, 
P N  3005, entitled: 

An Act to  provide for the establishment of a Commonwealth 
Commission on the Bicentennial of the United States Conslitu- 
tion; and making an appropriation. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair  recognizes the  
majority leader. 
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Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker. I move that HB 1987. 
PN 3005, be recommitted to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations for a fiscal note. 

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

BILLS AGREED TO ON 
SECOND CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

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

The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 1152, 
PN 2012, entitled: 

An Acr authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Department 
of Public Welfare, to sell and convey 1.268 acres of  land situate 
in Penn Township, Snyder County, Pennsylvania. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

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

Mr.  MANDERINO. Mr.  Speaker, I move that SB 1152. PN 
2012, be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations 
for a fiscal note. 

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

BILLS AGREED TO ON 
SECOND CONSIDERATION CONTLNUED 

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

amended? 

BILL TABLED 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 781, PN 
1518, be placed on the table. 

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

I BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 781, PN 
1518, be removed from the tabled calendar and placed on the 
active calendar. 

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

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, there are several bills on 
today's calendar that will be voted on tomorrow that have not 
been caucused on, so it will be necessary for both parties to 
hold a caucus today for the bills that will be voted tomorrow. 
In addition, there is at least one piece of legislation that we 
would like to run this afternoon that the Republicans have not 
completed their caucus on and must caucus on before we vote 
today. 

So rather than break for two caucuses today, Mr. Speaker, 
I am suggesting and moving that we recess now for the pur- 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 781, PN 
1518, entitled: 

The following bill,  having called up, was considered 
for  the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

HE 588, PN 3023. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.  L. 736, No. 338). 
entitled, as reenacted and amended, "The Pennsylvania 
Workmen's Compencation Act," further defining "muaicipal- 
ily" for certain purpo\e\ relating lo volunteer fire companies, 
volunteer ambulance corps and volunteer rescue and lifesaving 
squads; and adding a definition. 

poses o f  caucuses for the Democrats and the Republicans. In 
the caucus the Democrats will cover the bills that will be voted 
tomorrow, and we are asking the Republicans t o  caucus on 
those bills that will be run tomorrow as indicated by the 
leader's staff and,  in addition, the additional item on today's 
calendar that must be caucused on by the Republicans. 

So  that we can get all that done, Mr. Speaker, I think we 
ought to be able to cover that within about 1 hour, so if we 
hould return to the floor by 2:30, we will complete today's 
session and be ready for tomorrow's session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKFR pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
minority leader. 
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Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I concur in the remarks o f  the 
gentleman, Mr.  Manderino. I expect that we can conclude our  
caucus in approximately I hour. I would ask that our  
members attend s o  that they may be brought up to  date by the 
members o f  our  caucus who attended a meeting today at Rep- 
resentative O'Donnell's office together with members of 
Mayor Goode's staff and members of the Chamber of Com- 
merce. I would expect that a number of us will make a recom- 
mendation to  the Republican Caucus to  support the 
Philadelphia business tax package, and I think it should be 
explained to  our  members why we are taking this changed atti- 
tude today. For that reason, I would appreciate that our 
members d o  attend the caucus. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE PRESENTED 

Mr. LETTERMAN presented the Report of the Committee 
of Conference on HB 1887, PN 3054. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will note to  the 
members that the majority and minority leaders have agreed 
to  a caucus of the Democratic and Republican delegations. 
This caucus is to  last until 2:30, and we will report to the floor 
of the House at 2:30. 

Without objection, at this time the Chair declares that thic 
House will be in recess until the hour of 2:30 p.m. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

The timeof recess was extended until 3 p.m 

AFTER RECESS 

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

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair i \  plcased to  
welcome the fifth grade classes from Tracy School, Palmer 
Township. Northampton County, and tcachers and parents. 
They are the guests o f  Representative Len Cruppo.  

The Chair is also pleased to  announce today, as guests of 
Representative Frank Coslett of Luzerne County, 31 fourth 
grade students from the United Hebrew Institute. Third 
Avenue, Kingston, Pennqylvania, with their tour group repre- 
sentative, Ms. Bonnie Ogin. 

CALENDAR RESUMED 

REPORT OF COMMITTEI.: 
OF CONFERENCE CONSI1)EREI) 

Mr. WI1.I.IAMS called up for  con5ideration the following 
Report of the Committee o f  Conference o n  HB 1004, PN 
3017, entitled: 

An Act to provide re\'enue for cities of the first class by autho- 
rizing and imposing a tax on persons engaging in certain husi- 
nesses, professions, occupations, trades, vocations and commer- 
cia1 activitit.5 therein; probiding for its leby and collection at the 
option of citics of the first class; conferring and imposing powers 
and dutie5 on citics o f the  first class and the collector o fc i t )  taxes 
in such cities; and prexrihing penalties. 

On  the question recurring, 
Will the Houseadopt  the report of the committee of confer- 

ence? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. T h e  Chair rccogni~es the 
minority leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
Mr.  Speaker, last week when H B  1004's conference report 

was brought to  the floor, I took the microphone and asked the 
members to  vote in the negative. T h e  reasons I assigned at 
that time were valid then and a re  valid today, and if you 
recall, I at that time suggested that the members of our  caucus 
were not familiar with the contents o f  this bill. We had not 
been consulted with respect t o  it; we had n o  input into the bill. 
We were very concerned that particularly those of us from the 
surrounding counties - that is, the counties Furrounding 
Philadelphia -would be or could be adversely affected by i t .  

At that time I asked for  a "no" vote so that we would have 
an  opportunity to return to  our  various districts, check with 
our  constituents u h o  worked in the city of Philadelphia o r  
\vho owned businesses in thc city of Philadelphia, and give us 
an  opportunity to  hear from these pcople who a rc  members of 
the Chamber of C o m ~ n e r c c  of the Greater Philadelphia Area 
and who have tlie most to fain or the most to  lose from the 
adoption of this confcrcnce report.  

During thc intervening days, Mr.  Speaker, we have heard 
from our  constituclits \vho, speaking for myself, have advised 
me that they \$auld like to  Fee this conference committee 
report adopted. We h a \ e  heard from the city of Philadelphia 
in the person of its representatives and telephonically from 
blayor Goode.  We ha\?  also, hlr .  Speaker, addressed other 
issues really that \rere not necessarily pertinent to  HB 1004 
but rather were pertinent to  the welfare as we see i t  o f  our  con- 
stituents in the suburbs in connection with thc Philadelphia 
wage tax and all that that \ubject means. 

hlayor Goode, in a telephone conversation with me and 
other, on a conlrrence call, assured me and others that the 
city of Philadelphia was most interested in immediately 
addressing the suhject of the wage tax, modifying it, impro\-  
ing i t ,  reforniing i t ,  trying to  d o  something with i t  so that i t  

uould be more bearable to  live with if you are a wage earner 
living in Philadelphia, and certainly more bearable to live with 
if you are a rc\ident o l o n e  o i  t l ~ e  suburban communities. At 
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that time, Mr.  Speaker, the mayor invited us to invite him 
and/or  his administration to  meet in connection with tliesc 
very issues. 

This morning at 10 o'clock, Mr. Dick Gilmore, the finance 
director, I believe is his title, of the city o f  Philadelphia, met 
here in Harrisburg with five of our  members and one Republi- 
can member of the Senate. As a result of that meeting, i t  has 
been reported to  me that these Republican members are rec- 
ommending to  our  caucus that we vote in the affirmative on 
this particular conference committee report. Like those 
members, I, too, join in that and ask that the members of our  
caucus vote in the affirmative o n  HB 1004. Thank you. Mr.  
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr.  
Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr.  Speaker, I rise to  express that on this side 
of the aisle, as well as coleader of the Philadelphia delegation, 
that lhe discussions that the minority leader has expressed 
have been ones out  o f  total commilment and cooperation; 
that in the short time that Mayor Goode has been mayor, he 
has expressed an  idea o f  cooperation with the surrounding 
four counties around the city of Philadelphia. During that 
time, Mayor Goode has been in Harrisburg at least twice, he 
has met with the various caucuses, and in those meetings he 
has expressed privately as well as publicly that he is committed 
t o  the idea of some form of tax reform in the city o f  
Philadelphia as well as outside the city of Philadelphia. I 
know that the minority leader as well as the minority chair- 
man of Appropriations and Representative Freind and others 
clearly know that this particular mayor has stated that he will 
be totally accessible to  that process. 

In addition to  that ,  the mayor has expressed very strongly 
that he would be interested in anything necessary in terms of 
weekly meetings, monthly meetings, around the issue of the 
wage tax, and he has expressed for the first time-and I think 
this House is hearing it-that he would like to  come u p  with 
some type of  solution that is equitable on both sides and that 
clearly individuals who represent those suburban counties 
clearly understand that there has to be a fair and an  equal res- 
olution to  this particular tax problem. 

In addition, this issue will not affect the State budgetary 
process, because the mayor has stated rather clearly that he is 
not interested in being an obstacle to  this process up here in 
Harrisburg, and I say to  you, as coleader o f  the delegation, 
that the Philadelphia delegation is also very much willing to  
work with the suburban legislators as well as any other legisla- 
tors t o  try to  come u p  with some form of answer. 

Again, I would like to  thank all o f  the members who have 
been a part of this effort and hope that we can get strong 
support o n  this particular issue. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man.  

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr.  
Salvatore. 
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Mr. SALVATORE.Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
Mr.  Spcaker, as chairman o f  the Philadelphia delegation, 

last week we voted "yes"; this \veek we would like to reaffirm 
our  vote and ask our  colleagues if they would join in. We also 
met with the mayor and representatives of the Chamber of 
Commerce, and we were assured that whatever problems the 
suburbaniles have, and anybody else from the rest of the State 
has, that they will cooperate with us fully. This is a 
Philadelphia problem; it is not a State problem; and I would 
just like to ask my colleagues to  join in and vote "yes" on this 
particular piece of legislation. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. TheChai r  recognires the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, Mr.  Micozzie. 

Mr.  MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr.  Spcakcr. 
I rise in opposition to  the confercncc report. I, too, have 

heard from my constituents, both as an  Upper Darby council- 
man and a State Representative for the last 13 years. Each 
time Philadelphia has a problem, they come to  the statehouse 
asking for relief. In the last 6 years, I believe it is three times. 
This is the third time they have come to  the statehouse 
requesting our  assistance, and each time we try to  hold 
hostage the wage tax in Philadelphia. Until such time when 
there is positive and active movement on resolving the long 
problem of the wage tax, I will continue lo  vote "no." 

I live in a township and represent a district which, probably 
combined, has more people working in Philadelphia than the 
entire five-county area. S o  I ask to  send another message back 
to Philadelphia with a resounding "no" until they sit down 
and seriously negotiate a settlement of the wage tax. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT.  Mr. Speaker, would the minority 
leader consent to interrogation, please? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he 
will, and the gentleman, Mr.  Rappaport,  is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT.  Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I believe the gentleman stated that he only received infor- 

mation about this bill during the latter part of last week, and I 
would like to  ask the gentleman if I heard him correctly. 

Mr.  RYAN. Ye\, Mr.  Speaker, you heard me correctly. 
Maybe 1 said i t  incorrectly, however. What day did we run 
this bill last week? Could you advise me? Was it  Tuesday? 

Mr.  RAPPAPORT.  I believe i t  was Tuesday; yes. 
Mr.  RYAN. I believe the first information I had on the bill 

was shortly before i t  was reported out o f  the conference com- 
mittee, at which time i t  was not in print. If you recall. Mr. 
Speaker, at the time we came to the floor to  consider the con- 
ference committee report, the final decision of the conferees 
had never been put in print. Now. I have since been advised, 
Mr. Speaker, that as long ago as last summer there weredrafts 
circulating with respect to  what the Chamber of Commerce in 
the city of Philadelphia would like to  see by way o f  a reform 
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business package. I a m  also advised that u p  until the time o f  
the conference committee, there were still changes being 
made. I had so little information, Mr. Speaker, that I had to  
get the analysis f rom your side o f  the aisle to  take into caucus 
so that our  people could get some information with respect to  
that bill. 

That has since changed. We have our  own analysis; we have 
our  own information. For [he first time in my recollection, we 
invited a special-interest representative into our  caucus, and 
we did that o n  two occasions, inviting Mr.  DiBona in from the 
Chamber of Commerce, because of his peculiar knowledge in 
this area. We asked him into our  caucus to  explain it, because 
we did not have adequate information. Now, I a m  not sug- 
gesting that n o  member o f  our  caucus had insight into it. I am 
saying that as a caucus we had n o  information. 

Mr.  RAPPAPORT.  Then, Mr .  Speaker, would it be accu- 
rate to  say that any statements purporting to  say that the 
minority leader had information o n  this bill and was informed 
on this bill prior to last Tuesday were inaccurate? 

Mr.  RYAN. Give or take a couple of days, yes. I t  may be 
that we had some information late Friday that this was 
coming up, but we had nothing in writing, and I did not have 
a copy of the bill. I a m  looking for a member of my staff. My 
staff advises me that we had no information as of the begin- 
ning of last week. 

Mr.  RAPPAPORT.  Mr. Speaker, then i t  would be fair to 
say that any statements that the minority leader was in favor 
of this legislation were not accurate prior to ,  say, Monday of 
last week? 

Mr. RYAN. O h ,  I think that is accurate; yes. 
Mr.  RAPPAPORT.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

majority whip. 
Mr. O'DONNELL,. Mr.  Speaker, I just want to  underscore 

several points. One  is that in addition to  the legislative exer- 
cise, the political exercise on this bill has been extremely 
useful. There was a concern expressed, first of all, about 
whether the School District of Philadelphia would be left 
short because of the change in the taxing power that we are 
granting under this bill, if we do .  The answer to  that question 
is "no." There is an  ironclad commitment from the city o f  
Philadelphia and from this legislative delegation lo the school 
district that they will suffer no income loss whatsoever, and 
therefore, they have n o  opportunity to  raise that issue in this 
forum o r  any other. As a matter of fact, the ordinance that is 
presently before the Philadelphia City Council contains 
within it the necessary transfer of funds to  make sure that that 
happens. 

Second, as we have indicated before and committed in {he 
political exercise as of today, this in no way impedes the 
timely passage of  a budget in this House. 

Third, o n  the subject of the wage tax, there have been for 
some time serious but admittedly not extensive conversations 
on [hi\ subject. There is an agreement that those discussions 
be both broadened and intensified to the point o f  an  open- 
ended commitment on the part of the city of Philadelphia in 

the form of its leadership legislatively and the mayor himself, 
that in the cooperative spirit which Representative Evans 
articulated, the city is prepared t o  meet a s  soon a s  next week 
and continuing on a weekly basis with a view toward resolving 
the wage tax problem within this legislative session. 

The final issue that was raised was whether o r  not this bill 
c011stitutes a n  increase in taxes o r  an  increase in the council- 
manic discretion. It is neither. This bill grants n o  new powers 
to  the city council of Philadelphia but substantially changes 
the base o n  which they may tax, changing from a 90-percent 
reliance on a gross tax to  a reliance on a tax base which will be 
mixed between gross and net. Thank  you, Mr .  Speaker. 

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

Mr.  DAVIES. Mr.  Speaker, may I have probably several 
questions of interrogation and address them, I guess, t o  either 
one of  the three spokesmen in support of the bill who spoke 
about it prior? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I believe the gentleman, Mr. 
O'Donnell, has agreed to  a period of  interrogation. The gen- 
tleman, Mr.  Davies, is in order and may proceed. 

M r .  DAVIES. Thank you,  Mr.  Speaker. 
T h e  questions of interrogation a re  necessary, because in all 

of these negotiations, of course, I have had n o  calls from 
Mayor Goode o r  any information f rom the chamber, even 
though I did solicit that information in the last caucus, and I 
d o  not think I had it explained t o  me at that time that I could 
understand it. Again, I could not even extract a promise from 
one of my Philadelphia colleagues in a prior discussion of this 
as far as the cost of this. 

As  I understand it ,  is i t  true. Mr .  Speaker, that it is a $65- 
million turnaround in who is going t o  be paying the taxes? Is 
that essentially what the essence of the bill addresses? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. A $65-million turnaround? 
Mr. DAVIES. Yes, as t o  who formerly paid the tax o r  who 

was going to  bc asked to  pay the tax under the city council's 
provision as to  who is now going to  be paying the tax under 
the provisions of this conference report.  

Mr.  O'DONNELL. T h e  tax burden oberall will be approxi- 
mately the same, in the nature of about $105 million. The 
people who a re  currently paying the tax will be the ones who 
continue to  pay the tax. There is n o  change in the peoplewho 
pay the tax except that the tax will now cover regulated indus- 
tries to  a limited extent that it did not cover before. S o  we 
have one limited class o f  new taxpayers. T h e  old taxpayers are 
the same taxpayers, but they a re  paying o n  a somewhat differ- 
ent basis. 

The reliance in the past was o n  two taxes, one  of which was 
on gross, regardless of whether you made any profit. The 
other tax was o n  net, and the net portion was levied by the 
school district, and it was a very small part of the overall 
revenue, approximately 10 percent. Ninety percent of the 
revenue was generated by the gross tax. It was felt generally 
that this was inequitable, because people who had a lot o f  
gross receipts but did not have any profit were subjected to  
the tax. No% what has happened is that the anticipation is that 
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we will receive about 50 percent o f  the revenue from the net 
side and 50 percent from the gross side, but in fact the same 
people are paying the tax. 

Mr.  DAVIES. All right. Now, one of thc former speakers- 
and I know you cannot speak for  him-spoke about equity to  
both sides. T h e  both sides, I understand, that he was address- 
ing are the Philadelphia taxpayers and the Philadelphia com- 
munity and some of the regulated industrie$, as you spoke to,  
that the shift on burden will be on the profit as opposed to  the 
gross, and the suburban legislators whom you havc negotiated 
with. Are those the two sides that he was addressing? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, withili the four  corners of 
this bill, that issue was not addressed. 

Mr.  DAVIES. All right then, Mr. Speaker, in trying to  get 
an  understanding o r  a handle on it, I asked one of the 
members from Philadelphia if I could have some kind of 
guarantee from, let us rag, Philadelphia, or something that I 
can go back and speak to  as far as the concerns of my constit- 
uency. Is there any guarantee or any concert) that the services 
charged by a Philadelphia law firm or the medical services of 
the great medical institutions and medical community of thc 
city of Philadelphia will not go  up to replace the change of the 
structure of the tax s o  that essentially the burden someway o r  
other will indirectly be placed upon those of my constituency 
who use those services in Philadelphia and are not going to  be 
paying additional costs for those services to  cover the essen- 
tials of this tax program? In other words, that shift o f  burden 
in no way is going to be passed on to  the other consumers of 
those services and goods and products of that city throughout 
the Commonwealth, the far reaches of the Commonwealth o f  
Pennsyl\,ania? I think one of your members had alluded to  the 
nonsuburban starts at Boyertown and beyond. I am talking 
about those people of the Commonwealth, that they are not 
going to  be paying additional amounts of money and thus 
provide theessentials fa r  that tax base. 

Mr. O 'DONNELL.  The short answer is "no." The longer 
answer is that we can offer you a guarantee as to  the behavior 
o f  ourselves and the people we represent in terms of the gov- 
ernment of Philadelphia; \re can offer you n o  guarantee in 
terms of the behavior of the private parties within 
Philadclphia and whether or not they would raise their rates. 1 
can tell you, as a practical matter, that the various hypotheti- 
cal cases that have been run out d o  not require any kind of  
raise in prices within Philadelphia. 

Mr. DAVIES. All right, Mr.  Speaker, if you cannot 
commit yourself a s  to  what those individuals are going to  say, 
you \vould be supportive o f  some sort of price fixing of those 
particular services in the future s o  that I could in some way or 
other guarantee by legislation that other than the normal 
inflationary trends, my constituency and other constituencies 
o f  this Commonwealth are not going to be paying the burden 
of that shift in taxation? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL. Mr.  Speaker, I personally am commit- 
ted to  doing something about health care cost containment, 
and I can offer you that commitment. Beyond that,  I am just 
not sure, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I now understand the equity of both sides, and it looks as if 

I have not been included in both sides as far a s  the equity. 
Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair rccognizes the gentleman from Mifflin, Mr. 
DeVerter. 

Mr.  DeVERTER. Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to  express my concern with regard 

to HB 1004, the conference report, a s  it relates to  resolving 
the problems again of the City of Brotherly Love, and I hold 
no animosity toward that city. 

Although a rural legislator, we have o n  numerous occasions 
made attempts in this House to  resolve a long-standing 
problem as i t  relates to  many of our  school districts in our  
local municipalities. There are those of you who have helped 
to  try to  addres, that problem, and once again we are being 
asked to  come here today and resolve Philadelphia's deficits. 
apparently, that they a re  accruing while not really addressing 
the problems that we have in central Pennsylvania. I have a 
great deal of difficulty in supporting HB 1004, and I will not 
d o  so until such time as there is a move to  resolve the Sterling 
Wage Act that is placed o n  reiidents outside the city of 
Philadelphia and those suburban counties. 

I realize 1 will not change one single vote in this House 
today, but I just want to place the point and the thought in the 
members' minds that I think i t  would have been far more pro- 
pitious of us to have put together a package that would have 
relieved the city's problem, relieved the suburban legislators' 
problem as i t  relates to  the Sterling Wage Act, and at the same 
time move forward o n  a local tax reform package. We are not 
prone to d o  that ,  and quite frankly, I d o  not know what kind 
of other "arrangements" are being made relative t o  that 
issue, but if i t  were known, I think it probably would not be 
difficult for every member to  put a green light o n  the board if, 
in fact, we knew there was going to  be some kind of relief for 
those of  us who have fought to  try to get local tax reform in 
our  =reds s o  that we would not continue to  rely on nuisance 
taxes and very heavy real estate taxes. 

Mr.  Speaker, I realize, as everyone in this House today real- 
izes, that the votes are not going to  be changed by any discus- 
sion on this f loor ,  but I would certainly hope that those 
members who have concern for  their local municipalities, 
their school districts, and others within their legislative dis- 
tricts would give long and hard thought to  what we are about 
to  d o  and whether o r  not we are going to  correct the other 
inequities that exist across this Commonwealth and its citi- 
rens. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. 
Wilson. 

Mr.  WILSON. Mr. Speaker. I a m  in a n  unusual situation 
today-very different for me, very unusual-and that is to  get 
up and suggest that we support something that the city of 
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have a n  admin is t ra t ion i n  Ph i lade lph ia  that  says i t  is wi l l ing- 

a n d  I a m  convinced that  they are-to w o r k  o n  a compromise. 

I have the w o r d  o f  the leaders o f  the o ther  side of the aisle that 

we w i l l  deal  w i t h  the Ster l ing A c t  b y  November  30, a n d  I 
believe that  we  have t o  deal  w i t h  o ther  phases o f  tax r e f o r m  b y  

that  t ime  i n  concert w i t h  that .  

I w o u l d  urge th is  House  t o  give a resounding vote  o f  

suppor t  t o  th is  measure a n d  let  us get o n  w i t h  tax re form,  and  

I k n o w  we are go ing  t o  d o  i t  w i t h i n  this session. Thank  vou. 

Ph i lade lph ia  wants. B u t  I a m  convinced and  have been con- 

v inced that  the o n l y  way  that  th is legislature, as l o n g  as I a m  
here, can see any  i n k l i n g  o f  any k i n d  o f  tax r e f o r m  is b y  coop-  

eration, and  cooperat ion w i t h  a l l  the  membership o f  th is 

House  and, of course, the Senate. Compromises and  give- 

and-take, no winners, no losers, is what  weneed. 

There is no way  that  we can m o v e  f r o m  any  commi t tee i n  

this House  d u r i n g  th is  session any  sort of wage tax  re form,  

Ph i lade lph ia  wage tax  reform, tax r e f o r m  issue that  I k n o w  

of, unless the  Commi t tee  on Finance, wh ich  is loaded w i t h  

people from Phi ladelphia,  agrees t o  it; unless the people i n  

this House, b y  a n d  large, across the  aisle agree t o  i t .  

I see this vote  as a vote  that  1 cannot lose b y  vo t i ng  in favo r  

o f  th is bill. I do n o t  t h i n k  there is any  r isk whatsoever. I have 

no th ing  t o  lose and  everything t o  gain, because I a m  n o t  go ing  

to get any  wage tax d i f fe rent ia l  w i t h o u t  the agreement o f  the 

other par ty ,  w i thou t  the agreement o f  the o ther  side o f  the 

aisle, w i thou t  cooperat ion, and  w i l h o u t  a genuine interest i n  

Tiguc 
Trelio 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Wachob 
Wambacll 
Wargo 
Was\ 
Wehton 
Wiggin, 
N'illianv 
Wilwn 
Wogan 
Worniak 

Colafella lackion Oliver 
Jnrolin Pcrzrl 

Cornell Kacuntc Perrarca 
Corleil Kennedy Pctronr 
Cowell Kllngaman Piccola 
Coy lioiin,hl Pirvhky 
Deluca Kowaly~hyn Pi,tclla 
II~Wcese Kukovich Pittr 
Dalcy La\hinger Port 
Dauida ILaughlin Pratt 
Deal Lehr Preston 
Dininni Lesco\'itz Punt 
Dombroivski l etterman Rappaport 
Don"tucci I c \ i  Rcbcr 
Dorr I chin Reinaril 
Durham linton Rieger 
E i a m  Itvenguod Robbini 

NAYS-17  

Cibcra Duffy Haycs 
cordiSco 1:r)er Hernlan 
DeVerter Gclst Johnson 

::l)e\ H a w  hlico~rie 

\Vright, D. R. 
\\'right. J.  L. 
Wright. R. C .  

Mrkonic 
Phillips 
Snyder. ti. I t  
Vrooll 

T h e  m a j o r i t y  requ i red b y  the Cons t i t u t i on  hav ing  voted in 
the af f i rmat ive, t he  quest ion was determined i n  the a f f i rma-  
t ive  a n d  the repor t  o f  the commi t tee  o f  conference was 

ence? 

T h e  S P E A K E R  p r o  tempore. Agreeable t o  the p r o v i x i o n ~  

of the  Const i tu t ion,  the yeas a n d  nays w i l l  now be  taken. 

Afflerbach Fargo Lloyd Rudy 
Alderelre Fattah Lucyk Rlan  
Aneitadt Fee McCall Rlbah 

- - 

adopted. 
On the quest ion recurr ing, 

Ordered, T h a t  the clerk i n f o r m  the Senate acco rd i rg l y  Wil l  the House  adopt  the repor t  o f  the commi t tee o f  confer-  

Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battirto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowscr 

Fisct~er 
Flick 
Foster, W. 
Foqter, J r . ,  
Freeman 
Frcind 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 

blcClatchy 
hlcHale 

\\I. h l~lntyre 
A. h4rMonagle 

LIcVcrrs 
blachowshi 
Madigan 
blaialr 
Mandrrino 
Manmiller 

Saloom 
Saliatorc 
Sauinlan 
Scheeti 
Schuler 
Semmcl 
Scrafini 
Se5cnty 
Shouerr 
Sirianni 

WELCOME 

T h e  S P E A K E R  p r o  tempore. T h e  C h a i r  welcomes the f i f t h  

grade o f  the h lahanoy  C i t y  Ca tho l i c  School  a n d  their  teacher, 

Mr. Pau l  Coombes. They  are the guests o f  Representative 

Lucyk .  

HOUSE CONCURRENT 
REGULATORY REVIEW RESOLUTION 

T h e  S P E A K E R  p r o  tempore. T h e  C h a i r  rescinds i ts 

announcement that House  Concurrent  Regulatory Review 

Resolut ion 3 w i l l  g o  over f o r  today.  T h e  C h a i r  rescinds that 

act ion. 

Caltagirone Gruppo Mochlmann Steighner 
Cappabianca Hagarty hlorric Steicni On the  question, 

Carn Halu~ka LIOLIC~\ Steirarl W i l l  the H o u ~  adopt  the reso lu l ion? 

~~~ ~~ ~ 

Bayer George Markoiek Smith, B. 
Brandt Gladcck hlaycrnik Smith. L.  E. 
Broujoi Godshall Mcrr) Snydcr, D. \I.. 
Bunt Greenwood hlichiovic Spencer 
Burd tiriea, Miller Spit, 
Burns Gruitia hliri.e\ich Stair, 

Mr. BARBER cal led u p  HCRRR3,  ent i t led: 

I n  the House, h lay  9.  1984. 

Disapproving the Department 01' Publ ic Wclfarc's regulations 
o n  copayrnents for  rnediczl assi~tance recipient\. 

Cawlcy Harper blurphy Stuban 
Ceisar Hcrshey Nahill Snect 
Cimini Hocflcl Nuyc Suil't 
Clark Hanaman O'Bricn Tablor, t .  %. 
Clymer Hutchin$an O'Dortnell Taylor. I .  k .  
Cohen Ilkin Olarl 'Tzlrh 

The  S P E A K E R  p r o  tempore. T h e  C h a i r  recogni7es the 
m i n o r i t y  leader. 
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Mr. RYAN. It was my understanding that this resolution 
was marked over for the day. 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is right. 
When the majority leader made up the schedule for the day, 
we would not know that we would be in caucus today before 
we have a chance to  vote. The Republicans had caucused on 
this resolution last week. The Democrats had not caucused on 
it. We did caucus on it, and we have put it on the voting 

Mr. DEAL offered the following amendments No. A2334: 

Amend Title, page I, line 5, by inserting after "thereto."" 
prohibiting certain discriminating practices; 

Amend Bill, page I, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
Section 1. The act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, is amended by adding 
a section to read: 

Section 1332.1. Discriminatory Practices Prohibited.- 
(a) Any nonpublic school shall: 

( I )  Not refuse to enroll any student because of race or color. 
(2) Provide due process hearings for the expulsion of any 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, my troops are here 
today, and Mr. Ryan knows it. I would like it run today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already 
rescinded its announcement that House Concurrent Regula- 
tory Review Resolution 3 would be passed over today. The 
resolution is now before the House for its consideration. 

The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my request that it 

be held over for the day if the Chair would be courteous 
enough to  put it back a half an hour so that we can get some 
materials on the floor in connection with this particular reso- 
lution. I do  not think that is an unreasonable request. 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, it is not an unusual 
request. I would request that all members of the Assembly 
who are sitting in the hall right now remain sitting in the hall 
until Mr. Ryan gets his materials so we can all vote on this 
particular resolution before we leave today. So. Mr. Speaker. 
we will take it up in a half an hour or  so in whatever order we 
are on in the calendar at  that time. 

schedule for today. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. We would ask that it be held over until 

tomorrow. Mr. Soeaker. 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will take up the 
matter at that time. The resolution is gone over temporarily. 

rtudent. 
(b) Any violation of this section by a nonpublic school shall 

result in a forfeiture of  an State assistance, 
(c) The provisions of this section shall be enforced by the 

Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission. 
Amend Sec. I ,  page 1, line 10, by striking out " I "  and insert- 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

ing 
2 

Amend Sec. 1, page I, lines 10 and 11, by striking out "of 
March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known as the Public School 
Code of 1949" 

Amend Sec. 2, page 5, line 8, by striking out "2" and insert- 
ing 

3 

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

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

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, what my amendment does is 
somewhat make sure that the young people who are in school, 
should there be an opportunity t o  remove them, that there 
would be some established due process for their removal. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, my amendment would make sure that 
while we say there should be no discrimination in regard to 
race or  color, we felt that there ought t o  be some provision 
that puts someone in a responsible position. Therefore, I 
included a provision to  make sure that this section could be 
enforced by the Human Relations Commission. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, Mr. Freind. 

Mr. FREIND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oDDose this amendment, and there are several sec- . . 

tions to this amendment. The first is a prohibition against 
refusing to enroll any student because of race or  color. There 
is no problem with that. We already have i t  in the bill because 
of the adoption unanimously of the Kukovich amendment. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1293, 
The second requires due process hearings for the expulsion 

P N  2469, entitled: 
of any student, and I oppose that for two reasons. Number 

An 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. 

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

amended? 
(Amendment A0435, offered by Mr. Deal on May 22, 1984, 

was withdrawn.) 

~ ~ 

one, due process is not defined. There is no definition of what 
constitutes due process. The only thing we would accomplish 
in adopting this language, we would make a lot of lawyers rich 
and we would dump it right into the laps of the court. In spe- 
cific State regulations, the due process steps are set up for 
expulsions in the public school system. Beyond that, Mr. 
Speaker, i t  would be excessive entanglement. I do  not believe 
that the Commonwealth o f  Pennsylvania should be regulating 
how the nonpublic school students should be disciplined. 
Keep in mind we have never done that before, and this would 

, be a dramatic change in the law. 
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The third part says that any violation by a nonpublic school 
would result in a forfeiture of State assistance. And again, 
you have the constitutional problem that it is not the nonpub- 
lic schools that receive State assistance; i t  is the $tudents who 
go to the nonpublic schools who receive the State assistance. 
So yokt would have a constitutional problem there. 

The fourth thing says that these provisions shall be 
enforced by the Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission. 
As a matter of fact, the Pennsylvania Human Relations Com- 
mission right now, pursuant to the Fair Educational Opportu- 
nities Act, oversees any violations o f  enrollment on the basis 
o f  race or color. 

So therefore, two o f  the sections have both philosophical 
and constitutional problems. The other two sections are 
already handled in this bill and in existing law. For these 
reasons I would ask the members to reject this amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, 1 would hope that the House 
would support my amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 still maintain that we in the legislature have 
some responsibility to make sure that the safery and welfare 
of all o f  the students in our Commonwealth are protected. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 do  believe and I think my comrade under- 
stands what due process means. He understands it because it 
has been a way of life here in our American judicial system. 
He understands very clearly that we want to make sure that 
under the guise of disciplinary action, schools may not dis- 
criminate against any individuals under the guise of disciplin- 
ary action. Therefore, we tend to believe that there should be 
some due process and an established due process so that 
people may protect themselves for maybe those schools that 
might want to use disciplinary action as a form of discrimina- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, the reason we put in the amendment that 
those schools- And 1 am not quite clear how my comrade has 
determined where the money goes to parochial or  nonpublic 
schools. 1 do  not recall a particular parent getting a check, so 
apparently it does go to an institution. We want to make sure, 
Mr. Speaker, that those institutions that would discriminate 
against young people who are trying to seek an education 
because of their race or  color, that those schools could not 
enjoy the benefits of those taxes that are paid by people here 
in the Commonwealth, and that is why we inserted that 
section. 

Mr. Speaker, I still believe that we ought to be very clear on 
the role of the Human Relations Commission, and I would 
ask my colleagues to support the amendment. I believe that 
my entire amendment is constitutional. When there were some 
questions raised on sections o f  my previously proposed 
amendment in reference to creed, though I disagreed with the 
question of creed, I still was willing to withdraw i r  with the 
hope that we would not have an all-out battle here on the 
floor for the protection of our young pcople who may find 
khernselves going to Christian or parochial schools. 
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Mr. Speaker, this amendment is done in good faith with the 
hope of protecting all of the young people here in the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, and I would hope that you 
would support this amendment and adopt it. That is all, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

Mr. A. C .  FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment, like many that we have defeated on this 

bill, says in effect that, yes, you may be a private school if you 
are willing to submit t o  all of the same regulations and rules of 
the Commonwealth that are promulgated for the public 
schools. That is the very purpose for this bill, t o  make the dis- 
tinction between private schools and public schools, and I 
would strongly urge the defeat of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, in support of the amendment, 
1 would just say the opposite than my good colleague, who 
expressed hisconcern- 

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Deal, interrupt? 
Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, 1 like t o  hear my colleague's 

voice so well and I am having difficulty hearing him now. I 
was just wondering if the Chair would assist us in a little 
decorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is absolutely 
correct. It isextremely noisy. 

Would the members take their seats. Certainly a fellow 
member is entitled to this courtesy. 

The gentleman, Mr. Davies, is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My concern is somewhat different than that expressed by 

the last speaker in opposition to  it. This is not a simple rule of 
regulation. Freedom is never absolute, nor can it be absolute. 
So all that Mr. Deal's amendment is asking for is that essen- 
tially, if you are going to  take that person's freedom of choice 
to whatever private or  church school it is away from him, you 
are going to give him a guarantee of a process that, if it is 
going to be denied to the individual, the denial is going to be 
within whatever rules and regulations that the rest of the 
schools have to abide by. And essentially they are saying the 
same thing. We give those guarantees in the private sector 
right now, as far as certain aspects of education are con- 
cerned. There is not any practice of religion or  education that 
is absolutely free, and all the gentleman is asking for is that 
those two particular categories are guaranteed that simple due 
process that we give to everybody in every other aspect of 
Pennsylvania law and United States law. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. T h e  Chair  thanks the  gentle- 
man.  

T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman from Bucks, Mr. 
Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER.  Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker,  I rise in opposition to the Deal amendment .  

Representative Freind put it quite accurately when he said that  
this amendment would create excessive entanglement,  and 
those of  us who  have served in the  House realire that the  
bureaucracies that are  created and which would be created 
under  this bill d o  exactly that .  I think that,  indeed, what we 
want to d o  is t o  maintain the  integrity o f  o u r  private, religious 
schools. Therefore. I would ask that the  members oppose the  
Deal amendment .  Thank you. 

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

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-47 

Afnerbach Damida Lescobitr Preyton 
Aldcrcttc 
Barbrr 
Barti\ro 
Caltagiro~~e 
Carn 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
DeWeere 
Daley 
Davies 

Anertadt 
Armstrong 
Art)  
Balduin 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Blaum 
Bod  
Bawrer 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Broujoi 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cappabianca 
Cabley 
Ceriar 
Cimini 
Cirera 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslerr 
Couell 
Coy 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Donarucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 

Dcal 
Dornhrowrii 
E~ans 
Fattah 
Fi,cher 
lrecman 
Harpcr 
Hutchinson 
l t i i n  
Kulovich 
Laughlin 

Le\in 
Linton 
McHaie 
Maiale 
hlanderino 
Michlobic 
Miscc\ich 
Murphy 
Oliver 
Pievsky 
POtt 
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s t ,  W. W Lucyk 
Fosrer. Jr.. A. McCall 
Freind McClatrhy 
Fryer Mclntyre 
Gallagher McMonagle 
Gallcn hlcVerry 
Gamble Mackurski 
Gannon Madipan 
Geiit Manmillrr 
George Markosek 
Gladeck Mayernik 
Godshall Merr) 
Greenwood Miconie 
Grieco Miller 
Cruitra Moehlmann 
Gruppa Morris 
Hagarty Mowery 
Haiurka Mrkonic 
Hasay Nahill 
Hayes Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hoeffel Olasz 
Honaman Pcrzcl 
Jackson Pcterson 
Jarolin Petrarca 
Johnson Petronc 
Kasunic Phillipr 
Kennedy Piccola 
Klingaman Pistella 
Kosinski Pilts 
Kowalyrhyn Piatt 
Lashinger Punt 
Lehr Rappaport 
Letterman Reber 
Levi Keinard 

Smirh. B. 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Warnbach 
Wargo 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wrieht .  R .  C 

Robbin? 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Salvarore 
Saurman 
Scheaz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shower5 
Sirianni 
Smith. I.. E .  
Snyder. D. W .  
Snvder. G. hl. , . 
Spencer 
Spit;) 
Stairs 

Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sw,ft 
Taylor, E.  2. 
Taylor, F. E .  
Trlek 
Trello 
Vroon 
\Vachoh 
Wa\a 
Weiton 
Wilson 
N'ogan 
Wrlght. U. R .  

Fee Liveneood Rieger Wright, J. L.  
Flick Lloyd 

N O T  VOTING-I 

Sweet 
EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwkl 
Richardson 

I n i s ,  
Speaker 

T h e  question was determined in the  negative, a n d  the 
amendments were not agreed to .  

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

amended? 
Mr.  DAVIES offered the  following amendments No. 

A2353: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1327), page 1, line '14, by inserting after 
"[Every]" 

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

3114 h 

lb)  1.1r the ptIrpc),c. OC I @ \  r;?i!?n "honil irdc church or 
.~tlicr rcl~gr.)u\ hod\" ~11311 1101 itt.lude a .h;~;yl~ or other r e l ~ s ~ o u s  
nod) n h ~ ~ l t  in:ll~Jc\ In 11. .'crcmun!e\ o r  duar tne  an! of  the fol- 
Iht_np pr3:rl.c.: p<>l!g:tm): m>rrtagcot per.on\ of the varne W Y :  

t ~,,l..ncc ,>r icrrorlsm: ~r.\ull-a<p- hc!?$en nlr 3mond nonmarrred - - . . - - - - 
pcr,url,: \ a i r l i ~ i c  01  hury$!Jjle; hulltan blooJ-!att~ng: ch~ ld  . 
a h o * ~ :  I I ) ~  . 01  . . . . \~t.ikr..; . . . - - -- or I I I C  L I ~  01  311s ;\1111rolI~d ~ u b \ r a ~ ~  
unlc.* - the c-alllcd iuh<ta~i:c I, r~sed ar part o l  the trsdi11dna1 
:cr:monlc\ .tnJ ~h*cr\att.es o i  the r c l ~ ~ ~ p p : I t i e s  u i  n3li\e -- .. - 
American Indians. 

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

T h e  SPEAKER pco tempore. O n  that  question, the  Chair 
recognizes the  gentleman f rom Berks, Mr.  Davies. 

Mr.  DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
This essentially speaks to the very issue that  I was con- 

cerned about  when we first addressed the  question in commit- 
tee, a n d  that is, we specify that a bona  fide church o r  religious 
group- I have stated it in the  negative sense a s  t o  those that 
would not be recognized as  bona  fide if they practice any  of  
the  following, a n d  that does not mean embrace maybe in 
some way conceptually but says that  they practice, a n d  that is 
the  practice of  polygamy, marriage o f  persons of  the  same 
sex, the  practice of  violence o r  terrorism a s  part  of  that  cere- 
mony o r  belief, sexual acts between o r  among  unmarried 
persons, the  sacrifice of  human  life o r  human  bloodletting, 
child abuse, a n d  the  use of  snakes o r  controlled substances. 
T h e  use of  snakes o r  controlled substances is exempt if it is 
part of  a current o r  past traditional ceremony in the  observa- 
tion o f  religious practices o f  the  American Indian, a n d  1 think 
that would t ake  care of  the  constitutional exceptions neces- 
sary there. This  essentially then tries to avoid those potential 
cults o r  those particular individuals who  would embrace this 
a s  part of  their founding o f  their religious beliefs. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gen- 
tleman f rom Delaware, Mr.  Freind. 
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Mr. FREIND. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment. 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

Mr.  DAVIES. Mr.  Speaker, excuse me. I hate to interrupt. 
I f  I might, a point of parliamentary clarification. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will >tale his 
point of parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DAVIES. I in error stated the wrong amendment. I 
gave the clerk the wrong amendment, and I will have to back- 
track and ask your indulgence that I withdraw that particular 
amendment and submit one of  similar structure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I s  the gentleman withdrawing 
amendment A2353? 

Mr.  DAVIES. Yes, Mr.  Speaker. I t  should have been distri- 
buted; 1 am submitting A2448, which should have been the 
last to be distributed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I t  i s  the Chair's understand- 
ing that that amendment has been distributed. I s  that correct? 
Do the members have that amendment? The members indi- 
cate that they do. Therefore, the gentleman, Mr.  Davies, i s  
recognized for the following amendment. 

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

amended? 
Mr. DAVIES offered the following amendments No. 

A244R. 

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

Mr.  FREIND. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment. We specifically discussed 

this concept o f  whether or not i t  was wise to attempt to define 
what i s  or is  not a bona fide church or religious body in com- 
mittee and decided to overwhelmingly reject i t .  There are a 
number of  problems. Number one, no governmental entity 

has ever attempted to define this. We have never defined i t  in 
State law. In  fact, it i s  not defined in  Federal law. When there 
is  a challcnge, it is  taken on a case-by-case basis. We have in 
the Congressional Record or the United States Senate the cri- 
teria which are utili7.ed by the Internal Revenue Service, and 
they use a combination of  14 criteria which they take on a 
case-by-case basis. An attempt by any legislative body to say 
what i s  or i s  not a bona fide church or religion runs the almost 
absolutecertainty of  being stricken as unconstitutional. 

Now, I should point out there are a number of  provisions in 
the Davies amendment, most 01' the practices of  which, I 
guess, \ce are opposed to. I am confused about snakes, but 

most o f  the things, I guess, we are opposed to. But the danger 
that you run, Mr.  Speaker, in addition to the constitutional 
danger, i s  when you specifically by law eliminate a number of  
practices, you give rise to the legal argument that by exclusion 
you are permitting other practice7 which this legislature has 
never intended. 

The wisest thing for us to do, Mr .  Speaker, i s  to keep the 

, . 
Amend SE 1 (Sec. 1327). page 5, by inserting between lines 7 1 a case-by-case basis. This would seriously jeopardize the bill 

. . - . . . . 

Amend Scc. I (Scc. 1327). page I ,  line 14, by inserting after 
"[Every]" 

la) 

and 8 

. 
law on this as i t  has always been on the State and Federal 
level>. Do not attempt to define what constirutes a church or a 
bona fidc religion. Leave that up when there i s  a challenge on 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Berks, Mr.  Davies. 

Mr.  DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I erred again in the amendment that I submitted. The 

amendment had to be corrected because of  a constitutional 
question about the practice of the native American Indian and 
the matter of the utilization of  reptiles in their ceremonies. So 
that i s  the only essential difference between either of the two 
amendments that had been circulated. Thank you, hlr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gcntle- 
man. 

on a constitutional attack, and for that reason I ask my col- 
leagues to reject i t .  Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 

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

Mr.  DAVIES. Mr.  Speaker, in deference to the concern 
that the former speaker spoke about, the full employment for 
those in the field of  law, I would suggest that he i s  suggesting 
the same thing by his tact on this particular i~sue that we do 

take i t  on a case-by-case basis, because that would probably 
keep i t  in the very lucrative parameters that i t  no\v finds itself, 
and I cannot fault him for that concern. However, as far as 
the United States Senatc and i t s  concern about those parame- 
ters which they address themselves to, I would c\,en go further 
and \ay that there are additional restraints by rule and regula- 
tion of  the IRS and other concerns about those that have been 
established in the matter o f  the concern about the practices of 
the one-man church to escape those particular tax benefits, 
and we have not been able to establish that. 

AMENDSIENTS WITHDRAWN 

Mr.  DAVIES. Essentially, one of  my colleagues just drew 
my attention to an imperfection in the suggested amendment 
illat doc\ raise a qucrtion of  constitutionality with my good 
conscience, and since I cannot offer something that does raise 
that question. I \rill withdraw the amendment and attcmpt to 
firid the proper amendatory languaee at s later time which 
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does address itself to these particular issues that would essen- I The SPEAKER pro tempore. Can the gentleman cite the 
tially raise the question of giving permissiveness to established 
cults which well could endanger the health and welfare of 
individuals and the like. At his request, 1 will withdraw i t  until 
that consideration has been taken care of .  So I will withdraw 
theamendment at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. Davies has withdrawn his amendment A2448. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Deal, on final passage. 

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker. I assure you I will not be long on 
this issue, but, Mr. Speaker, I would not want to stand here 
and not record my vote, and very vocally so, against this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, i t  may not appear to some people what is hap- 
pening here, but those of you who believe that public educa- 
tion is a precious commodity here in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, you are making a terrible mistake with some of the bills 
which we are passing, which are attempting to make it so that 
it will be foolhardy for people to send their young people to a 
public school system. 

Mr. Speaker, I think there is something terribly wrong with 
a legislative body when they would vote out $51 million a year 
to parochial and nonpublic schools and then say that you 
should not pass some legislation to  make sure that that money 
is protected, taxpayers' funds. I think it is wrong to  do  that. I 
recognize that many of the legislators here come from Chris- 
tian belts, come from areas where 1 guess it would be almost 
impossible for you to vote any other way. I feel sorry for 
anyone who comes to  this hall and is held hostage so that they 
would have to vote for things that would be contrary in 
keeping with our standards here in Pennsylvania. I feel sorry 
for those who would have to cast their voce that way. 

Mr. Speaker, as  long as schools in this Commonwealth, 
whether they be parochial or any other kind of private school, 
receive funds from the taxpayers- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will yield. 

POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from Berks, Mr. Gallen, rise? 

Mr. GALLEN. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
It seems to  me that the gentleman's remarks have demeaned 

members of this House in that he is ascribing motivations to 
the way that he supposes they are going to vote, and I think 
that is wrong. I think he should stick to the issue and not tell 
us why we are voting some way. 

rule? 
The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Deal, is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, though 1 felt that I was in order, I 

would hope that my colleagues here were not misinterpreting 
my statements, for i t  is not my intention to  demean. I t  is not 
my intention to belittle or do  anything that would take away 
from your ability to do  your job. But I do  believe, as a 
member of this House in an effort to show the importance of 
why I offer opposition, I hope you would understand that, 
and i t  was done with love. Christianity, brotherhood, and sist- 
erhood. 

Mr. Speaker, as I close my remarks. I would just hope that 
those o f  you who really believe in supporting public education 
would vote against this bill, those o f  you who sit in this hall 
and believe that you have a responsibility to all o f  the children 
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and those of you who 
believe when you sit in charge in this legislative body and you 
have an opportunity to dispense funds from the treasury of 
this Commonwealth that you recognize you have a responsi- 
bility to make sure that those funds are protected. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, when we look at this bill and a previ- 
ous bill, it is continuing to erode the possibilities of the legisla- 
tive body or any governmental agency having any say about 
the funds that we contribute. I remind you that we do  give $51 
million from the budget - $7 million for transportation; $7 
million for books-unlike the public school system, unlike the 
public school system which cannot get books, the parochial 
schools can go back each time and get their $7 million-$32 
million for our health aids, nurses, and what have you; and 
$3.5 million for incidental aids, and you tell me that we 
should not have some say? Well, 1 say to you. I cannot join in 
support of any resolution or  any law that takes away my 
ability to make sure that all of the people in this Common- 
wealth who entrust the funds of this Commonwealth in our 
care, I cannot abdicate that responsibility and 1 will not shirk 
my responsibility to protect all of the young people who will 
be going to school in this Commonwealth regardless of the 
school they go to. 

Mr. Speaker, I spoke of due process when 1 was trying to 
amend this bill, because discrimination and racism does exist 
in our society. I wanted to make sure that if you did pass the 
bill, there would be some way of protecting the rights of all of 
our young people. But, unfortunately, it seems that we have 
forgotten our responsibility to protect the least of us, to 
protect those people who cannot protect themselves, and that 
ought to be part of our responsibility here today. But 1 read in 
this resolution, we do  not care about those; we only care 
about the few whom we are concerned about. I say to you, 
that is wrong, Mr. Speaker. That is totally wrong. More of us 
is expected than that. We ought to be dutybound with a com- 
mitment and a moral obligation to make sure that if there is 
one dime spent appropriated from this House, we make sure 
that those funds are protected and we make sure that those 
who are to receive those funds are protected. I do  not see this 
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in this bill, and 1 would hope that all of you would join me in 
defeating HB 1293. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

On the ouestion recurrine. -. 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions 

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

YEAS-172 

Alderette 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowcer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Ceriar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Cornell 
Coalett 
Cowell 
Coy 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fee 

Afflerbach 
Angitadt 
Barber 
Battisto 

Firchcr Lloyd 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster. W. W .  McCall 
Foster, Jr., A. McClatchy 
Freind McHaie 
Fryer Mclntyre 
Gallagher McMonagle 
Gallen McVcrry 
Gamble Mackowrki 
Gannon Madigan 
Geirt Maialc 
George Manderino 
Gladeck Manmiller 
Godshall Markosek 
Greenwood Mayernik 
Grieco Merry 
Gruitza Michlovic 
Gruppo Micorzie 
Hagarty Miller 
Haluska Mincevich 
Hasay Moehlmann 
Hayes Morris 
Herman Mowery 
Hershey Mrkonic 
Haeffel Murphy 
Honaman Nahill 
Hutchinson Noye 
Jackson O'Brien 
Jaralin O'Donnell 
Johnson Olasz 
Kasunic Perzel 
Kennedy Peterson 
Klingaman Petrarca 
Kasinski Petrane 
Kowalyihyn Phillipi 
Kukovich Piccola 
Lashinger Piemky 
Laughlin Piitella 
Lehr Pitti 
Lescovirz Pot1 
Letterman Pratt 
Levi Punt 
Livengood Reber 

NAYS-24 

Cohen Itkin 
Deal Levin 
Evans I.intan 
Fattah Oliver 

Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shoxer i  
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighnei 
S t e ~ e n s  
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vraon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wars 
Weiton 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Warniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 

Smith. L. E .  
Tigue 
Truman 
Wieeini 

Carn Freeman Preston ~ i K a m r  
Clark Harper Rappaport Wright, R. C. 

NOT VOTING-2 

DeWeese Wargo 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zr ik l  
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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. 

CONSIDERATION OF HCRRR 3 RESUMED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the resolution as written 
on the calendar is written in the negative, and it is written in 
such a manner to disapprove. It is a concurrent resolution dis- 
approving of regulations, and, Mr. Speaker, 1 suggest and I 
move that we vote in the affirmative disapproving. It is an 
affirmative vote disapproving the regulations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader has 
stated that an affirmative vote will indicate disapproval of the 
regulations and requests an affirmative vote. 

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

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a nega- 
tive vote, a negative vote on this resolution, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1 am asking for an affir- 
mative vote on the resolution, and I will very briefly explain to 
the members why. 

Back earlier this year the Department of Welfare came out 
with a list of regulations which would have set up what is 
called a copayment plan for inpatient/outpatient services. 
That basically includes, except for certain specific exemp- 
tions, that for every type of medical treatment from prescrip- 
tion drug use to outpatient care physician visits, inpatient 
care, there would have to be an amount. of money paid from 
50 cents per various prescription drug to a certain amount per 
visit depending on the amount of  cost. 

Since that time, the IRRC, the Independent Regulatory 
Review Commission, voted down those regulations. The 
Senate Health and Welfare Committee voted it down. The 
House Health and Welfare Committee with bipartisan 
support voted it down. Since then there have been some slight 
chanres in those regulations. This time the IRRC approved it. - - ~ ~ 

However, our chamber was never informed of what those 
changes are. 

1 think there is a serious procedural problem which flies in 
the face of what this chamber did last session when we set up 
the Independent Regulatory Review Commission. In essence, 
a loophole is being used to try to bypass our authority. We 
spoke, I believe almost unanimously, when we voted for the 
power to begin to review executive branch regulations. We 
have a chance today to again say that we want to make sure 
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that we do not abdicate that procedural power, that we want 
to have our chance to say what is right or  wrong about these 
regulations. 

Now, these regulations set up the most comprehensive 
system o f  copayment plans in the United States. Twenty-one 
States have no such plan at all, including most of those 
around us - New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Massachusetts, et 
cetera. O f  those States that do  have some type o f  copayment 
plan, none-l repeat, none-are as comprehensive as these 
currently being promulgated. 

Now, there are a number of problems with that apart from 
the procedural issue of whether our ability is being usurped. 
Those issues are that every study we have seen, particularly 
from large States that have tried at least on a demonstration 
basis some type of copay, has shown that if we are concerned 
about the taxpayers, these regulations are simply not cost 
effective in thc long run; and secondly, especially the poor, 
and in our State over 50 percent of the people affected would 
be those on SSI (supplemental security income), that what 
happens is a lot of necessary health care costs are not deliv- 
ered to these individuals. They simply do not have the 
resources under a copayment plan to go visit that doctor or  
maybe buy that prescription drug when they need it. As a 
result, their illnesses become even graver, and as a result of 
that, they have to go into the hospital for inpatient services 
which are more expensive and, in States such as California, 
have meant a greater cost to the taxpayer. 

What we are asking you to do. Mr. Speaker, when we ask 
this chamber to vote "yes" on this resolution against the regu- 
lations, is to do  two things, and that is to make the humane 
choice and not try to put some sort of alleged cost savings on 
the backs of the handicapped and the poor in this State; and 
secondly, to do  the best thing in the interest of the taxpayers 
of this State in the long run. 

Just this week we have received mail not only from the 
steelworkers and the AFL-CIO but the Lutheran Coalition on 
Public Policy and groups such as the Pennsylvania Mental 
Health Association and the Association for Retarded Citi- 
zens, who also would have their clientele impacted on very 
negatively. 

Mr. Speaker, for all of those reasons we would ask you for 
an affirmative vote on the resolution. 

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

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, as 1 said before, I think 
this is a very important issue for the House, and it is one I 
think we all should listen to. Those of us who support the 
defeat o f  this resolution, those o f  us who support copay, are 
being pictured as heartless and inhumane, only worrying 
about the shortsighted effect of maybe some cost cutting in 
our budget process, and I say to you, it is exactly the opposite. 

On first blush when I heard about copays, 1 said, well, 
maybe those who comment about lhe poor people on welfare 
not having to pay a little bit, it is not really fair to somebody 
on a restricted welfare benefit to come up with any money at 
all. And then I read the list o f  the exemptions, and 1 will 
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repeat them to you slowly, and before 1 read them off ,  I say to 
you that almost no one is covered; almost no one is covered by 
the copay. Those who really are covered are the ones who friv- 
olously go to a hospital emergency department for a minor 
illness that they should not be going there for in the first 
place. 

Let me read this list of people who are exempted: all recipi- 
ents under 18 years of age; all services furnished to pregnant 
women; all family planning services and supplies, which we 
argue about so much in this great hall o f  the House; all recipi- 
ents in nursing homes or  medical institutions, the intermediate 
care facilities for the mentally retarded, who are required to 
spend down most of their income on their care; all recipients 
who are members of HMO's (health maintenance organiza- 
tions); all services provided by an H I 0  (health insurance orga- 
nization): all services provided by home health agencies; med- 
ications for treatment of cancer, diabetes, epilepsy, heart 
disease including hypertension, and psychosis; medication 
dispensed by a physician, allergies andimmunizations; psy- 
chiatric partial hospitalization services; all services provided 
in emergency situations-if you have an emergency, no 
copay; you will be covered automatically-all laboratory ser- 
vices; the professional components of diagnostic radiology, 
nuclear medicine, radiation therapy, and medical diagnostic 
services; services provided by a funeral director; rental 
durable medical equipment; medical examinations when 
required by the Department of Welfare: early periodic screen- 
ing diagnosis and treatment; and, in addition, Mr. Speaker, 
no one who has run out of money or cannot afford it will have 
to pay a copay - nobody. Copays only on prescription drugs 
and over-the-counter medications; no copay on equipment, 
braces, and so forth. But again, if you do  not have any money 
in your welfare check, if you run out of money, no copay and 
you will still get the services. 

I say this is a very minimal program to save us $10 million 
in this present, coming budget - $10 million. It will affect 
almost no poor person from any kind of care he wants. I think 
it is a beginning to try to reform the system in a slight manner. 
All o f  us today pay copay for various programs and almost 
any kind of health care we have, and with all these protections 
for the poor and the needy, I think it is a humane beginning to 
put some kind of reform back in the system. You know, we 
cry about how much money we pay for our health care costs 
here in Pennsylvania. Our medical assistance system is 
extremely expensive. Either we try to correct that slightly, a 
little bit, or  we are going to turn around and raise taxes, and 1 
do  not think anybody wants to do  that. Today if you vote 
"no," I think you are voting humanely to put a little reform 
into this system. I do  not think this is going to hurt anyone. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

Does the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich, 
care to be recognized? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Yes, Mr. Speaker. Just a response, 
simply. 
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Again, as 1 mentioned in my initial remarks, the aged and 
the blind and the disabled will be hurt under this regulation if 
we do  not pass the resolution. They use over 50 percent of the 
medical assistance in this State. It is also unfair to talk about 
cost containment and not talk about where the money actually 
goes. We all know that it is not the poor people who are 
causing this great burst in medical cost inflation. This thing is 
not only not cost effective in the long run, but there is abso- 
lutely no supporting data that there is overutilization by the 
poor, and that is the whole premise for trying to do  this. 
There is no supporting data that has been supplied to us ever 
on that issue. The poor, those who are blind or  disabled, have 
no control over the amount or the kind of medical care they 
receive. Now, if you think that is a fair medical cost-contain- 
ment program, then something is wrong. 

And, Mr. Speaker, you can favor copay and still be against 
the type o f  copay that this Department o f  Welfare is trying to 
promulgate. I personally think that in some areas copay might 
be a decent form of cost containment, and there are many 
members here who will be voting for this resolution and 
against the regulations, even though they feel that there are 
some types of copay that might be workable. What 1 am 
saying is we cannot get to those workable, viable solutions 
unless we vote "yes" on this resolution. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. McClatchy, stand for brief inter- 

rogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he 

will. The gentleman, Mr. Preston, is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, can you tell me, if I vote "no" for this, how 

will that affect the person in my district who is in a wheel- 
chair? 

Mr. McCLATCHY. It depends on what category they are 
in. If they are not on welfare, i t  will not affect them at all. If 
they are on welfare and cannot afford the wheelchair, it will 
not affect them at  all. If they have enough resources to pay 
for that wheelchair, they will pay a small copay for the cost o f  
it. Again, it only amounts to, I think, if they pay any more 
than $90, any 6 months, that is all refunded and they do  not 
have to  pay anv more, if their resources are used up to that 
amount. 

Mr. PRESTON. Can you tell me, from the list that you 
read, if the blind are on that list? 

Mr. McCLATCHY. If the blind cannot afford to pay, they 
will not pay anything. 

Mr. PRESTON. But are they on the list that you read off'? 
Mr. McCLATCHY. No, they are not on the list I read off. 

They receive, I think, about $300 a month on SSI. 
Mr. PRESTON. So therefore, the blind and some of the 

people who are crippled and handicapped are not on the list 
that you read off. Right? Yes or  no? 

Mr. McCLATCHY. No; they are not on the list unless they 
cannot afford to pay. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I make a brief statement? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Preston, 

is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. PRESTON. It would behoove the members, because I 

do  not think that I want t o  vote against those people who are 
blind or those people who are handicapped in a lot of differ- 
ent ways, and I think it behooves us to sit down in a common 
manner and not be fooled by a bunch o f  rhetoric. Let us look 
at the realities of i t  all, and let us vote for this resolution so 
that we can get on with our work and the people who need the 
help that we are voting here t o  provide for can be taken care 
of .  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Venango, Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. PETERSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to urge a negative vote on this resolution. A statement 

was made a few moments ago by one of the former speakers 
that no neighboring States were involved in copay. I thought 
that remark ought to be corrected. The record L have shows 
that West Virginia has copay. 1 think that is a neighbor. The 
State o f  Virginia has copay. The State of Maryland has copay. 
The State of Michigan has had copay for 6 years. Illinois 
enacted it last year. North Carolina has had it since 1973. 
Those are all neighbors. 

Why should we have copay? There are a lot o f  reasons why 
I think we should have copay on all kinds of medical services, 
because it helps t o  control overutilization. The average 
person's-this is a figure from the Welfare Department-the 
average person's costs would be $12, and as was brought out 
by Representative McClatchy earlier, there are 70 many excep- 
tions in the regulations as they are being presented now that 
very few people will have to pay. Rut I think at some point in 
time, 1 think i t  is wrong for this General Assembly to block 
the door for this process, because if we are at all concerned 
about the runaway costs, if we are concerned about having the 
adequate funds to take care of those who are i l l  and cannot 
pay, we have to have control, and I think a copay does make a 
person think before they go and utilize services that maybe 
they do  not really need. I d o  not think anyone here would 
dispute the fact that people d o  utilize medical services that 
they really do  not need, and we need to prohibit that. We need 
to save those funds for the people who really need them. I 
think this provision is very fair in the way it is implemented 
now, and I urge my colleagues to vote against this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from York, Mr. Foster. 

Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am not prone to  long speeches on the floor o f  this House, 

and 1 think I can expresc what I wish to say today in one sen- 
tence. 

I f  copay was such a wonderful idea for the pharmaceutical 
assistance program, what is wrong with i t  now? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Montgomery, Mr. Hoeffel. 

Mr. HOEFFEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Republican supporters o f  the concept of 

copay have done their best during the debate today to mini- 
mize the impact of the copay proposal, to assure the House 
that we do  not really have anything to worry about, it is not 
going to affect very many people, and so let us get this thing 
under way. But in the same breath, Mr. McClatchy said that 
copay, if instituted, would save $10 million. Well, think about 
that. That is a lot of money, and the copay proposal is talking 
about saving 50 cents here and a dollar or  two there, and to 
save $10 million at  that rate of copay, there are an awful lot of 
procedures for an awful lot of poor people that have to  be 
covered. I think the attempts t o  minimize the impact of copay 
are missing the mark. Indeed, this will affect a great number 
o f  people in this Commonwealth. Fifty thousand blind people 
on SSI will be subjected to  copay; 100,000 disabled people, I 
am sure some living in Mr. Preston's district, will be affected 
by copay; 127,000 people who are chronically needy will be 
subjected to  copay. There are a great number of people sub- 
jected to  it, and I think the attempts to minimize the impact 
and yet dangling the savings of $10 million in front of us are 
not consistent at all. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, there is a great deal o f  literature on 
this subject. Our staff has found six reports dating from 1975 
to  1983, and I am sure there are more, but they found six 
studies that indicate the harmful effects of copayment on 
poor people. It does indeed result in reduced health care utili- 
zation. There are fewer prescriptions, granted. There are 
fewer medical procedures performed outpatient. There are 
fewer nonemergency services given in emergency rooms. But 
in State after State, there is an increase in inpatient hospital 
costs because people do  not go to their doctors because they 
cannot afford to  pay the copay; problems are allowed to go 
on too long; the medical problems grow and hospital inpatient 
stays are required, and that is the most expensive kind of 
medical care for the State t o  pay for. 

1 say, turn down the copayment concept. It will affect 
thousands and thousands of your constituents, and it will 
reduce their health care quality. Vote "yes" for this resolu- 
tion. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes, for the second time, the gentleman 
from Venango, Mr. Peterson. 

Mr. PETERSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The statement was just made that it was going to  have a 

massive effect. The budget for this item is over $I  billion, so 
we are going to have an effect of less than 1 percent. I just do  
not see that as a massive effect. All we are going to do  is have 
a little bit of cost control, which is so badly needed in our 
system. One of our runaway items is medical assistance, and 
we need to  make sure that we have necessary funds for those 
who need it and not for those who might overutilize it. 1 
cannot see that anyone is going to not have their prescription 
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filled, because if they do  not have the money, they get it filled 
anyway. They can go to the doctor; it costs $I ,  but if they do 
not have the dollar, they get to go anyway. 

So it is not refusing services; it is just putting on a little bit 
of control, which 1 think is needed, and I think as to the state- 
ment made that i t  is going to  have a massive effect, i t  is going 
to have less than a I-percent effect, and I do  not think that is 
very massive. 

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

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Representative 
Kukovich? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr. 
Kukovich, consent t o  a period o f  interrogation? The gentle- 
man indicates he will. The gentleman, Mr. Deal, is in order 
and may proceed. 

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, if a person went to a pharmacist 
and could not pay their share of the copayment plan, what 
would happen to that individual request? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, it is a good question, 
because we get to the hub of this problem and we show how 
unenforceable and what a bureaucratic nightmare this is. 

According to  Federal regulations, that person could not be 
denied. Now, what happens in practice we cannot be too 
certain of. That is one of the reasons why some of the States 
have abandoned copayment and why none of the States have 
such a far-reaching comprehensive copayment program. 

There is no doubt in my mind that we are going to have a 
huge problem with the chronically needy, who, as you know, 
will have virtually no money. What will happen if they need to 
get a prescription filled or go to a doctor and they do  not have 
the money? A lot of that is going to be contingent upon the 
service provider. Again, the Federal regulation would say that 
they would still have to provide the service, but what happens 
in practice we have no way of knowing. 

Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, if a pharmacist cannot deny a 
person, then what happens t o  that share of the copay plan 
that was supposed to be paid by the person? Mr. Speaker, I 
am wondering, when the bill is paid, would the amount that 
was to be paid by the recipient be deducted from that which 
would begiven to the pharmacist? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, what has happened in 
some other States, and what is projected to  happen here if this 
would be implemented, is that that service provider would 
probably havetoeat  thecost. 

Mr. DEAL. My last question, Mr. Speaker: Then if the 
recipient cannot pay, and the amount that the recipient was 
supposed to pay is deducted from the amount that is to be 
given by the government to the pharmacist and is less than 
what the pharmacist would have normally gotten if he had 
gotten the share of the copay, do  you think that will discour- 
age pharmacists from even participating in the program, 
thereby further denying services t o  the poor? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Once again, Mr. Speaker, an excellent 
question, and there is that possibility. However, to take it one 
step further, in your area in Philadelphia a survey had been 
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Mr. DEAL.  Mr.  Speaker,  thank you. I have been enlight- 'lick Klingaman Robbins 

ened. N O T  VOTING-2 

conducted among  physicians, a n d  I believe the  results were 
that 60 percent would be very discouraged f rom even partici- 
pating in such a program. S o  we would have a major  problem 
with the  medical oroviders. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair  thanks the  gentle- 
man.  

T h e  question is, will the  House  adop t  the  resolution? 
T h e  Chair  wishes t o  point o u t  once again t o  the  members 

that it is stated in a negative manner ,  a n d  the  Chair will repeat 
the  resolution. 

"Disapproving the Department o f  Public Welfare's regula- 
tions on  copayments fo r  medical assistance recipients." 

T h e  majority leader, M r .  Manderino, a n d  others have 
urged a n  affirmative vote. Mr.  McClatchy a n d  others have 
urged a negative vote. 

Coy Hershey Pitts Swift 
DeVerter Honaman Pott Taylor, E. Z. 
Dietz Jackson Punt Vroon 
Dorr Johnson Reber Wilson 
Fareo Kennedy Reinard Wright. J .  L.  

O n  the ouestion recurrine v. 

Will the  House  adopt  the  resolution? 

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I21 

Afflerhach 
Alderette 
Angstadt 
Bald\rin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Bclardi 
Beliariti 
Blaum 
Burns 
Caitagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cai%ley 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 

Durham 
Evans 
Falrah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Freeman 
Frycr 
Gallagher 
Gamble 
George 
Greenuaod 
Gruilza 
Haluskil 
Harper 
Haefiel 
Hutchinson 
Ilkin 
Jsrolin 
Kasunic 

Lscyk 
McCall 
McHaic 
Mclntyre 
Mchtonagle 
Mackorski 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
\lichlovic 

Kasiniki Olarr 
Kowalyihyn Oliver 
Kukobich Perzcl 
Lashingei Pelrarca 
Laughlin Pclronc 
Lcscovit~ Phillip? 
Letterman Pievhky 
I.euin Piitella 
Lintan Pratt 
Li\engood Pre$run 
Lloyd Rappaport 

Forrcr, W .  W. Lrhr 
Foster. J r . ,  A .  Le\i 
Freind McClarchy 
Gallen LlcVcrrs 
Gannon Madigan 
Gladeck Manmillcr 
Gad5haIl Merry 
Grieco hloehlmann 
Gruppo hluwe~) 
Hagarty Nahill 
Hasa). Nose 
Hayes Peterron 
Herman Piccola 

Riegcr 
Rudy 
Rbbak 
Saloom 
Saliatore 
Seventy 
Shouen 
Smith, 8. 
Stairs 
Srrighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. L 
Telek 
Tipe 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Hurne 

Wargo 
Wari 
\veston 
Wigg~n, 
U'illiams 
LVogan 
Woiniak 
Wright. D. R .  
Wright. R. C.  

Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheet~ 
Schulrr 
Semmcl 
Scralini 
Sirianni 
Smith. L .  E .  
Snyder, I) .  M 
Snyder. G .  h l .  
Spcnccr 
Spltr 
Steveni 

Dininni Geist 

EXCUSED-4 

Mar mion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvii ,  
Speaker 

T h e  question was determined in the  affirmative, a n d  the  
resolution was adopted.  

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore.  For  what  purpose does the  
genlleman f rom Venango, M r .  Peterson, rise? 

Mr.  PETERSON.  Mr. Speaker,  on  the  Conference Report 
o n  HB 1004, 1 checked the  record a n d  I was no t  recorded. I 
would like t o  b e  recorded in the  affirmative. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  gentleman's remarks will 
be spread upon  the  record. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 763, PN 3056 (Amended)  
By Rep. C A L T A G I R O N E  

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions relating 
to the valuation and assessment of real property subject t o  local 
taxation; imposing duties on the Department o f  Community 
Affairs; requiring certification of  chief assessors and assessors; 
creatine an Assessment Review Board: orescribine oenalties and - -. 
makrng repeals. 

URBAN AFFAIRS.  

HB 1793, P N  2312 By Rep. C A L T A G I R O N E  
An Act authorizing rhe Department of Community Affairs to  

make grants directly to  approved neighborhood crime watch 
groups; establishing procedures for the application for and utili- 
zation of grant moneys; and making an appropriation. 

URBAN AFFAIRS.  

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

T h e  House proceeded l o  third consideration of  HB 1579, 
PN 2978, entitled: 

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, twmty-third, twenty-fourth, thirty-first. 
thirty-second. forty-sixth, fifty-first and fifty-third judicial dis- 
tricts. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. PISTELLA offered the following amendments No. 

A2191: 

Amend Title, page I ,  lines 2 and 3, by striking out "additional 
judges on the Commonwealth Court and for" 

Amend Sec. 1 ,  page 1, line 10, by striking out "Sections 561 
and" and inserting 

Section 
Amend Sec. I, page I, line 11, by striking out "are" and 

inserting 
is 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 561). page I .  lines 12 through 14, by srrik- 
ing out all of said lines 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, lines 10 and 11, by striking out all of 
said lines 

Amend Sec. 3. page 4, line 12, by striking out "3" and insert- 
ing 

2 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. Speaker, the remaining portion of the amendment to 
be offered will do  this: It will remove the two additional 
judges from the Commonwealth Court. I would appreciate 
the support of the members for this amendment. Thank you. 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, could I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Dauphin, Mr. Piccola, with your kind permis- 
sion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. 
Rappaport, is in order, and the gentleman, Mr. Piccola, is 
recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The remaining portion of the Pistella amendment is virtu- 

ally identical to the amendment that I had intended to offer 
and which I had advised the House that I had intended to 
offer on May 18, 1984, by a memorandum. I attached to that 
memorandum a message from Judge Craig, a member of the 
Commonwealth Court, who has indicated that the additional 
two iudaes. as orooosed in HB 1579, to be added to the Com- . - . . 
monwealth Court are not needed at this time. Judge Craig 
cites in his memorandum a number o f  reasons for that, the 

AMENDMENTS DIVIDED I main ones of which are that the Commonwealth Court has 

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

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise at  this point for a parliamentary 

inquiry, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 

point of parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. PISTELLA. I would like t o  know if this amendment is 

divisible. I would like to have the division appear in this 
portion, "Amend Sec. 2, page4, lines 10and I I . . . . ' '  

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman intend to 
begin with that point, amending section 2, page 4, lines 10and 
I17 ... 

Mr. PISTELLA. 1 could begin with that if you would like 
to, Mr. Speaker. I would like t o  withdraw that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; that is divisible. In other 
words, the gentleman is proposing that he would eliminate 
"Amend Sec. 2, page 4, lines I0 and 11, by striking out all of 
said lines"? 

Mr. PISTELLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman also care 

t o  have the other two lines removed? 
Mr. PISTELLA. Yes, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Okay. And the other two 

lines would read, "Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 12, by striking 
out '3' and inserting 2". He wishes that also to be eliminated? 

Mr. PISTELLA. Yes, sir. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

virtually no backlog at  the present time, and only since the 
first of the year have they been at their full complement of 
nine, having been at something less than that prior thereto but 
the recent election having finally brought them up  to  full com- 
plement. 

Finally, Judge Craig makes the point that with the existence 
of several senior judges who are currently handling the trial 
work of the Commonwealth Court, they have been able to 
maintain a very current caseload and that most decisions of 
the Commonwealth Court are being rendered in a very timely 
fashion. For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the House 
to support the ~ i s t e l l a  amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rappaport. 
Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I rise merely to inform 

the House that the two additional judges were requested by 
the President Judge, Judge Crumlish. The work of the Com- 
monwealth Court is increasing every day. As the House 
knows, the court hears appeals from various administrative 
agencies, and every time the General Assembly meets we pass 
various laws changing administrative regulations, changing 
methods of procedure, and inevitably cases are filed, com- 
plaints are filed, and they wind up in the Commonwealth 
Court. 

I would say to the House that while these judges may not be 
needed immediately, they may very well be needed in the very 
near future. However, I will not oppose this amendment, but 
I would just call t o  the attention of the House that we may 
have to add judges to this court within the very near future if 
we continue to pass bills providing employment for eager 
young lawyers. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair thanks the  gentle- I PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
man 

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

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-184 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angstadt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Bartisto 
Belardi 
Belfanli 

Durham Leri 
Evans Levin 
Fargo Livengood 
Fartah 1.loyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 
Flich \IcClalchy 
Foster. W. W. McHale 
Foster. Jr.. A .  Mcln tyre  
Freeman McMonagle 

Robbins 
R u d y  
Kybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schulei 
Semmel 
Serafini 

Blaum Freind McVerry Seventy 
Book Fryer Mackohhki Shower\ 
Bon,ser Gallagher Madigan Sirianni 
Boyei Gallen Maiale Smith, B. 
Brandt Gamble Manmiller Smith, I.. E 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirorie 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Corletr 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davie5 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duify 

Gei~t Markosek 
George Mayeinik 
Gladeck Mer ry  
Godshall Michlovlc 
Grern*aod hlillrr 
tirieca lliicevich 
Gruppo lloehlmann 
Hagaily Morrir 
Halurka hfowcry 
Harper Mrkonic 
Hahay Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Herman Noye 
Hershey O'Bricn 
Hoeiiel Olasr 
Honaman Oliver 
Hutchinion Pewel 
l tkin Peterson 
Jackson Petrarca 
Jarolin Petrone 
Johnson Phillips 
Kaiunic Piccola 
Kennedy Piitella 
Klingaman Pitt, 
Kowalyshyn Port 
Kukovich Pratt 
Larhinger Preston 
Laughlin Punt 
Lehr Reber 
Lescaviri Rcinard 
Letterman Rlegei 

NAYS-I2 

Gruitza Micor?le 
Kohinski O'Donnell 
Manderino Pievsky 

N O T  VOTING- 

Snyder, D. W .  
Snyder, G .  M .  
Spit? 
Stair5 
Steighner 
Ste\ew 
Sterar t  
Stubs" 
S w c t  
Swift 
Tavlor. E.  2. 
Tallor, F. E .  
Tclck 
Tigue 
Trrlla 
Truman 
Van Horne 
\'roan 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Was, 
\Verton 
Wigsins 
Will~arni 
Wilmn 
Wogan 
\Vo/niak 
Wricht. D.  R .  ., . 
Wright,  J .  L .  
Wright ,  R. C.  

Rappaport 
Rlan 
Spencer 

-2 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irbi,, 

Speaker 

The question was determined in the  affirmative, a n d  the  
amendments a s  divided were agreed to .  

T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gen- 
t leman from Philadelphia, M r .  Rappaport .  

Mr.  R A P P A P O R T .  Mr.  Soeaker.  a oarliamentarv inauirv. . . .  
T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  gentleman will slate his 

parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr.  R A P P A P O R T .  I t  is my  understanding that  the  second 

part of  the  Pistella amendment  has  not been offered. Is that 
correct? 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. That  is correct.  
Mr.  R A P P A P O R T .  And  will not be offered,  I understand? 
T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. That  is correct.  
Mr.  R A P P A P O R T .  Thank  you, M r .  Speaker.  

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

amended? 
Mr.  P R A T T  offered the  following amendments  No. 

A2154: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 6 and 7, by striking out ", fifty- 
first AND FIFTY-THIRD" and inserting 

and fifty-lirst 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 911), page 3,  line 24, by striking out the 

bracket before "2" 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 91 I), page 3, line 24, by striking out "1 3" 

O n  the question, 
Will the  House agree t o  the   amendment^? 

T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. O n  that question, the  Chair  
recognizes the  gentleman f rom Lawrence, Mr.  Prat t .  

Mr.  P R A T T .  Thank  you, M r .  Speaker.  
Last week, Mr. Speaker,  I circulated amongst the  members 

a memorandum which outlined my reasons for  my amend-  
ment.  This amendment ,  unlike most o f  the  amendments  t o  
this bill, would delete the  provision which provides for a n  
additional judgeship, f rom t w o  to three, for  my  home county, 
Lawrence County.  Many of  you may no t  have had the  oppor-  
tunity t o  read the  contents of  the  memorandum,  since i t  was 
quite lengthy. Ilowever,  M r .  Speaker,  I u,ould like t o  review 
specifically some points in the  memorandum which outline 
the  reasons for the  introduction of  my amendment .  

Mr.  Speaker,  it appears  a t  this point in t ime that the  issue of 
whether o r  not Lawrence County  is included in H B  1579 is 
basically a political one, because whether o r  not a n  additional 
judge is needed for Lawrence County,  based upon its merits, 
has already been decided, a n d  that conclusion has  been in the 
negative. T h e  House Judiciary Commit tee  reported this bill 
out  without Lawrence County included in the  bill. T h e  State 
Court Administrator has  studied a n d  reviewed the procedures 
of  the  court of  Lawrence County  a n d  the records, a n d  i t  has 
concluded that indeed Lawrence County  does not justify the 
addition o f  a third judge. 

1, too,  Mr.  Speaker,  have been studying this issue for  over 6 
months. I have reviewed the records o f  Lawrence County  for  
the  past 5 years in detail; I have talked t o  both judges; I have 
talked to members of  the  1.awrence County  Bar, the  county 
commissioners, and the  State Court  Administrator,  Judge 
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Gafni, and his staff,  and 1, too, haveconcluded, Mr. Speaker, 
that there is no  need for an additional judgeship in Lawrence 
County. 

The State Court Administrator, Mr. Speaker, in March sent 
two staff personnel t o  Lawrence County, a staff with exper- 
tise in court procedures. They talked to the judges, reviewed 
the records; they talked to the D.A., the prothonotary, the 
public defender, and they came away, Mr. Speaker, conclud- 
ing that there is no  basis for a third judge in Lawrence 
County, and in fact, the problem in Lawrence County is with 
the president judge and his improper administration of  the 
courts in that county. 

Mr. Speaker, when the bill was reported out of  the House 
Judiciary Committee, it went to the House Appropriations 
Committee, and that committee, in violation of rule 19(a)(3), 
inserted Lawrence County in the bill. As you know, that rule 
prohibits the change of any bill other than an appropriation 
bill in that committee in substance, but yet HB 1579 was 
indeed changed substantively in violation of  that rule. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, despite the fact that I am a resident 
of  Lawrence County and 1 have practiced in the courts of 
Lawrence County and most of  my legislative district is in 
Lawrence County, 1 was never consulted about the possibility 
of the addition of Lawrence County in H B  1579 after it was 
reported from thr  Judiciary Committee. 

County which is not needed. Mr. Speaker. I ask you to reject 
the controlling factor as i t  presently exists on this issue, and 
that is political, base your vote on this amendment on the 
merits as to whether or  not a third judge is justified in Law- 
rence County, and allow me the legislative courtesy of  sup- 
porting my amendment to delete Lawrence County from HB 
1579. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Speaker, at this point I would like to 
offer additional remarks, which I would submit for the record 
with your approval. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may submit his remarks. 

Mr. PRATT submitted the following remarks for the Legis- 
lative Journal: 

As reported by the House Judiciary Committee, of which I am 
a member, HB 1579 would provide for 14 court of common pleas 
judgeships to the various counties and add two judges to the 
Commonwealth Court. Lawrence County was not included in the 
bill for two reasons: (a) The State Court Administrator. Judge 
Abraham J .  Gafni, following a thorough study of Lawrence 
County's procedures and records, determined that a third judge 
for Lawrence County was not justified; and (b) l concurred with 
the State Court Administrator's findincs fol lwine mv own oer- 

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned, the State Court Administra- 
tor concluded that the problems which may exist in Lawrence 
County are the result of  improper administrative procedures, 
the lack of supportive staff,  and the lack of an independent, 

competent court administrator. Statistics show without a 
doubt that the cases pending, the caseloads in Lawrence 
County, are below the averages of two-judge counties and 
greatly below the averages of three-judge counties. 

MI. speaker, I personally talked judge ~ ~ f ~ ~ ,  the  

- . - 
the backlog. Once that is completed, he plans to assign staff the county. I have, in detail, reviewed court caseload sta- 
oersonnel who have exoertise in court orocedures to the tistics coverinr the oast 5 years and discussed the issue 

- ,  

sonal review and investigation. ~ h u s , - l  could not supper; an 
additional judge for LawrenceCounty. 

Nonetheless and despite my strenuous objections, :he House 
Appropriations Committee, in violation of rule 19(a)(3), substan- 
tively amended the bill to include a provision for a third judge for 
LawrenceCounty, 

I respectfully request that you extend legislative courtesy to me 
as a fellow House member who represents Lawrence County by 
supporting my amendment to remove Lawrence County from HB 
1579. The following should also be considered: 

State Court Administrator, and he plans to assist Lawrence 
County in attempting t o  resolve the problem. He plans, Mr. 
Speaker, t o  schedule senior judges in the county to eliminate 

. ~~ ~~~~~~ 

county t o  implement proper court procedures. 
Mr. Speaker, the addition of  a third judge in Lawrence 

County will not solve the problem. In fact, Mr. Speaker, it 

1. As a resident of  and practicing attorney in Lawrence 
County and having most of my legislative district in Law- 
rence County, I have, for the past 6 months, thoroughly 
investigated and reviewed the need for a third iudee in 

will merely aggravate the problem, because the identical court 
procedures and conditions which exist presently will continue 
to exist whether or  not we have a third judge in Lawrence 
o......... 

with the president j"dge and the second judge, members 
of the Lawrence County Bar Association, the Lawrence 
County Commissioners and with the State Court Admin- 
istrator and his staff. It was mv conclusion that a third 
judge for Lawrence County was not justified. Various 
members of the Lawrence County Bar, as well as the 
county's second judge and a county commissioner, have 
expressed strong reservations of the actual necessity for 

L " Y " L J .  
an additional judge in the county. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 pledge to work with the State Court Admin- 2. Two staff menibers of the State Court Administrator's 
istrator's Office and the judges in Lawrence County to office. exoertise in iudicial svstems. ~ersonallv visited . . 
attempt t o  resolve the problem. Mr. Speaker, if this amend- I Lawrence County and reviewed the county's court proce- 
men1 passes, I assure you that after a period of 12 to 18 
months, I will reexamine the situation in Lawrence County, 
and if indeed a third judge is then justified, I personally will 

dures and caseload to determine whether or not an addi- 
tional judgeship was needed. As a result of that review, 
Judge Gafni determined that an additional judge for 
Lawrence Countv was not necessarv. I based this conclu- 

tntroduce leg~slatton to add a thtrd ludge to Lawrence I slon on two factors. (a) the caseload statlstlcs were below 
Countv. I those of othet two-iudee counties: and (b) that anv - - ~ ~~~ . . . 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude by asking this Assembly not t o  atmosphere of case overload in L. vrence County was 

waste valuable tax dollars in adding a third judge to Lawrence directly attributable to the absence of an effective 
caseflow management system. In other words, Judge 
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Gafni concluded, as I have concluded, that any caseload 
problems in Lawrence County were in fact caused by the 
improper and inefficient administration of  the court 
system by the president judge and the county court 
administrator. 

3. The State Court Administrator, Judge Cafni, plans to 
offer assistance to Lawrence County in terms of  senior 
judges to eradicate any case backlog and expert staff to 
propose and implement an efficient and improved 
administration. Providing another judge for Lawrence 
County will not solve any of that court's caseload man- 
agement problems. Rather it will exasperate them since 
the State Court Administrator's Office will most proba- 
bly discontinue its plans to assist Lawrence County with 
its court administration problems. Most probably, any 
problems presently being experienced by the Lawrence 
County court system will continue despite having an 
additional judge. 

4. After HB 1579 was released from the House Judiciary 
Committee. I was never given the courtesy of being con- 
sulted regarding the possible attempt to add Lawrence 
County to thc bill through the amendment process, even 
though I am a member of the House Judiciary and 
Appropriations Committees, represent a portion of Law- 
rence County and actually reside there and am a member 
of the Lawrence County Bar. 

5. 1 was informed that, if a particular county's president 
judge and board of commissioners supported an addi- 
tional judge, then the county was ultimately included in 
HB 1579, regardless of whether or not the State Court 
Administrator determined that the additional judgeship 
was necessary. It is interesting to note that only 5 of the 
15 judgeships created by HB 1579 were recommended 
and supported by the State Court Administrator. The 
controlling factor, however, appears to be political in 
nature. Also, note that the cost for this "full employment 
for judges" bill is $7 million additionally every year. 

If my amendment succeeds and Lawrence County is not pro- 
vided a third judge, as i t  should not, it is my intent to work with 
the State Court Administrator's Office and the present judges of 
Lawrence County to improve the operation of the Lawrence 
County court system, reevaluate the need for another judge in 12 
to 18 months, and if justified at that time, to pursue the establish- 
ment of a third judge in Lawrence County through the legislative 
process. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair at this time recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Lawrence, Mr. Fee. 

Mr. FEE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is not very often that I rise to this micro- 

phone, especially to urge a negative vote for my colleague and 
legislator who shares my county with Representative Burd and 
myself, to  ask that the membership oppose the Pratt amend- 
ment. 

In 1920, Mr. Speaker, we in Lawrence County had 40 attor- 
neys and two judges. Today, 64 years later, we still have two 
judges. In 1960 we had one part-time D.A. and one part-time 
assistant. Today we have one full-time D.A., two full-time 
assistants, and four part-time assistant district attorneys. In 
1960 we had one domestic relations officer and one employee. 
Today in 1984 we have one domestic officer and 16 employ- 
ees. In 1970 there were 67 members of the Lawrence County 
Bar Association. In January of 1984 there were 102. 

The courts have used masters and visiting judges as much as 
the law allows. Lawyers have been appointed as  masters t o  
hear all phases of juvenile proceedings as  well as  proceedings 
in divorce cases to help with the court load. According to the 
State Court Administrator, the number of criminal cases filed 
in Lawrence County in 1980, 1981, and 1982 exceeded the 
average of criminal filings in three-judge counties. There were 
283 more criminal cases filed in the year 1983 than there were 
in the year 1982. A third courtroom, a third chamber, a third 
jury room are already in place and being used every day by 
visiting judges in our new government center. 

Mr.  Speaker, Judge Joseph Del Sole, now o f  the Superior 
Court, who has many times been a visitor t o  Lawrence 
County and who has gained wide acclaim as  a calendar 
control judge in Allegheny County, writes: "I had an  oppor- 
tunity t o  observe the facilities of  your court along with the 
workload being handled at present by the two judges of your 
court. 

"It is my firm belief that the 53rd Judicial District is in 
desperate need of an  additional judge and such a request 
should be made t o  the legislature. The volume of  litigation, 
civil, criminal, domestic, juvenile and related matters cer- 
tainly justifies the need of an  additional judge. 

"There is no  question in my mind," Judge Del Sole contin- 
ues, "that the judicial workload in Lawrence County war- 
rants an additional judge. Further, the facilities that your 
Court enjoys in Lawrence County are excellent and there is in 
existence a complete set of facilities for a third judge if one is 
authorized by the legislature. 

"I believe it is unrealistic to assume that the need for a third 
judge can be adequately handled by visiting judges." And Mr. 
Pratt recommended that that is one of the things. Judge Del 
Sole has said that i t  is unrealistic. " ... 1 have n o  hesitancy in 
recommending that the legislature ... consider favorably an 
increase in the judicial manpower for Lawrence County ...." 

Mr. Speaker, the Lawrence County Bar Association on 
several occasions unanimously endorsed the idea of a third 
judge in Lawrence County. In 1982 1 personally wrote to 
every attorney in Lawrence County in regard t o  a third judge. 
The response was over 85 percent, and not one attorney in 
Lawrence County said we did not need a new judge. Here is 
just part of  one letter that an  attorney wrote back to me: 
"You may not know that Lawrence County has more criminal 
cases than the average three-judge county in Pennsylvania. 
Obviously, we d o  not have three judges t o  dispose of that 
caseload, despite the fact that the legislature insists that the 
criminal cases be disposed of within 180 days. Although the 
criminal caseload has increased consistently since the 1920's, 
the number of judges has not changed. As a result o f  the crim- 
inal caseload and priority, i t  takes us approximately four 
months to get a hearing date on a miscellaneous matter and it 
has already been determined that there will be no  civil cases" 
held in Lawrence County "during 1984. 

"I resent the fact that Lawrence County is not treated as 
well as the majority of Pennsylvania and I suggest that you 
represent your area by supporting a third judge for  Lawrence 
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County. I see no reason why Lawrence County should not 
receive the same service that the remainder of Pennsylvania 
receives. In the meantime, I will have to explain to my clients 
that their civil case will not be decided during 1984 and I will 
suggest to them that i t  probably will not be decided until the 
legislature decides to give Lawrence County a third judge." 

Mr. Speaker, all of the county commissioners who served 
Lawrence County, who governed Lawrence County for the 
past 12 years unanimously support a third judge. Today the 
majority of Democratic and Republican members of the 
board of commissioners supports a third judge. Judge Bar- 
bieri, who was the State Court Adminisirator 2 years ago, 
supports a third judge for Lawrence County. Four of the five 
legislators who serve Lawrence County, namely Senator 
Shaffer, Senator Ross, Jim Burd, and myself, favor a third 
judge. 

Mr. Speaker, our neighboring counties of Mercer, Beaver, 
and Butler have received additional judges in recent years. Is 
it not likely that the need that brought additional judges to 
those counties also exists in Lawrence County? Mr. Speaker, 
we in the legislature have increased the court work consider- 
ably with legislation such as the new drunk driving law, the 
new Divorce Code, the Protection From Abuse Act, and the 
mandatory sentencing act. Now I feel that we should give 
them the necessary judges to handle that workload. We 
desperately need a third judge in Lawrence County. I am 
asking all my colleagues to vote "no" on the Pratt amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes, for the second time on this question, 
the gentleman from Lawrence, Mr. Pratt. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Speaker, to be as kind as I can, appar- 
ently my colleagues from Lawrence County have not read the 
recent statistics regarding the cases pending and the cases filed 
in Lawrence County. 1 attached with my memorandum. 
which 1 circulated last week, statistics which come from the 
State Court Administrator, which were extracted directly 
from the records of Lawrence County. Lawrence County has 
less the court load than other two-judge counties: less, Mr. 
Speaker, for the years 1981, 1982, and 1983. 

Mr. Speaker. I think my colleague, Representative Fee, is 
being confused with certain statistics which were submitted bv 

my colleagues to show me where they have specifically exam- 
ined the statistics in this case, that they have reviewed the 
records in conjunction with the State Court Administrator. 
They have not; I have, Mr. Speaker. And speaking of Judge 
Del Sole, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to question the motives 
behind the letter to the president judge o f  Lawrence County 
from Judge Del Sole, but I can assure you it was not entirely 
based on merit. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, can you imagine being a lawyer in 
Lawrence County and receiving a letter asking, do  you 
support a third judge, which you know is supported by the 
president judge? Would you dare publicly say no? Of course 
not. If it were up to the Lawrence County Bar in Lawrence 
County, they would have 10 judges. That is appropriate for 
judge shopping. 

Mr. Speaker, the need for a third judge in Lawrence 
County just is not there. Mr. Speaker. all two-judge counties, 
all three-judge counties, all judges have gone through the 
growth that Representative Fee has outlined. Yes, we have 
more staff in the D.A.'s office; yes, we have more members in 
the public defender's office; yes, we have more cases because 
o f  certain legislation enacted by this General Assembly, but, 
Mr. Speaker, so have the other counties, and they are getting 
along just as well. 

Mr. Speaker, if the proper administrative procedures were 
used in Lawrence County, we would not have a need for legis- 
lation establishing a third judgeship there. T o  give you an idea 
what is happening in Lawrence County, the D.A. controls the 
trial list of criminal matters - not the president judge, not the 
court administrator, but the district attorney. I think that is 
unheard of, Mr. Speaker. Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, the 
State Court Administrator found 160 defendants who were 
convicted over a 3-year period of time still awaiting sentence, 
Mr. Speaker. The.reason: because the president judge has 
never requested supportive staff to initiate presentencing 
reports. 

Mr. Speaker, I do  not relish the opportunity to debate my 
colleague from Lawrence County on this matter, but I assure 

1 you that based upon the statistics, based upon the learned 
conclusions of the State Court Administrator's Office, there 
is no need for an additional judgeship in Lawrence County at 
this time, and I respectfully request your support of this 
amendment. Thank vou. 

the Lawrence County court administrator. Those On thequestion recurring, 
Mr. Speaker, were submitted in error mainly 

Will  the House agree to the amendments? 
court administrator did not know how to submit those 
figures. After correcting the figures, Mr. Speaker, the The call was recorded: 

of cases drastically was reduced and i t  clearly illustrated that YEAS-19 
Lawrence County did not fall within the three-judge-county 
category. 

Mr. Speaker, what my colleague fails to tell you is that not 
all of the county commissioners in the past have supported a 
third judge. That has been reported in the press, but that is 
erroneous. Currently, yes, one Democratic and one Republi- 
can county commissioners support a third judge, but, Mr. 
Speaker, I challenge any one of those gentlemen or any one of 

Baldbin 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
noyes 
Greenwood 

Hocilel Merry 
l ivengood Piitella 
L.loyd Pratt 
Lucyk Sieighnrr 
Markovek Su.eet 

NAYS-174 

Tigue 
Van Horne 
Was6 
Wright, D. R .  

Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbinr 
Rudy 
Ryan 
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Battirto 
Hlaum 
Book 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Hunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 

Foster, Jr . ,  
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 

A. McHale 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Mayernik 
Michlaric 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Miscevirh 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mower" 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurmall 
Schcet~ 
Schuler 
Scmmel 
Serafini 
Serenty 
Shoueri 
Sirianni 
Smith. 0. 
Smith. L .  E. 
Snyder. D. W .  
Snyder. G. M .  
Spencer 
Soil, 

This amendment  provides for  a third judge in the  39th Judi- 
cial District, which comprises the  counties of  Franklin a n d  
Fulton. 

Presently in HB 1579 there is a n  inclusion for  the  increase in 
judges in two other  fifth-class counties. Currently in the  nine 
fifth-class counties o f  Pennsylvania, of  which Franklin is one, 
five of  the  nine already have three judges. This  bill would add 
two more, two other  fifth-class counties, bringing the  total to  
seven of  nine fifth-class counties having three judges. 

Franklin currently has  a population which is somewhat 
higher than some of  the  counties that  already have three 
judges. In addition, the  39th Judicial District in Pennsylvania 
comprises the  county o f  Fulton with a population o f  12,000. 

Colafella Harper Mrkon';c 
Cole Hasay Murphy 
Cardisco Hayes Nahill 
Cornell Herman Noye 
Coslett Hershey O'Brien 
Cawell Hanaman O'Donnell 
COY Hutchinson Olasr 
Deluca l tk in  Oliver 
DeVerter Jackson Perrel 
DeWeese Jarolin Peterson 
Dale). Johnson Petrarca 
Daviei Karunic Petrone 
Dawida Kennedy Phillips 
Deal Klingaman Piccola 
Dietz Koiiniki Pieusky 
Dininni Kowalyshyn Pit15 
Dombrowrki Kukovich Poll 
Donatucci Lashinger Preston 
Dorr Laughlin Punt 
Duffy Lehr Rappaport 
Durham Lescavitr Reber 
Evans Letterman 

N O T  VOTING-5 

Barber Carn Fattah 
Cappabianca 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zaikl 
Richardson 

Irvi5. 
S~eaker 

T h e  question was determined in the  
amendments were not agreed to .  

Stairs 
Stevcnc 
Stewart 
Stuhan 
Snift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E .  
Telek 
Trello 
Truman 
V ~ O O "  
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Weston 
William5 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, I .  L. 
Wrighl. R. C 

negative, a n d  the  

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

amended? 
Mr. COY offered the  following amendments No. A2241: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6 ,  by inserting after "thirty- 
second," 

thirty-ninth, 
Amend Sec. l.(Sec. 91 I),  page 3, line 10, by inserting brackets 

before and after "2" and inserting immediately thereafter 
3 - 

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

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. O n  that  question, the  Chair 
recognizes the  gentleman from Franklin, Mr.  Coy.  

Mr.  COY. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker.  

~ ~ 

When you a d d  it together, there is a definite need for  a third 
judge. 

Both judges in Franklin County  currently support this 
amendment;  the  court administrator supports  the  amend-  
ment; the  Franklin County Bar  Association, through its presi- 
dent,  J o h n  Sharpe, has  written t o  me in support  of  the  amend- 
ment.  T h e  statistics are  very clear. Franklin County  has  a defi- 
nite need for  a n  additional judgeship. Both judges have been 
working, some o f  them evenings, t o  clear the  caseload and 
have been able t o  keep the  caseload a t  a backlog which is not 
t o o  bad.  But very frankly, in a letter t o  m e  one  o f  the  judges 
stated that he does not know how long he can keep up  the  
pace to keep the backlog at  the  current level. 

As I said, another  problem that makes the  increased 
number  of  judges necessary in Franklin County  is the  fact that 
the  same judges have t o  serve Fulton County  in this judicial 
district. T h e  distance between Chambersburg a n d  
McConnellsburg, the  county seats of  Franklin a n d  Fulton 
County respectively, makes it necessary for  a judge t o  travel 
t o  McConnellsburg o n  several days. Inclement weather in the  
winter a n d  because of  the  fact that this trip is made  over a 
mountain makes i t  even more difficult t o  schedule judges and 
their participation in the  legal affairs of  both counties. 

T h e  request, I think, is a legitimate one  f rom the bar associ- 
ation and f rom the two judges. I have sponsored the  amend- 
ment. It has been cosponsored by Representative Pun t ,  who I 
think will speak. I would ask for  the  support  o f  the  House of  
Representatives for  this amendment .  Thank  you, Mr.  
Speaker.  

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair  thanks the  gentle- 
man .  

T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman f rom Franklin, Mr. 
Punt .  

Mr. P U N T .  Thank you, Mr.  Speaker.  
I had some remarks, 1 felt, t o  justify the  need for  a third 

judge in Franklin County,  but with the  hour  a n d  everything 
else we have to go ,  I will suspend those remarks a n d  would 
ask for  a n  affirmative vote.  

T h e  S P E A K E R  pro  tempore.  T h e  Chair  recognizes thc  gen- 
tleman from Centre,  Mr.  Letterman. 

Mr. LETTERMAN.  Thank  you, M r .  Speaker.  
May 1 i n t e r r o ~ a t e  M r .  Kappaport ,  please? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. 
Rappaport, indicates he will stand for a period of inter- 
rogation. The gentleman, Mr. Letterman, is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, when a bill comes before 
your committee t o  add judges, is there anything else taken 
into consideration besides the Representative's request? 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Yes. Mr. Speaker. On this bill we gen- 
erally requested input from the legislative delegations from 
that county on both sides of the aisle, the Senators from that 
county on both sides of the aisle, the county commissioners, 
and the Court Administrator. We went after the county com- 
missioners because they have to  raise the taxes to pay the bills, 
and I am sympathetic that we should not be adding tax 
burdens to other people whom other people have to raise taxes 
for. That is the procedure that we used. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. That is funny, because I had one that I 
was not consulted on and I think a lot of other people. I just 
was trying to get at that I thought, Mr. Speaker, we might 
have to have other statistics, but you claim that that is all we 
have, just those requests. You really do  not look at anything 
else except the legislator's or  Senator's request, in other 
words. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. No. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
perhaps could not hear me. We not only ask for the feelings of 
the legislative delegations but the Court Administrator, the 
State Court Administrator, who develops statistical back- 
ground on every judicial district, and the county commis- 
sioners and the president judge and other judges in each 
r n n n t v  - - -. . . , . 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes, for the 

second time on the issue, the gentleman, Mr. Coy. 
Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, 1 was not going to speak again, but 

I feel that I must. 
The tax burden will be very limited to the taxpayers of 

Franklin County given the fact that we have recently 
expanded our courthouse facilities. There is a third court- 
room; there is staff to handle an additional judge; and I do  
not believe that the tax burden will be increased because of 
this to the local taxpayers in Franklin County. 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Could Mr. Coy answer a couple of 
questions for me? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he 
will stand for a period of interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. 
Rappaport, is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, as I read this amend- 
ment, it will add one judge to the two existing judges of the 
judicial district comprising Fulton and Franklin Counties. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. COY. That is my amendment. 
Mr. RAPPAPORT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring. 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-179 

Afflerbach Dul'l'v Levin Kirgrr 
Aldrrette Uurhani Linton Rudy 
Angstadt Ebanh Lloyd Ryan 
Armstrong Fattah Lucyk Rybak 
Arty Fee McCall Salovm 
Baldbin Fixher \'lcClarchy Salvatore 
Barbcr Flick McHale Sauiman 
Bauisto Foater. W. \V. Mclnryre Scheetz 
Belfanti Fosrcr. Jr., A. McManagle Schuler 
Blaum Frccnian hlcVerry Semmel 
Book Firind Rlackouski Seralini 
Bouser Fryer Madigan S~.vcnty 
Rrandt Galiaghcr Maiale Showers 
Rroujur Callcn Manderino Sirianni 
Bunt Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Burd Cannon Markosek Smith, L. E. 
Burns Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Caltagirone tiladeck Michloiii. Snydcr. G. M. 
Cappabianca Godshall Micorric Spilz 
Carn Grieco Miller Stairs 
Ceiiar Gruppo Mirccvich Srcighner 
Cimini Hagart) Moehlmann Steuens 
Ci\ers Hsluska Morri, Stcnarl 
Clark Harper hlower) Stuban 
Clymer Hahay Murphy Sweet 
Cohen Hayes Nahill Taylor. E. Z. 
Coiafella Hcrshey Noye Taylor. F. E. 
Cole Horffcl O'Bricn Trello 

O'Donncll Cordiico Honaman Truman 
Cornell Hutchinson Olarr Van Hornr 
Cahleu ltkin Oliver Vioon 
Co*cll Jarolin Perlcl Wachob 
CO) Johnwn Peterson Wambach 
Deluca Kasunic Perrarca Warro 
DeVerter Kennedy Petroce was; 
DeWeeqe Klingaman Phillips Weston 
Daley Kosiniki Piccola Wigpins 
Davie? Ka\raiybhyn Pic~5ky Williams 
Dawida Kukovich Pistella Wilson 
Deal Laihingcr Pitts Wogan 
Diet, Laughlin Pall Wozniak 
Dininni Lehr Punt h'righl. D. R. 
Dombro\rski Lrscovilz Kappaport Wright. J. L.  
Donatucci Letterman Rcber Wright. R. C. 
Dorr Levi Ruinard 

NAYS-I9 

Belardi Greenwood Merry S~encer 
Bo yes Gruitra Mrkonic Swift 
Cawley Herman Pratt Telek 
Fargo Jackson I're5ton Tiguc 
George Livcngood Robbins 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

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? 
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Mr. W A C H O B  offered the  following amendments  No. 
A2312: 

Amend Title, page I,  line 7 ,  by removing the period after 
"districts" and inserting 

; and providing for additional compensation for 
assignment of district justices. 

Amend Bill, page 4 ,  by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
Section 2. Section 4122 of Title 42 is amended to  read: 

9 4122. Assignment of district justices. 
(a) General rule.-Subiect to  general rules anv district . . - 

justice may be temporarily assigned to  any other magisterial dis- 
trict o r  the Pittsburgh Magistrates Court o r  the Traffic Court o f  - - 
Philadelphia, and may there hear and determine any matter with 
like effect as if duly commissioned to  sit in such other district or 
in such court. 

(b) Senior district ius1ices.-A senior district iustice who 
shall not have been defeated for reelection o r  been &ended o r  
removed from office may, with his consent, be assigned on  tem- 
porary magisterial service pursuant to  subsection (a). A senior 
district justice shall be paid a per diem salary at the same annual 
rate as is applicable in the district where he is temporarily 
assigned and shall receive expenses at the same per diem rate as 
other justices temporarily assigned. 

(c) Additional compensation.-A district justice, assigned 
by the court of common pleas to  perform additional part-time 
duties in a district other than the one in which he is elected, shall 
be entitled to receive additional compensation of $20 per day for 
each day he performs assigned duties. 

Amend Sec. 2, page4. line 10, by striking out "2" and insert- 
ing 

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

ing 
4 

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

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. O n  that  question, the  Chair  
recognizes the  gentleman f rom Elk, Mr.  Wachob.  

Mr.  WACHOB.  Thank  you, Mr.  Speaker.  
Mr. Speaker,  this amendment  is offered by the  lady f rom 

Centre,  Mrs. Rudy, a n d  myself, a n d  what it seeks t o  d o  is not 
a d d  additional judgeships but put some fairness and equality 
into the  rural district justice compensation system, when you 
have a district justice who  serves in another judicial district 
outside his own for  a majority of  the  time that he is practic- 
ing. I believe that  this is a n  amendment ,  Mr. Speaker,  that  
should have been dealt with in the  past in the  District Justice 
Act when we raised salaries fo r  legislators a n d  members of  the  
bench. I would hope for a n  affirmative vote by the members. 
Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-185 

Afflerbach €\an, I.crrcrman Reinard 
Aldcrelte Fargo 1 evi Rieger 
Angitadt Fattah Le\ in  Rud)  
Armrlrong Fee Linton Ryan 
Arty Circhcr 1.ivengood Rybak  
Baldwin Flick Lucyk Saloom 
Barber Foster. W.  W .  ClcCall Sai\atore 
Battisto Foster, J r . ,  A. LlcClatchy Saurman 

Belfanti Freeman McHale Schuler 
Blaum Freind Mclntyre Semmel 
Book Fry~r McMonagle Serafini 
Baaher 
Biandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 

Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gcist 
Gladeck 
Gad5hall 
Greenwood 
Grleca 

McVerry 
Mackawski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Michlovic 

Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Sdtz 

Cawley Gruitza Micor~ie skirr 
Ceiiar Gruppo Miller Steighner 
Cimini Hagarty Maehlmann Stevens 
Civcra Haluika Morris Stewart 
Clark Harper Mowery Stuban 
Clymer Hasay Murphy Sweet 
Cohen Hayes Nahill Swift 
Colafells Herman Noye Taylor, E.  2. 
Cole Hcrihey O'Brien Taylor, F. E.  
Cordisco Hoeifel O'Donnell Trello 
Cornell Hanaman Olasr Truman 
Coslett Hutchinsan Oliver Van Harne 
Cowell ltkin Perrel Vroan 
Coy Jackson Peterson Wachab 
Deluca Jarolin Petrarca Warnbach 
DeVerter Johnson Petrone Wargo 
DeWeese Kasunic Phillips Wais 
Davies Kennedy Piccola Weston 
Dawida Klingaman Pieviky Wiggins 
Deal Kosinski Pistella Williams 
Dietr Kowalyshyn Pitts Wilson 
Dininni Kukovich Pot1 Wagan 
Dombrowski I.ashinger Preston Worniak 
Donatucci Laughlin Punt Wright, D. R. 
Dorr Lehr Rappaport Wright, J. L. 
Dufiy Lescavitr Reber Wright, R. C. 
1)urham 

NAYS-I I 

Belardi Lloyd Pratr Telek 
Boycs Merry Rabbins Tigue 
George Mrkanic Scheetr 

N O T  VOTING-2 

Daley Miscevich 
EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zrikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

T h e  question was determined in the  affirmative, a n d  the  
amendments  were agreed to.  

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

amended? 
M r .  CLARK offered the  following amendments  No. 

A2192: 

Amend Title, page I,  line 4, by inserting after "the" 
fifth, 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 91 I), page 2 ,  line 6 ,  by inserting brackets 
before and after "39" and inserting immediately thereafter 

45 - 
O n  the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the  amendments?  
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the gentleman rise? 
Mr. COWELL. A point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. On the question, 

Will the House agree to the motion? 
Speaker. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

t he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Allegheny, Mr. Cowell. For what purpose does 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order to 
make the motion that the rule be suspended which requires a 
fiscal note from the Appropriations Committee. That is the 
,,tion before the H ~ ~ ~ ~ .  

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 
point of parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, has a fiscal note been pre- 
pared and distributed on this amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the proposed Clark 
Flick McHale 
Foster. J r . ,  A. Mclnlyre 
Freind MrMonagle 
Fryer McVerry 
Gallagher Mackowski 
Gailen Madigan 
Gannon Maiale 
Geiit Manderino 
George Manmiller 
Gladcck Marko5ek 
Codshall hlerry 
Grieco Micozrie 
Gruitra Miller 
Gruppo Miscevich 
Hagarty Morris 
Haluska Mowers 
Harper Mrkonic 
Hasay Murphy 
Haye5 Nahiil 
Hcrrhey N O ~ C  
Hoeifel O'Brien 
Honaman O'Donnrll 
Hutchinson Olasz 
Jaralin Oliver 
Johnson Peirel 
Kasunic Peterson 
Kennedy Petrarca 
Klingaman Petrane 
Korinski Phillips 
Kowalyshyn Piccola 
Kukovich Picksky 
Lahhinger Piriella 
Laughlin Pitts 
Lehr Pot1 
Lercovitz Preston 
Letterman Punt 
Levi Rappaport 
Levin Reber 
Lintan Reinard 
Likengood 

NAYS-27 

Fargo ltkin 
Fattah Jackson 
Foster. W. W.  Lloyd 
Freeman Mayernik 
Gamble Michloric 
Greenwood Maehlmann 
Herman Pratt 

NOT VOTING-I 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I70 

Afflerbach Evan, Lucyk Rieger 
Aidereire Fee McCall Rabbinr 

Firchcr McClaIchy Ryan 
amendment? 

Mr. COWELL. That is correct, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not have in its 

possession that information. Possibly the gentleman, Mr. 
Clark, could answer that question. 

Did the gentleman, Mr. Clark, hear the question raised by 
Mr. Cowell? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, 1 did, Mr. Speaker. I did not have a 
fiscal note prepared. I do  not understand that I need to. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, am I correct in understanding 
that the rules of the House, specifically rule 19(a), would 
require a fiscal note for an amendment that would add costs 
t o  the Commonwealth and/or political subdivisions? 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I believe this would just add as 
much as the other judges we have put in for the other coun- 
ties. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The same undetermined 
amount. 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. The chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee informs me that the cost is $70,000 per judge, 
which is the salary o f  the judge, which is paid for by the State, 
plus approximately another $70,000 for various ancillary 
court personnel, chambers, etcetera, per year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, my question remains, do  we 
have a formal fiscal note that has been prepared and distri- 
buted to the members o f  the House indicating the cost lo the 
Commonwealth and, in this case, to Allegheny County? I 
think it is particularly important, since this amendment is 
being introduced over the objections of the county commis- 
sioners in Allegheny. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, if there is such a rule that 
requires the fiscal note, could I move to suspend that rule so 
that we do  not stay here all night? We have other amendments 
for Allegheny County and I anticipate the same objections, 
so, if we could, to move things along. Absent that, I would 
ask that we hold the bill over. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Baldwin 
Barber 
Battirto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 

~ o y c s  

Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 

Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Ccssar 
Cimini 
Civera 
C l a r k  
Clymer 
Colafeita 
Cole 
Cordirco 
Cornell 
Co51etl 
COY 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Da,ies 
Deal 
Die17 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Danatucci 
Durr 
Duffy 

c,h,, 
Couell 
Dcluca 
DeVerter 
Dawida 

Seventy 

~~~~i~~ 
Richardson 

Rybak 
Saloam 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E .  2. 
Taylor, F .  E. 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachab 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weslon 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L .  
Wright, R. C. 

Rudy 
Smith. L. E .  
Stewart 
Swift 
Telek 
Worniak 
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A majority of the members elected to the House having uation cited by Representative Clark, and that is the fact that 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the we d o  have currently four vacancies for which nominations 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. are now pending over in the Senate. O u r  county commis- 

~ ~ - 

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

The SPE<AKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr.  Clark, 

sioners have argued that perhaps the filling o f  those vacancies 
will meet the need, any need that currently exists in the court,  
and they suggest that a s  a more appropriate first step. 

Secondly and very significantly, the county commissioners 
will proceed. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
This amendment is in conformance with a request from our  

president judge in Allegheny County to  create six new judge- 
ships t o  handle a backlog that is developing in the courts. We 
have some dissension in Allegheny County in that the com- 
missioners d o  not want the new judges because they d o  nor 
want to  pay the costs of thosejudges and their s taff  and facili- 
ties. However, we are developing a backlog that will put us 
into a real problem. 

We currently have four vacancies because some of  our  
judges were elected to  other courts, and what is happening is 
we are stealing judges from the civil division to  handle crimi- 
nal cases. In essence, what is happening is our  civil division is 
developing a backlog, and generally people d o  not get excited 
about civil cases because they d o  not make headlines. We are 
not letting criminals go  at this point, but our  president judge 
envisions some problems in the future, and we are merely 
trying to address that problem somewhere down the line. Our  
commissioners have not agreed to create one judgeship, 
although some o f  them admit to  a need for  those judges. and 
what 1 a m  attempting to  d o  here is get the legislature to  agree 
to  create some new judgeships so that we may be able to  get 
the process moving so that our  court does not languish in 
heavy backlogs. 

This is identical to  an  amendment that was circulated by 
Representative McVerry, and I would ask for your support So 
that we can keep our  court one of the finest in the Nation. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. T h e  Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Allegheny, Mr. Cowell. 

Mr.  COWELL.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
First of all, Mr.  Speaker, I think i t  is important that the 

members recognize the impact of this amendment. I t  would 
add to  the number of judges to  be added by this bill by an 
amount  almost approaching 50 percent. I t  is a very significant 
change in terms o f  [his bill that came out o f  the Judiciary 
Committee and subsequently the Appropriations Committee. 

Earlier in this session I introduced a bill at the request o f  
our  president judge in Allegheny County, along with a 
number of my Allegheny County colleagues, that reflects the 
number in this amendment; that is, six new judges. I still 
believe in my own mind that  we probably have a need for  at 
least one new judge, and perhaps a larger number. Nonethe- 
less, I am urging our  colleagues lo  oppose this amendment 
and any similar amendment today for  several reasons. 

First of all, the county commissioners in Allegheny County, 
all three of them, unanimously have asked the members o f  
this delegation and the members o f  this House o f  Represenla- 
rives not, at this time, to  add any judges to our  court o f  
common pleas. They cite as one o f  their major reasons the sit- 

cite the additional costs that wot~ ld  be incurred if we create six 
new judges. Our  fiscal people in Allegheny County estimate 
that the actual  cost to  the county for  each new judge that 

be created approximate $1 million. In their 
judgment, the cost o f  this amendment t o  Allegheny County 
and ~ l l ~ ~ h ~ ~ ~  county  taxpayers would be some $6 million. 
i-hat is in  addition to the costs (hat  would be incurred by the 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l t h  because our additional obligation to  reim- 
burse the c o u n t y  for some o f  these costs. 

Also, i t  is very significant in the eyes o f  our  county commis- 
sioners that the Court Administrator on a statewide basis has 

cited any need for  additional judges in Allegheny County. 
so i n  light of those reasons . the apparent lack of need in 

the eyer of our local county commissioners, the very signifi- 
cant costs that would be incurred on a statewide and on a local 
basis, and the absence of any  citation of  need on the part of 
the ,talewide court Administrator - we would urge at this 
time that you not add these six judges o r  any new judges to  

particular bill, 
M,. Speaker, I would indicate that sometimes it is difficult 

for  those of  US f rom Allegheny County t o  come before you 
and ask you to so,lrct~ling 10 a bill f o r  Allegheny County 
where there \ \ i l l  be statewide costs involved. Certainly, in 
your own judgment, we hope that you would not add state- 
wide costs through this amendment to  your taxpayers and our  
taxpayers a l l  over this State in a situation where we are not 
asking for  something and where, in fact, our  county commis- 
sioners have specifically urged us not to  approve this o r  any 
s imi la r  amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, there is some talk about a backlog in Repre- 
sentative Clark's comments, but in fact what he said was, we 
,,,trying to  deal with problems in the future. If in fact there 
are problems i n  the  f u t u r e  that can be addressed by judges 
being added to  the court o f  common pleas in Allegheny 
county ,  we will be prepared to deal with it at  that time. I 
would report our  county  have requested a 
s tudy by the Pennsylvania Economy League to  look at ,  from 

objcctivc point  of view, whether or not additional judges 
are needed in our  court.  But at this time their judgment is that 
they are not and their judgment is they cannot be 
afforded. f n  light of that and in light o f  the absence o f  any 
comment by thc Court Administrator, we would urge that this 
amendmcnt bcdcfeated, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. T h e  Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Allegheny, Mr.  McVerry. 

M ~ ,  M ~ V E R R Y .  ~ h ~ ~ k  you, hlr .  speaker. 
M ~ .  speaker, I rise to support [he Clark amendment for the 

addition of s i n  judges i n  Allegheny County,  and I would like 
to  o f fe r  a fc~c, comments in support o f  that.  I, likewise, have 
circulated [he ,ame amendment ,  
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The last time that there was an increase in the number of 
judges in Allegheny County was in 1973. In the last 10 or 11 
years in Allegheny County, the filings in the civil division that 
require the attention of a judge have increased by nearly 61 
percent. The filings in criminal division that go to trial have 
increased by 33 percent. The filings in the family division have 
increased by 30 percent. The filings in the orphan's court divi- 
sion have increased by 15 percent. 

1 say that by way of illustration, because since 1973 we have 
had approximately six judges retire in Allegheny County or 
reach the mandatory retirement age. Each of those judges 
over the past 8 to 11 years has continued in almost full-time 
service in a senior judge status relationship in the county, 
being paid by the county for  their services. Those six judges, 
serving as senior status judges, brought our complement 
effectively to 45. 

The studies made by the court of common pleas of Alle- 
gheny County to prove and warrant its need for additional 
judges are basically agreed to by the members of the Alle- 
gheny County delegation. However, the Allegheny County 
delegation is divisive today for the reason that the county 
commissioners do  not want additional judges. They do  not 
want additional judges not because the need is not there in the 
judiciary; they do  not want additional judges because they do 
not want t o  pick up their share of the costs. 1 do  not blame 
them for not wanting to  pick up their share of the costs, but 
what I say is, the county commissioners are not the legisla- 
ture. They are the executive branch of government. The judi- 
ciary has effectively established to this delegation, and to  me 
in particular, the need for those additional judges. The judi- 
ciary has asked the legislature. We have an independent 
responsibility to respond to that request of the judiciary irre- 
spective of the negative attitude that the county commis- 
sioners have taken. 

1 respect the county commissioners in Allegheny County. I 
think that they do  a good job in the administration of the 
county. However, I also think that oftentimes the county 
commissioners tend not t o  address a problem when it needs to 
be addressed, witness the fact that a Federal court judge in 
Allegheny County is effectively running the Allegheny County 
jail because the county commissioners have turned their heads 
on an overcrowding problem in that county for the past 20 
years. So now we are in construction of a new jail, and the 
Federal court judge is releasing prisoners from our jail on a 
daily basis because of the overcrowded conditions. 

I submit to you that the judiciary is entitled to make their 
request of the legislative branch, and we have a responsibility 
t o  judge the request of the judicial branch independent and on 
its own merits. I request that you do  that and support this 
request for additional judges. 

1 earlier spoke of the fact that we have had the services of 
six senior judges for the past 8 to I1 years. Those senior 
judges are now in an age category from 71 to 76 years old. 
They are really practically incapable of keeping up the 
caseload and workload that is necessary to keep Allegheny 
County as one of the highest recognized court systems for 
efficiency purposes in the United States. 
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We now have four vacancies on the court awaiting appoint- 
ment, but the studies that were conducted by the court admin- 
istrator's office in Allegheny County were conducted at a time 
when the court was at its full complement. There is no ques- 
tion that those four vacancies at this point in time create an 
additional hardship, and hopefully with the appointment 
process that is pending in the Senate, that will soon be cor- 
rected. But that will not correct the overall problem that Alle- 
gheny County faces, and that is, in order t o  maintain an effi- 
cient court system in a large metropolitan area, additional 
judges are necessary. I point out a comparison to  you that the 
county of Allegheny is near in population to  Philadelphia. 
Philadelphia has over 100 common pleas court judges, with a 
significant backlog there also, and Allegheny County func- 
tions at a level right now o f  39 with four vacancies, or 35. 

1 submit to you that the facts are there. The county commis- 
sioners of Allegheny County cannot, will not, and do  not 
refute those facts, and I request that you support the Clark 
amendment for additional judgeships in that county. Thank 
you. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just briefly, I rise in opposition to the Clark amendment. 

Even with the statements that were made by the previous 
speaker, for an awful lot of the people it is not just the 
backlog, but the failure to be able to meet a $300 bond some- 
times is actually the problem. Not only that, the State is also 
part of the problem insofar as the overcrowding of the jails. 
because we are presently taking prisoners who should be in a 
State institution. But not only that, there is another problem 
that arises, that of cost efficiency and productivity. No one 
can answer not just the cost of $1 million per additional court- 
room, but no one is to say where we can even put six addi- 
tional judges, because the space does not exist. 

I would ask the members, are we going to  sit down and vote 
so that we can increase for six more judges so the judges them- 
selves can start taking a half a day? I do  not think that we can 
do  that in our right minds, and that is basically what we are 
going to do. There is no room for the judges, there has been 
no explanation as far as where we are going to be able to put 
them, and it is just not $6 million additional t o  the county but 
also to the State of Pennsylvania we are looking at  an  addi- 
tional cost of $840,000 without justification. 

Also, there is another factor that we are looking at. Pres- 
ently we are waiting for four additional appointments. These 
vacancies have existed for close to the last 6 to 8 months. We 
feel that once these are filled, we will be able to hold and get 
rid of an awful lot o f  the backlog. So I think that the amend- 
ment is not needed at this time. I am willing to agree with Mr. 
Cowell that in the future we can look further to be able to 
justify possibly one or  two judges, but six is beyond the 
means, and I ask for a negative vote on the Clark amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Allegheny, Mr. Itkin. 
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Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the positions 
of Representative Cowell and Representative Preston in oppo- 
sing the Clark amendment. I do  not want to stand before you 
now and reiterate the fine presentations they both made in 
support of the position of not having additional judges at this 
time. 

I am urging you to  let this bill pass at this time without any 
amendments for additional judges for Allegheny County to  
go into the bill. It may occur that in the other body this may 
change and judgeships might be added. I am suggesting that 
we will come back to  you at that time with a better position as 
to what Allegheny County would like to have. But for now, 
my strong suggestion to the House is not t o  accept any judges 
at this time. 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I would first like to say that 
Allegheny County has three of the finest county commis- 
sioners that any county could possibly have. 1 would also like 
to say that we have 39 of the finest judges that any county 
could hope to  have. But the most important thing to me, Mr. 
Speaker, is the 57,000, 58,000 constituents whom I represent, 
and as of today, with all of the publicity that we have got in 
the Pittsburgh papers, I have yet t o  have one o f  my constitu- 
ents in my district tell me that we need six more judges. 1 
oppose the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes, for the 
second time, the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, very quickly, if I can. 
1 want to point out one provision in this bill that requires 

that the judges created in here be filled through the election. If 
we are to elect them next year and get the judges in, we have 
got to do  it now. We cannot afford to  wait until the county 
commissioners get around to  it. 

The study that was referred to  earlier mentioning the cost of 
$1 million a judge was not a very good study or a very accu- 
rate study. It was so admitted because the study was asked to 
be redone in light of the commissioners' consideration o f  
filling vacancies. So I would appreciate an affirmative vote 
for this so that we can just get the thing moving. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-57 

Alderette 
Arty 
Book 
Brand1 
Burns 
Cessar 
Clark 
Cornell 
Deal 
Danatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fee 
Gallagher 

Gallen 
Cannon 
Hagarty 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
Kennedy 
Koiinski 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 

Manderino 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Perrel 
Petrarca 
Pievsky 
Pitti 
Poll 

Rappaport 
Reber 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Smith, B. 
Spencer 
 spit^ 
Sweet 
Van  Horne 
Vroon 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Afflerbach 
Angrtadt 
Armstrong 
Baldwin 
Rarber 
Battiito 
Belardi 
Bellanti 
Blaum 
Bawser 
Boyer 
Biaujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cauley 
Cimini 
Cirera 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordiico 
C061ell 
Couell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Diclz 

Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. W. W. 
Foster. Jr., A.  
Frecman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gamble 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godrhall 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Haeffel 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Klingaman 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Lehr 

NOT 

Leico\itr  
Letterman 
Lev i  
Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manmiller 
Markasek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Peterson 
Perrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pratt 
Preston 
Punt 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Rabbins 
Rudy 

VOTING-2 

Rybak 
Scheet7 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. M.  
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Wachoo 
Wambach 
wargo  
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Harper Maiale 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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 tKird consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. DlETZ offered the following amendments No. A2215: 

Amend Title, page I, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
providing for dividing the thirty-ninth judicial dis- 
trict into two separate districts; and 

Amend Sec. 1, page I ,  line 10, by inserting after "561" 
9n I , ,-. 

Amend Sec. I ,  page I, by inserting between lines 14 and IS 
5 901. Judicial districts. 

(a) General rule.-The Commonwealth is divided into 60 
judicial districts, numbered and composed as follows: 

First.-City and County of Philadelphia. 
Second.-County of Lancaster. 
Third.-County of Northampton. 
Fourth.-County of Tioga. 
Fifth.-County of Allegheny. 
Sixth.-County of Erie. 
Seventh.-County of Bucks. 
Eighth.-County of Northumberland. 
Ninth.-County of Cumberland. 
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Tenth.-County of  Westmoreland. 
Eleventh.-County of Luzerne. 
Twelfth.-County of  Dauphin. 
Thirteenth.-County of  Greene. 
Fourteenth.-County of Fayetle. 
Fifteenth.-County of Chester. 
Sixteenth.-Countv of  Somerset. 
Seventeenth.-Counties of Snyder and Union. 
Eighteenth.-County of Clarion. 
Nineteenth.-County of York. 
Twentieth.-Countv of  Huntinadon. . 
Twenty-first.-County of Schuylkill. 
Twenty-second.-County of Wayne. 
Twenty-third.-County of Berks. 
Twenty-fourth.-County of Blair. 
Twenty-fifth.-County of  Clinton. 
Twenty-sixth.-Counties of Columbia 

and Montour. 
Twenty-seventh.-County of  Washington 
Twenty-eighth.-County of Venango. 
Twenty-ninth.-County of Lycoming. 
Thirtieth.-County of  Crawford. 
Thirty-first.-County o f  Lehigh. 
Thirty-second.-County of Delaware. 
Thirty-third.-County of Armstrong. 
Thirty-fourth.-County of Susquehanna. 
Thirty-fifth.-County of Mercer. 
Thirty-sixth.-County of Beaver. 
Thirty-seventh.-Counties of Forest 

and Warren. 
Thirty-eighth.-County of  Montgomery. 
Thirty-ninth.-[Counties] County of 

Franklin [and Fulton]. 
Fortieth.-County of  Indiana. 
Forty-first.-Counties of Juniata and Perry. 
Forty-second.-County of Bradford. 
Forty-third.-County of Monroe. 
Forty-fourth.-Counties of Sullivan 

and Wyoming. 
Forty-fifth.-County of Lackawanna. 
Forty-sixth.-County of Clearfield. 
Forty-seventh.-County of Cambria. 
Forty-eighth.-County of McKean. 
Forty-ninth.-County of Centre. 
Fiftieth.-County of  Butler. 
Fifty-first.-County of Adams. 
Fifty-second.-County of Lebanon. 
Fifty-third.-County of Lawrence. 
Fifty-fourth.-County of Jefferson. 
Fifty-fifth.-County of Potter. 
Fifty-sixth.-County of Carbon. 
Fifty-seventh.-County of  Bedford. 
Fifty-eighth.-County of Mifflin. 
Fiftv-ninth.-Counties of  Cameron and Elk. 
Sixtieth.-County of Pike. 
Sixty-first.-County of Fulton. 

(b) Change in number or boundaries.-Except as otherwise 
provided therein, any statute amending subsection (a) so as to 
change the number or boundaries of the judicial districts of this 
Commonwealth shall take effect 30 days after the entry of  an 
nrder of the Snnreme Court evidenrine the advice and rnncrnl of 

Section 2. The arovisions of this act, creating a new judicial 
district, shall take effect 30 days after the advice and consent of  
the Suoreme Court of Pennsylvania is civen by order of the court 
pursuant to section I1 of  ~ A i c l e  V of-the Constitution of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 10, by striking out "2" and insert- 
iny . 

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

ing 
4 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Bedford, Mr. Dietz. 

Mr. DIETZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am offering amendment 2215, which estab- 

lishes a 61st Judicial District for  the people o f  Fulton County. 
Mr.  Speaker, this very same amendment has passed the 

House of Representatives two times previously. I seek your 
support for its passage again today. 

POINT OF ORDER 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, despite the friendship 
that 1 feel for the gentleman, I must rise to a point of  order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will slate his 
point of order. 

Mr.  RAPPAPORT. We have already adopted an  amend- 
ment involving the judicial district of  which Fulton County is 
a part. I would therefore suggest that this amendment is an 
amendment to an amendment, which, if I remember cor- 
rectly, is not in order. 

The SPEAKER fir0 tempore. There are further changes 
listed in the amendment: it is not only an  amendment to an 
amendment. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. I would like to be recognized on the 
amendment itself, if the Speaker has ruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker s o  ruled. 
The Chair recognizes the renowned gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport. 
Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, and 1 say this again, that 

despite my friendship and admiration for the gentleman, I am  
forced to oppose his amendment. 

The bill itself, in accordance with the Constitution of  Penn- 
sylvania, provides that no new judicial districts may be 
created bv the General Assembly unless the Supreme Court of 
Pennsylvania agrees. The Supreme Court, through the State 
Court Administrator, has said to the committee that they will 
not approve a separate judicial district for Fulton County. 

the Constitution of ~ennsylvmia.  
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 91 I), page 4, by inserting between lines I 

and 2 
Sixty-first I 

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 

.. ~~~~ -~ . ~ ~ .  -- -... ~~~ - . ~ ~ ~ .  . ~ ~ ~~~. -. .. 
the court to the amendment pursuant to section I I of Article V of  

lin and Fulton Counties is characteristic of a two-judge judi- 
cial district, and therefore it would not be appropriate to 
create a separate judicial district, and the court went further 
and said, nor to add an  additional judge to the district. But we 
have already added a judge to the district, making it three 

I The court has observed that the combined caseload of Frank- 
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judges. The Court Administrator's Office has made it very 
clear that Fulton County just is not large enough to justify a 
separate judge. 

I might also say that it is not really good judicial practice to 
have one-judge districts, if you can avoid it. Admittedly, they 
do  exist in Pennsylvania and they work well, but if that judge 
gets sick or has a conflict of interest, you have to go to the 
Supreme Court to assign another judge to sit specially. In a 
two-judge district you do  not have that problem. 

I might add that the same point is made by several newspa- 
pers in that area, that they just do  not need a separate judicial 
district. I did not object when we created an additional judge- 
ship, and hopefully that judgeship will go to Fulton County, 
as the county in that district that has nothing, but I would 
urge the House to vote against the amendment and not to 
create a separate judicial district in Fulton County. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes, for the second time on the question, 
the gentleman from Bedford, Mr. Dietz. 

Mr. DIETZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As I have said, this amendment has passed the House of 

Representatives two times previously. Actually, Mr. Speaker, 
it is inconceivable that the people of Fulton County have not 
had their own judicial district for many years. Mr. Speaker, 
let us look constructively at sound logic and to why 1 say this. 

Let us compare both Pike and Potter Counties with Fulton 
County. The criminal cases in Pike County in the last admin- 
istrator's report showed 57 criminal cases; Potter County, 85; 
and Fulton County averaged 93. 

Mr. Speaker, let us look at  this amendment, A22I5. Taking 
the years 1976 through 1981, the Honorable Merrill Kerlin, 
former member of the House and district attorney of Fulton 
County, checked and gave me the record on criminal, civil, 
juvenile, domestic relations, divorce, and orphan's court 
cases filed in that county. For an example, Mr. Speaker, 
Fulton County had 126 criminal cases filed in 1976; 107 cases 
in 1977; 91 cases in 1978; 67 cases in 1979; 77 cases in 1980; 
and 97 cases in 1981. Mr. Speaker, this is an average of 93 
criminal cases per year, exceeding by far the 57 cases in Pike 
County, as contained in the 1982 Annual Report of the 
Administrative Office o f  the Pennsylvania Courts, also 
exceeding the 85 cases in Potter County - both counties, Mr. 
Speaker, having their own judicial district. 

What makes it so unfair for the people of Fulton County, 
Mr. Speaker, is that they pay taxes like the people in all the 
other counties and must travel distances up to 50 miles for a 
hearing. That is not all, Mr. Speaker. I t  is 22 miles from 
McConnellsburg to  Chambersburg, and if an attorney from 
McConnellsburg must accompany his or  her client to Cham- 
bersburg for a hearing, he or she must charge the client for 
additional expenses and travel time. Now, Mr. Speaker, you 
must also understand the terrain between these two points, 
especially during the winter months. Unless you are familiar 
with Route 30 between those two points, you do  not know 

that for approximately 8 miles up and down the rugged 
Tuscarora Mountain it is extremely hazardous in the winter. 

Mr. Speaker, I voted for Franklin County to have another 
judge, as the bill was amended by my colleague, Representa- 
tive Coy, because each judge in Franklin County is now 
serving a population of 56,814 people. Mr. Speaker, the 
judges in Blair County are each only serving 45,540 people. 
Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, with an  additional judgeship for 
Blair County, each judge would serve only 34,155 people. 
Each judge, with an  additional judgeship in Franklin County, 
would be serving 37,876 people, without the population of 
Fulton County. If Fulton County would be included with 
Franklin County, each judge would be serving 42,215 people 
and would be required to travel 22 miles to serve the Fulton 
County population. That does not make sense to me. Mr. 
Speaker. 

As you have done two lime7 in the past, I ask that you cast a 
favorable vote for this amendment. This amendment is 
endorsed by the Fulton County Bar Association, the Fulton 
County Chamber of Commerce, the Fulton County commis- 
sioners, and other organizations and individuals. Should the 
volume of any court in the Commonwealth at any time not 
have a full caseload, judges can be assigned to other courts. In 
practicing law, I am certain the gentleman, Mr. Rappaport, 
does not have to regularly travel 50 miles for a hearing. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Franklin, Mr. 
Coy. 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. Dietz, 
consent to interrogation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he 
will stand for a period of interrogation. The gcntlcman, Mr. 
Coy, is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if this amendment is adopted, would i t  have 

any effect upon the previous amendment I offered for the 
39th Judicial District'! 

Mr. DIETZ. I do  not think so, Mr. Speaker, for the simple 
reason that without Fulton County, each judge in Franklin 
County would be serving a population of 37,876 people, as 
compared, for example, with Blair County where their judges 
would only be serving 34,155. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Then, Mr. Speaker, if this amendment wcrc to pass, there 

would be three judges allocated, per my previous amendment, 
to the county of Franklin, rhe 39th Judicial District, and one 
judge to the Fulton County judicial district. Is that correct? 

Mr. DIETZ. Thar is correct. 
Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Indiana, Mr. Wass. 
Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of 

the amendment, please? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he 
will stand for a period of interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. 
Wass, is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, I stand in support of your 
~ ~ 

amendment, but tell me, do you have a courthouse in Fulton 
County? 

Mr. DIETZ. Yes, sir. Everything is ready to go for a judge. 
Mr. WASS. So there would be no additional expenses? 
Mr. DIETZ. There would be no additional expenses. The 

facility, the courthouse, is right there. And as a matter of fact, 
Mr. Speaker, at one time they did have their own judge. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Tioga, Mr. 

Spencer. 
Mr. SPENCER. Just a brief question of the sponsor of  the 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Dietz, 

has consented to interrogation. 
Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Speaker, has the sponsor of the 

amendment made overtures to the Supreme Court or the 
Court Administrator as to whether or not they would approve 
such a new judicial district? 

Mr. DIETZ. Actually not, Mr. Speaker, for the simple 
reason that it has to go through the legislative process, and at 
that time then the decision is made by the court as to whether 
or not they approve the action of the legislature. 

Mr. SPENCER. Thank you. 
I would like to point out to the members of the House that 

under title 2, the Judiciary Code, even though the House may 
pass this amendment, the Supreme Court could not concur in 
it and they could, in effect, not create the judicial district. 
Therefore, the members should be aware of that when they 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-145 

Afflerbach Fatlah Levi Rybak 
Alderetle Fee Lint an Saloom 
Angstadt Fischer McClatchy Salvatore 
Armstrang Flick McHale Saurman 

Cole Hasay Noye Swiit 
Cornell Hayes O'Brien Taylor, E. 2.  
Corlett Herman Olasz Telek 
Cowell Hershey Perzel Trello 
COY Honaman Peterson Truman 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Deal 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duify 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 

Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kosinski 
Kowalyrhyn 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitr 

Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Preston 
Punt 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 

Vroon 
Wamhach 
Wargo 
Was5 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Baldwin Gallagher Lloyd Rappapart 
Belardi Gamble Lucyk Rieger 
Belfanti George McCall Rudy 
Blaum Harper McManagle Showers 
Broujos Hoeffel Manderino Stuban 
Canoabianca ltkin Michlovic Sweet 
 ohe en Jaralin Mrkanic Taylor. F. E. 
Cordisco Kasunic O'Donnell Tigue 
DeWeese Kukavich Oliver Van Horne 
Daley Letterman Pieviky Wachob 
Dawida Levin Pistella Williams 
Dombrawski Livengood Pratt Wozniak 

NOT VOTING-5 

Barber Clark Maiale Petrarca 
Carn 

EXCUSED-.? 

Maimion Zwikl 
Richardson 

ITV~E. 
Speaker 

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

I STATEMENT BY MR. KOSINSKI 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of a 
request from the gentleman from Philadelphia, Representa- 
tive Kosinski, who, under unanimous consent, wishes to 
address this House. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
Mr. KOSINSKI. Mr. Speaker, as a courtesy to my fellow 

House members, I am going to be introducing a concurrent 
resolution this evening calling for an investigation of the 
investment practices regarding the State Lottery Fund. If 

Any Faster, W. W. Mclnlyre Scheetz anyone would like to cosponsor the resolution, it is available 
Battisto Foster, Jr.. A. McVerry Schuler 
Book Freeman Mackowski Semmel at my desk. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Bowser Freind Madinan Serafini The SPEAKER oro temoore. The Chair thanks the eentle- 
Boyes Fryer ~ a n i i l l e r  Seventy 
Brandt Gallen Markosek Sirianni 
Bunt Gannon Mayernik Smith, B. 
Burd Gcist Merry Smith, L. E. 
Burns Gladeck Micozzie Snyder, D. W. 
Caltagirone Godshall Miller Snyder. G. M .  
Cawley Greenwood Miscevich Spencer 
Cessar Grieeo Moehlmann Spitz 
Cimini Gruitza Morris Stairs 
Civera Gruppo Mawery Steighner 
Clymer Hagarty Murphy Stevens 
Colaiella Haluska Nahill Stewart 

- 
man. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1579 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
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Mr. MORRIS offered the following amendment No. 
A1877: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 911). page 2, line 16, by striking out "8" 
and inserting 

9 - 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. MORRIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment would add an additional judge for Chester 

County over and above the additional judge provided for in 
the bill. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-146 

Afflerbach Fee Mclntyre Rieger 
Alderette Fischcr McMonagle Rudy 
Angstadt Foster, W. W. McVerry Rybak 
Arty Foster, Jr., A. Mackowski Salaom 
Baldwin Freeman Madigan Salvatore 
Battist" Freind Maiale Saurman 
Belfanli Fryer Manderino Semmel 
Blaum Gallagher Manmiller Seventy 
Book Gallen Markosek Showers 
Borser Gannon Mayernik Sirianni 
Burd Geist Michlovic Smith. B. 
Burns Godshall Micar~ie Smith. L. E. 
Caltagirone Grieco Miller Snyder, D. W. 
Cappabianca Gruitza Miscevich Snyder, G. M .  
Cessar Cruppo Marrih Spencer 
Cimin~ Hagarty Mowery Stairs 
Civera Haluska Murphy Steighner 
Clark Harper Nahill Stewns 
Clymer Hershey Noye Stemart 
Cohen Hutchinson O'Brien Stuban 
Colafella ltkin 0' Donnell Sweet 
Cole Jarolin Olasr Taylor. E. Z. 
Cordisco Johnson Oliver Taylor. F. E. 
Cornell Kasunic Perrel Telek 
Coslett Kennedy Petrarca Tiello 
Cowell Kowalyshyn Petrone Truman 
COY Kukovich Phillips Vroon 
Deluca Lashinger Piccola Wachob 
DeWeeie Laughlin Pieviky Wambach 
Daley Lehr Pistella Warga 
Davies Lescovitz Part Wass 
Dietz Letterman Preston Williams 
Dininni Lloyd Punt Wogan 
Dombrawrki Lucyk Rappaport Wozniak 
Donarucci McCall Reber Wright, D. R. 
Dorr McClatchy Reinard Wright, J. L. 
Dully McHale 

NAYS-50 

Armstrang Farga Klingaman Rabbins 
Belardi Fattah Kosinski Ryan 
Boyes Flick Lrvi Scheetz 
Biandt Gamble Levin Schuler 
Bioujoi George Linton Seralini 
Bunt Cladeck Livengood Spitz 
Carn Greenwood Merry Swift 
Caw ley Haray Machlmann Tipue 
DeVerter Hayes Mikonic Van Horne 
Dawida Herman Peterson Wiggins 
Deal Hoeffel Pitts Wilson 
Durham Honaman Pratt Wright. R. C. 

Evans Jackran 

NOT VOTING-2 

Barber Weston 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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. McVERRY offered the following amendments No. 

A244 1 : 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "the" 
fifth, 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 91 I), page 2, line 6 ,  by inserting brackets 
before and after "39" and inserting immediately thereafter 

42 - 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. McVerry. 

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, the House voiced its opinion 
on the request for six additional judgeships for Allegheny 
County. If at first you d o  not succeed, try, try again. If you 
cannot get a full loaf, try for half. 

Amendment 2441 requests an additional three judgeships 
for Allegheny County to increase the complement from 39 to 
42. There has been a demonstrated need by the court adminis- 
trator's office in Allegheny County for these additional 
judges, warranting them and justifying their need. 

An earlier speaker said to this body that the Supreme Court 
of Pennsylvania administrator's office has said that Alle- 
gheny County does not need additional judges. I would like to 
quote to you from a letter bearing the signature of Abraham 
Gafni, Court Administrator of Pennsylyania, sent to Repre- 
sentative Rappaport as chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
on November 14, 1983. It refers to additional judgeships 
being warranted in six judicial districts, all of which are 
included in this legislation. The letter goes on: "In addition, it 
is, of course, far more difficult to analyze the need for addi- 
tional judgeships in very large counties. Based upon the infor- 
mation available to us, it would appear that Allegheny 
County may also have a need for additional assistance." The 
Court Administrator's Office did not conduct a study of the 
need for judgeships in Allegheny County, because Allegheny 
County has its own court administrator's office that provides 
the statistical data to support the need for these additional 
judgeships. 

We have six senior judges who will be on the bench a very 
limited period of time henceforth. We have four vacancies to 
be filled. With all of those judges, we have a backlog that is 
mounting tremendously on a daily basis. I request your 
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support of this amendment for three additional judgeships, 
because there is a demonstrable need in our counly. I would 
appreciate your support. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the previous speaker characterized this 

amendment quite accurately - try and try and try again, and 
hopefully this House will ultimately buy one of these amend- 
ments adding some judges, some of these unwanted judges, in 
Allegheny County. 

Again, I would urge that we defeat this particular amend- 
ment. The arguments made earlier still hold. The Allegheny 
County commissioners unanimously oppose any additional 
judges at this time. They feel that they are not warranted, 
there has not been a clear signal from the Court Administra- 
tor on a statewide basis that they are needed, and certainly 
they will be very, very costly. In this case, three judges would 
cost approximately $3 million to the taxpayers of Allegheny 
County and cost a couple of hundred thousand dollars to the 
taxpayers of this State, if they in fact are added at this time. 

I would urge that we do  with this amendment as we did with 
a previous amendment affecting Allegheny County, and that 
is, defeat it. As I indicated earlier, the county commissioners 
have commissioned a study from the Pennsylvania Economy 
League asking the league to make an objective study and to 
make objective conclusions and recommendations about the 
need for any additional judges. If the league does indicate the 
judges are necessary, this bill is going over to the Senate. 
There w.,l be plenty of opportunity to add judges for Alle- 
gheny County at that particular point, but at this time there 
has not been demonstrated need, our county commissioners 
are opposed to them on the bases of lack of need and on great 
exoense to the State as well as to local taxoavers. I uree defeat 

I Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Alderette 
Arty 
Belfanti 
Book 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clvmer 
~ o ~ a f c ~ ~ a  
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
c o y  
Daley 
Davies 
Dietr 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 

Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Armstrang 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Blaum 

Fee 
Flick 
Faster. W. 
Foster, Jr., 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Crieco 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Lashinger 
Lehr 
I-es~ovitz 

Evans 
Fattah 
Fireher 
Freeman 
Gallaghe, 
Gamble 
Geist 
George 

Letterman 
McClatchy 

W. Mclntyre 
, A. McMonagle 

McVerry 
Madigan 
Manderina 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Mircevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Perzcl 
Petrarca 
Pitts 
Port 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Reber 

Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Mackowrki 
Maiale 
Manmiller 

Reinard 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Van Harne 
Vroon 
wass  
Weston 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wright, R. C. 

Robbins 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Seventy 
Showers 
Stairs . . - 

of the amendment. Bowiei Cruitra Markasek Stewart 
Boyes Haluska Mayernik Stuban 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- ~~~~i~~ H a r ~ e r  Merry Swift 

tleman from Allegheny, Mr. Cessar. 
Mr. CESSAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the McVerry amendment. I just think that 

we in the General Assembly ought to be voting on this for the 
simple reason that the president judge of Allegheny County 
has indicated rather clearly that there is a need, and it just 
seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the Pennsylvania Economy 
League does not have the expertise to be able to tell us, rather 
than the president judge of the courts of Allegheny County, 
that we need the three additional judges. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I request that everybody support this. Thank you. 

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

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to urge an affirmative vote on the McVerry 

amendment. Three judges may be a lot more acceptable to the 
General Assembly, and we have a need for additional judges. 
I would appreciate an affirmative vole. 

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

Caltigirone ~ a k s  Miller Taylor, F. E. 
Cappabianca Herman Mrkonic Telek 
Cau,ley Hoelfel O'Donnell Tigue 
Cohen Hutchinson Oliver Trella 
Cordiica ltkin Peterson Truman 
Cowell Kasunic Petrone Wachab 
Deluca Kosinski Phillips Wambach 
DeVerter Kowalyshyn Piccola Wargo 
DeWeere Kukavich Pievsky Wiggins 
Dawida Laughlin Pistella Williams 
Deal Levi Pratt Worniak 
Dininni Levin Preston Wright, D. R .  
Donatucci Linton Rieger Wright, J .  L. 

NOT VOTING-I 

Car" 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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. BOYES offered the following amendments No. A2321: 

Amend Title, page 1 ,  line 4, by striking out "sixth," 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 911). page 2, line 7, by striking out the 

bracket before and after "6" 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 91 I), page 2, line 7. by striking out "8" 

On the question, 
Will the House aeree to the amendments? - 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Erie, Mr. Boyes. 
Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 want to share with the members of the 

House the reasons I am making this request to delete the two 
additional judges for Erie County. I am of fer~ng this amend- 
ment because I believe there must be a better method for 
determining the need for additional judges for Erie County. 

Mr. Speaker, I note with great interest the interrogation of  
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee at the request of 
Mr. Letterman earlier today. Keeping that in mind, I would 
like t o  point out to the members o f  the House that Erie 
County currently has six judges. The newly authorized sixth 
judgeship for  Erie County was just filled in the fall of 1983. 
Now within 6 months of being with the newly authorized com- 
plement of six judges, H B  1579 is calling for the creation of 
two new judicial positions for Erie County. 

When you quickly examine HB 1579 as reported to the 
floor, you will note that Erie County was the only county on 
your list that had for the calling and reporting of two addi- 
tional judges. How the need for these two additional judges 
was decided remains the crux of the controversy with HB 
1579. The president judge o f  Erie County, the local judicial 
officer who is most knowledgeable about the particular 
demands of the Erie County court, was not aware, was not 
aware, or involved in making this request for the two addi- 
tional judgeships. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read for the members a very 
brief, two-paragraph letter addressed to the Honorable 
Samuel Rappaport from the president judge of Erie County. 
This letter is dated May 9, 1984. 

Dear Representative Rappaport: 

A few weeks ago I learned through the news media 
that your Committee has recommended two new 
judgeships for Erie County. I had not been ad\,ised, 
nor was I aware, that your Committee was even con- 
sidering this action. 

I believe you should be aware that this Court is not 
in agreement with such a proposal at this time. If our 
case load continues to increase as i t  has in the past few 
years, I believe that one more additional judgeship for 
our County could be a necessity in three or so more 
years. At the present time, houever, we see no need of 
any additional judge. I see no reason to burden the 
citizens of our County for the additional costs when 
such is not necessary. 

Very truly yours. 
James B. Dkyer 
President .Judge 

Erie County 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that every request for  additional 
judges should be with the involvement, or  the very least, the 
knowledge and consultation of the president judge of  the 
county that is involved. 

The question which recurs is, why two more judges rather 
than one? It is most difficult to reach a proper decision 
without a judicial study of the present court workload. Do we 
need two more judges? Some Erie County judges will say yes: 
some Erie County iudges will say no. The bar association and 

~~ - 

the public defender will say more judges will be helpful. The 
Grange and taxpayers groups will say no  additional judges. 
The county government, the majority of the county council 
members have communicated to the members of the General 
Assembly that they cannot afford two more judges. 

The judicial swirl continues unabated in Erie County. In 
order to resolve this, I am requesting an  affirmative vote on 
this amendment so that a proper resolution can be made of  
this question. The Erie County court administrators for  both 
civil and criminal courts have not submitted a study of the 
court workload or  made a recommendation based on the sta- 
tistics related to the need. The president judge has askcd the 
State Court Administrator's Office t o  conduct such a study, 
and your affirmative vote today will allow such a study to 
take place. 

In order to absorb these two new judges as called for in HB 
1579, it will be necessary to either increase the local tax 
burden or to cut back on existing county and judicial services 
or  a combination o f  the two. I d o  not think that local taxes 
should be increased or  local services decreased in order to pay 
for  the cost of financing two judgeships where no  substanti- 
ated need or case has been made at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the members of the General Assembly to 
allow such a study to take place and a recommendation to 
come through the proper channels, through the court admin- 
istrators at the local level and the State level, to  make their 
recommendations to this General Assembly. 1 ask that you 
allow the courtesy of the president judge t o  be involved in the 
selection process. I ask for an affirmative vote on this amend- 
ment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognize5 the gen- 
tleman from Erie. Mr. Caooabianca. . . 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I reluctantly rise in opposition to my good friend, Karl 

Boyes' amendment, and ask, of course, for a negative vote on 
this particular amendment for  various reasons, Mr. Speaker. 
For one, Erie County does presently have six county judges. 
Four of those six county judges find it necessary t o  communi- 
cate to this House that they find a need for two additional 
judges. The president judge, whom Mr.  Boyes mentioned, in 
his letter to the House of Representatives and t o  the Erie dele- 
gation, did state that at this time i t  would not be necessary 
perhaps to have two judges, but he said within 2 or 3 years he 
found it necessary perhaps that the county could support two 
judges. 
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judges until January of 1986. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a nega- 
tive vote on the Boyes amendment. 

Let me go on, Mr. Speaker, to advise you that the reason 
there seems to be a furor in Erie County in regards to perhaps 
having two more judges is one of fiscal responsibility. When 
the information first came out to the public by way of the 
media, we were informed that in Erie County each judge costs 
approximately $200,000. We were informed as recently as last 
Friday by the county finance director, Mr. Speaker, [hat these 
figures were in error. These figures were so far in error that we 
probably have the most cost-efficient court system of the 67 in 
the Commonwealth. It not only does not cost the taxpayers of 
Erie County $200,000 per judge, but Mr. Jim Goodrich, the 
county finance director, goes on to state that the total cost for 
the six judges we presently have is $87.304 per year, and mind 
you, less the $70,000 per judge reimbursement that the Com- 
monwealth sends to the county, which means that for six 
judges, we are paying only $17,304 for a total of six judges. 

Mr. Speaker, the county of Erie needs two additional 
judges. It ~teeds them because the four sitting judges, four out 
of six, state we need it. The Erie County Bar Association over- 
whelmingly endorsed the two additional judges. The district 
attorney overwhelmingly endorses the two additional judges; 
the public defender overwhelmingly endorses the two addi- 
tional judges. Mr. Speaker, just for the record, let me add 
that these statistics were given to me as recently as yesterday, 
that between October 1983 and up to May of 1984, Erie 
County, for  example, had 533 pleas of guilty that were 
handled by the court, 501 ARD's (accelerated rehabilitative 
dispositions) which were handled by our court, 394 support 
cases which were handled by our six judges, 5 5  summary 
appeals, 21 trials without jury were heard, and this, Mr. 
Speaker, does not include data for court en banc appeals, 
entitlement hearines. and so forth. - .  

Mr. Speaker, there is a necessity at the present time to have 
two more judges for Erie County. Let me point out that 
should the bill pass, we would not get those two additional 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Erie, Mr. Dombrowski. 

Mr. DOMBROWSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
When the maker of the amendment first spoke, he said that 

the public defender stated that we may need two additional 
judges when, in fact, he did say we do  need two additional 
judges. Let me just quote a little bit of what the public 
defender had in the paper. His figures showed that the county 
spends about $350,000 annually in salaries for nonsupport 
hearing officers, custody counselor, juvenile master, mental 
health/mental retardation masters, and for arbitration and 
viewer fees. Of that $350,000 figure, the public defender said 
that approximately $160,000 involves arbitration fees. In 
some cases the county must pick up the tab in an arbitration 
appeal at a cost of $100 an hour. If we had a judge doing that 
work, it would cost $35 an hour. 

Mr. Speaker, in a related matter, another court source 
pointed to the need for additional judges by saying that a man 
currently on bond on armed robbery charges opted for a 

nonjury trial. That trial, the source said, could not be sched- 
uled until October 31 and November I. 

Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that the need is there for two 
additional judges, and I would ask for a negative vote on the 
Boyes amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Crawford, Mr. Merry. 

Mr. MERRY. I am one of the Erie County delegation. We 
have five members of the House serving in Erie County. The 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee indicated that one of 
the ways that he decided what to put in the amendment was to 
check with the delegation. Three of the delegation sitting on 
this side had no knowledge of the two, so we had to do  our 
own research. Now remember, Mr. Speaker, a few short 
months ago we only had five in Erie County. Through the 
wisdom of the legislature, we decided to have six, and that 
sixth member was just recently put on there in September, and 
now all o f  a sudden we are being told that we need two more. 
Now, is this fair to State expenditures, for the State to spend 
the $70,000 per judge to  put two unnecessary judges? But are 
they necessary? Mr. Speaker, perhaps we do  need two more 
judges, but we have not had a study in Erie County that would 
indicate that this is plausible. The people in my district say 
they do  not want two more judges. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I have to urge the members to support this 
amendment t o  reduce i t  back to the number that we have got 
now until a study can be made until we find out that it is nec- 
essary to have 1 ,  6, or 16 more. For right now, Mr. Speaker, 
we do  not need more in Erie County. I urge the adoption of 
thisamendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
m a n ~  

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

VEA<-4< 

Angsladt 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Book 
Bowrcr 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Hun1 
Hurd 
Burns 
Cersar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Corncll 
Coilell 
DeVerter 
Daviei 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Flick 

Forter. W .  W. McClalchy 
Foster. Jr.. A.  McVcrry 
Freind Llackowski 
Gallen Madigan 
Gannon Manmiller 
Geisl Merry 
Gladeck hliconie 
Godshall hliller 
Greenwood Moehlmann 
Grieco hlowery 
Gruppo Nahill 
Hagarty No ye 
Hasay O'Hrien 
Hayer Perzel 
Herman Pelerson 
Hershey Phillips 
Honaman Piccola 
Jackson Pills 
Johnson Pott 
Kennedy Piall 
Klingaman Reber 
Laihinger Reinard 
1.ehr Robbin, 
Levi Ryan 

Saivatore 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith. H. 
Smirh, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Spencer 
Spilr 
Stevens 
Swifi 
Taylor. E .  Z. 
Telek 
Wars 
Werron 
Wilbun 
Wogan 
Wright. I .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
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Aff lrrbach 
Alderette 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Batlibto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Broujos 
Calragirone 
Caooabianca 

Donatucci Linton 
Duf fy  Livengood 
Evans Lloyd 
Fattah Lucyk 
Fee McCall 
Fischer McHale 
Freenian Mclntyre 
Fryer McMonagle 
Gallagher Mamie 
Gamble Mandcrino 
Ceoree Markosek 

Punt 
Rappaport 
Rieger 
Rudy 
Rlbak 
Saloom 
Seventy 
Shouers 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart , , - 

Carn G iu i t l a  Mayernik Stuban 
Cawlcy Haluska Michlovic Sweet 
Clark Harper Miacevich Taylor, F. E 
Cohcn Hoeffel Morris Tigue 
Calafella Hutchinron Mrkonic Trello 
Cole I tk in  Murphy Truman 
Cordisco Jarolin O'Doonel l  Van Horne 
Cowell Kasunic 
Coy Koiinski 
Deluca Ko\raiy\hyn 
De Weese Kukovich 
Dale) Laughlin 
Dauida I .cscovit~ 
Deal Ikrrernian 
Dombrowski Levin 

NOT 

O l a u  
Olirer 
Petrarca 
Pctrone 
Pievsky 
Pisrella 
Preston 

VOTING- 

Vroon 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwik l  
Richardson 

Irvis. 
qne9l.e. 

Uachob 
Wamhach 
Wargo 
Wlgginr 
Willlams 
Woiniak 
Wright, D. R 

Mr. BATTISTO. I am not requesting that. All I am 
requesting is that because we are the fastest growing county in 
the State and because of the tremendous influx of visitors, the 
caseload warrants three judges plus, really. But what we are 
really asking for is a third judge. The president judge who is 
retired is 80 years old. We d o  not expect him to  work forever. 
Therefore, I respectfully request that we add a third judge. 
Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man . . . -. . . 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Susquehanna. Miss 
Sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. May I interrogate the maker of the 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Battisto, 
indicates he will stand for a period of interrogation, and the 
lady, Miss Sirianni, is in order and may proceed. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know the 
population of Monroe County. 

Mr. BATTISTO. The population of Monroe County is 
75,000, but that does not speak for itself. The population is 
75,000, but we handle millions of visitors each year so that the 
caseload is not commensurate with the population. The 
caseload far exceeds the population. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, most counties have a bigger 
caseload than that for two judges. 

Mr. BATTISTO. Was that a question? 
Miss SIRIANNI. No. It is a fact. 
Mr. BATTISTO. Okay. 

The question was determined in the negative, and the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady has completed her 
amendments were not agreed to. interrocation. 

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

amended? 
Mr. BATTISTO offered the following amendments No. 

A2446: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by inserting after "thirty- 
second." 

forty-third, 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 911). page 3, line 14, by inserting brackets 

before and after "2" and inserting immediately thereafter 
3 - 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Monroe, Mr. Battisto. 

Mr. BATTISTO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is being offered by Represen- 

tatives Kowalyshyn, McCall, and myself. What it really does 
is adds one judgeship to the 43d Judicial District of Monroe 
County. Presently Monroe County has two judges for the 
record. However, besides the two judges, we have a third 
judge who is a retired president judge: he has been working 
without pay for the past 5 years. So in actuality- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman prepare 
a proclamation so that gentleman can be honored? 

The gentleman, Mr. Battisto, may be recognized for the 
second time on the issue. 

Mr. BATTISTO. One more statement. Mr. Speaker, the 
caseload of Monroe County exceeds the caseload of counties 
much bigger than itself. For example, at  any given time we 
have a caseload that is actually congested as a result of the 
many visitors and tourists. I say, besides the 75,000 people, 
we have millibns of people who visit the county each year, and 
that increases the caseload far beyond. the actual 75,000 
people. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair observes that those 
visitors probably bring in untold sums of money into that 
area. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-109 

Aillerbach Donatucci L in ton Preston 
Aldrrelte Duf fy  Lucyk Rappaport 
Baldwin t v a n s  McCall  Reber 
Batlist" Filttah McHnle Rieger 
Belardi FCC Mclntyrc Rudy 
Rclfanli Foster. W .  W. McMonaglr Rybak 
Blaurn Fresnlan McVerry Salaom 
Rroujos Gallagher Clackowski Saurman 
Caltagiione tiamble Maiale Sernmel 
Cappabianca t iannon blanderino Showers 
C a m  Geirt Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
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Cawley Godshall Mayernih Steighner 
Clark Grupno Michlovic Strwart 
Clymer Haluska Miller Stuban 
Cahen Herrhey Miscevich Sweet 
Colafella Hoeffcl Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Cole Hutchinson Mrkonic Taylor. F. E. 
Cordisco I lkin hlurphy Telek 
Cowell Jarolin O'Donncll Truman 
COY Kasunic Olasz Van Horne 
Deluca Kosiniki Oliver Wachob 
DeWeese Konalyrhyn Petrarca Wanlbach 
Daley Kukavich Petrone War go 
Davies Lashinger Phillipr Wars 
Dawida Laughlin Pievsky Williams 
Deal Lr,covitr Pistella M'ilson 
Dietz Lrvin Pott Wright. D. R. 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-88 

Angstadt Flick Livengood Schecu 
Armstrang Foster, Jr.. A .  Lloyd Schuler 
Arty Freind MrClatch) Serafini 
Barber Fryer Madigan Seventy 
Book Gallen Manmiller Sirianni 
Bowser George Merry Smith. B. 
Boyes Gladeck Micorric Smith, L .  E. 
Brandt Greenwood Moehlmann Snyder, G. M. 
Bunt Gricco Mowery Spencer 
Burd Gruitza Nahill Spill 
Burnr Hagarty Nayc Stairs 
Ccsaar Hasav O'Brien Sterens 
Cimini Hayes Perzel Swift 
Civera Herman Pelerron Tigue 
Cornell Honaman Piccola Trello 
Corlett Jackion Piits Vroon 
DeVerter Johnson Pratt Wesron 
Dininni Kennedy Punt Wiggins 
Darr Klingamnn Reinard Wogan 
Durham Lchr Robbins Wozniak 
Fargo Lcttcrman Ryan Wright. J.  L. 
Fischer Lcbi Sal~atore Wright. R. C. 

NOT VOTING-I 

Harpcr 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zuikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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? 

AMENDMENT A2441 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has before it a 
motion for reconsideration. The gentleman from Allegheny, 
Mr. Cowell, and the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Itkin, d o  
hereby move for reconsideration o f  the vote by which amend- 
ment 2441 to HB 1579 was passed on May 29, 1984. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-185 

Alncrbach Fargo Levin Rieger 
Aldeiette Fattah Linton Robbinr 
Ang\tadt Fee Livengood Rudy 
Armstrong Fircher Lloyd Ryan 
Arty Flick Lucyk Rybak 
Bald\%in Foster. M'. W. McCall Saloom 
Barber Faster, Jr.. A. McClarchy Saurman 
Batti<to Freeman McHalr Scheetz 
Belardi Frebnd Mclntyre Schuler 
Hellanti Fryer McMonagle Sernmel 
Blaum Gallagher hlackowski Serafini 
Book Gamble Madigan Seventy 
Bower Cannon Maials Showers 
Boyer Geist Manderina Sirianni 
Brandt George Manmiller Smith, B. 
Broujos Godshall Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
Burd Greenwood Mayernik Snyder. G .  M .  
Burns Grieco Merry Spencer 
Caitagirone Gruitza Michlovic Spitz 
Cappabianca Gruppo Micozrie Stairs 
Cawley Hagarly Miller Steighner 
Cersar Haluaka Miacebich Stevens 
Cimini Harper Moehlmann Stewart 
Cwera Hasay Morris Stuban 
Clark Hayes Mowery Sweet 
Ciymei Herman Mrkonic Swift 
Cohen Hershey Murphy Taylor, E. Z. 
Calafella Hoeffcl Nahill Taylor. F. E. 
Cole Honaman Noye Telek 
Cordisco Hutchlnson 0'l)onnell Tigue 
Cornell ltkin Olasr Trello 
Coslett Jackson Oli,,er Truman 
Cowell Jarolin Pelerron Van Horne 
Coy Johnson Petrarca Vroon 
Deluca Kasunic Petrone Wachob 
Debreere Kennedy Phillips Wambach 
Daley Klingaman Piccola Wargo 
Daries Kaainrki Pievsky Wass 
Dawida Kaaalyrhyn Piitella Wiggins 
Deal Kukovich Pitts Williams 
Dictz Lashinger Port Wilson 
Dininni Laughlin Pralt Wogan 
Dombrowiki Lehr Preston Wozniak 
Danalucci Lescovitz Punt Wright, D. R. 
Dorr Letterman Reber Wright. J. L. 
Dulfg 1.eri Reinard Wright, R. C. 
Durham 

NAYS-9 

McVerry Perzel Smith, L .  E. 
DeVerter O'Brien Salvatore Weston 
Gladrck 

NOT VOTING-4 

Evans Gallen Rappaport 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 
The clerk read the following amendments No. A2441: 

Amend Title, page 1 ,  line 4, by inserting after "the" 
f i f th.  
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Amend Se;. 1 (,e; 91 I J ,  page 2. Iln: 6 ,  h\ tn,crtl!tg hra:lct, 
belore and alter " l Y  anJ in,crun& ~mmcdt~tcl)  thcrcsrter 

42 - 
On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, I simply urge everyone to  
vote as they did on the last roll call on this amendment and 
support the additional judgeships. If additional studies are 
conducted successfully by the Economy League or any other 
body, those studies can be presented as this bill continues 
through lhe legislative process. I urge you to vote affirma- 
tively for these additional judgeships in Allegheny County. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this and a similar amendment were discussed 

earlier. We again would urge that this amendment be 
defeated, because i t  is opposed by the county commissioners 
of our area because of the substantial costs involved. I would 
remind you that we have suspended the rules, so we do  not 
have a fiscal note so that we would even know the cost to par- 
ticularly our local taxpayers. 

I would urge the defeat of the amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 

tleman from Allegheny. Mr. Cessar. 
Mr. CESSAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would urge the members to vote in the affirmative, as they 

did in the past, and let us pass the amendment and send it over 
t o  the Senate. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Afflerbach 
Alderette 
Angrtadt 
Arty 
Battist0 
Blaum 
Book 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cersar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Coy 
DeWeese 
Davier 
Dietz 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fee 
Fischer 

Flick 
Foster, W .  W. 
Foster, Jr.. A. 
Freind 
Callen 
Cannon 
Geist 
Cladcck 
Gadshall 
Greenwood 
Giirco 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haycs 
Herihcy 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kowalyshyn 
Lashinger 
ILehr 
Le5covitz 
I.evi 
McCall 
McClatchy 

klc\'err! 
hlackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Michlovic 
hlicozrie 
hliller 
Moehlmann 
Moiics 
Mower! 
M u r p h y  
Nahili 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olair 
P e r A  
I'etrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
P i c b t k y  
Pittr 
Poll 

Punt 
Rappaport 
Rcber 
Reinard 
Rieger 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloorn 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Siriannl 
Smith.  H .  
Smith. I .  E. 
Snider. D. W .  
Snyder, G .  M .  
Spcnccr 
Spit? 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Swrt 
Taylor. E. L .  
Van Harne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wars 
Werron 
Wilhon 
Woean 
Wright. J .  L .  
Wright. R .  C .  

Armstrong 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Belardi 
Betfanti 
Bourer 
Bayci 
Broujas 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cordirco 
Coucll 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
Dale y 
Dan,ida 
Deal 

Dombrowki 
Donatucci 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Freeman 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gamble 
George 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Hrrman 
Hoeffel 
l tk in  
Jarolin 
Kawnic 
Kohinski 
Kukavich 
Laughtin 
Leuerman 

NOT 

Lucyk 
McHale 
Mclntyre 
McManagle 
Maialc 
Manmillci 
Markoiek 
Maycrnlk 
Merry 
Mrkonic 
Oliver 
Petervln 
Petrone 
Piitella 
Praft 
Preston 

Robbinr 
Rudy 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Seventy 
Showers 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tiguc 
Trella 
Truman 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
William5 
Womiak 
Wright. D. R 

Dininni Harper Hutchinson Miscevich 

EXCUSED-4 

Marrnion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I wonder if it is possible to interrogate 

someone who would give me some information on the fiscal 
impact of this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, possibly the 
chairman of the Appropriarions Committee, is available. Mr. 
Pievsky of Philadelphia. 

Mr. PRATT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, could you possibly tell me, after the preceding 

amendments have been adopted, what the final fiscal impact 
may be if this legislation is enacted and signed by the Gover- 
nor? 

Mr. PIEVSKY. Not at this time, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. PRATT. Well, Mr. Speaker, if I could give you some 

assistance. 
Mr. PIEVSKY. I was informed that there were about seven 

more judges added, and I believe if you multiply that by 
$70,000, that will give you some answers. Mr. Speaker, they 



1172 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE MAY 29, 

also, I believe, did away with the Commonwealth Court 
judges, a n d  I believe that that  saved a little bit of  money. You 
will have t o  deduct that  f rom the balance. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. Does the  gentleman have a 
pad a n d  pencil? 

Mr.  PRATT.  C o m e  again, Mr.  Speaker? 
T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair was out  of  order.  
T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman, Mr.  Prat t .  
Mr. P R A T T .  Mr. Speaker,  a s  this bill came out  of  the  

Appropriations Committee with 15 new court of  common 
pleas judges a n d  2 Commonwealth Court judges, the  fiscal 
note  was approximately $7 million. We have deleted two 
Commonwealth Court  judges a n d  added seven court o f  
common pleas judges. Mr.  Speaker,  I think that is more than 
a washout.  W e  are  probably talking about  a bill, Mr.  Speaker,  
that  has a fiscal impact nearing $8 million additional. 

Mr. Speaker,  I rise t o  ask those members who are  interested 
t o  reject this bill which I call a bloated pig. It is bloated, Mr. 
Speaker,  with the  self-serving interests of  the  legal commu- 
nity. This bill should be called the  full employment for  judges 
bill a n d  the  heck with the  taxpayers bill. W e  talk about  legisla- 
tion, Mr.  Speaker,  to terminate pinstripe patronage; Mr. 
Speaker,  this is black-robe patronage. 

It is amazing, Mr.  Speaker,  how we can sit here a n d  adopt  
amendment  upon  amendment  upon amendment t o  a d d  judges 
t o  our  courts throughout the  Commonwealth effortlessly a n d  
without sensitivity, a n d  yet, Mr.  Speaker,  the  people of  this 
Commonwealth g o  begging for  food ,  for  jobs, a n d  for more 
help for  o u r  needy, a n d  for  our  children, for  education. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I suggest that those who  support this bill 
today may pay heavily for  il in November. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

O n  the  question recurring, 
Shall the  bill pass finally? 
T h e  SPEAKER pro  temDore. Agreeable t o  the  ~ r o v i s i o n s  . 

of  the  Constitution, the  yeas a n d  nays will now be taken 

Afflerbach Durham Lashinger Preston 
Alderette Fee Laughlin Punt 
Angsladt Fischer Lehr Rama~on 
Arty Flick Lescovitr 
Baldwin Foster, W. W .  Lucyk 
bat ti st^ Foster, J r . .  A .  McCall 
Blaum Frceman McClatchy 
Book Freind McHale 
Brandt Fryer McMonagle 
Broujor Gallagher McVerry 
Bunt Gallen Madigan 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cessar 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 

Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Harper 
Hayes 
Hershey 
Hoeffel 

Maiale 
Manderino 
Markoiek 
Mayernik 
Miehlovic 
Mico~rie 
Mircevich 
Morris 
Mowcry 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nose 

~~ ~ 

Reber 
Rcinard 
Rudy  
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salvatore 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith.  B. 
Smith. L.  E .  
Snyder, D.  W. 
Snyder, G .  M .  
Spencer 
Spitr 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Sweet 
Taylor. E.  Z. 

Cardisco 
Cornell 
Cowell 
Coy 
Deluca 
Daley 
Dabier 
Deal 
Dierz 
Domhrowaki 
Dorr 
Duffv 

Armstrong 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Coslett 
DeVerter 
DeWeeie 
Dauida 
Dininni 
Evans 
Fargo 

Honaman O'Brien 
Hutchinion O'Donnell 
l t k m  Olasl 
Jarolin Perrel 
Johnson Petrarca 
Kaiunic Petrone 
Kennedy Phillips 
Klingaman Pievsky 
Kminski Pistella 
Kowalyshyn Pitts 
Kukovich Pott 

NAYS-57 

Fattah Mackowski 
George Manmiller 
Godshall Merry 
Giuitra Miller 
Haluska Moehlmann 
Haray Mikonic 
Herman Peterson 
Jackson Piccola 
Letterman Pratt 
Levi Robbins 
Leuin Saloom 
Linton Sauinlan 
Lirengood Schcct~ 
Lloyd Schulcr 

Taylor. F. E. 
Van Harne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Warao 
Wass 
we<,on ~ .~ ~~ 

Wogan 
Wright. D. R .  
Wright, J.  L.  
Wright. R. C. 

Seventy 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Swift 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Williams 
Wilson 
Worniak 

N O T  VOTING-4 

Donatucci Mclntyre Oliver Rizger 
EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis, 
Speakel 

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

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

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair  recognizes the  lady 
from Chester, Mrs. Taylor.  

Mrs. TAYLOR.  M r .  Speaker,  the  debate  on  HB 1293 was 
long, and 1 would like t o  submit my remarks for  the  record. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. T h e  Chair  thanks the  lady. 

Mrs. TAYLOR submitted the  following remarks for  the  
1.egislative Journal:  

I am sure that most, if not all, o f  you have become familiar 
with HB 1293 - either through letters, phone calls, o r  even per- 
sonal visits from individuals asking for your support of,  or oppo- 
sition to. the bill. 

As we are now faced with the decision of how to  cast our votes, 
1 feel that i t  is vitally important to  quickly review the issue at 
hand, the same issue which we faced 2 months ago with another 
curriculum bill - HB 1181. 

Who should determine curriculum in our  schools - the State 
Board o f  Education o r  the State legislature? 

Let us review the situation as i t  presently exists and the changes 
which wouldoccur with enactment of HB 1293. 



My colleagues, I submit to  you that the arguments used by 
some in opposing this bill are unsubstantiated. 

HB 1293 recognizes church/state separation 
HB 1293 recognizes religious liberty 
HB 1293 recognizes parental rights 

On  February 14. 1984. this General Assemblv saw the wisdom 
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in pawng H R  1181 b) an o \c ruhe lm~ng  \ J I ~ . , I ~  171-26. 
Both Htl'\ I I X I  and 1293 are dc\lrucd td h3,e thc legi~l.i~urr.. 

* Presently, the State Board o f  Education mandates I80 
days of school instruction in religious-affiliated schools, 
through regulation. 

HB 1293 would require 180days in law. (Page 3, lines 15 
and 16) 

* Presently, the academic course listing requirements are 
established by the State Board o f  Education and contained in 
Chapter 5 of the regulations. 

HB 1293 would establish course requirements, to  
include all courses in the new Chapter 5 regulations (effective 
9/85), plus more, in law. (Page 3, line 20, through page 4, 
line 4) 

* The new Chapter 5 regulations do  not establish 
minimum graduation requirements, for  nonpublic schools. 

HB 1293 would specify academic-based minimum grad- 
uation requirements, in law. 

* Presently, a family can be prosecuted for having the chil- 
dren attend a school not meeting the regulations. 

HB 1293 would further provide for prosecution in the 
event o f  noncompliance with the law. (Page 3, line 10, and so 
forth) 

* Presently, parents are viewed as having the right and 
responsibility to  choose where they want their children edu- 
cated. 

HB 1293 would place into law a policy statement indi- 
cating the parents' rights and responsibilities to choose. 
(Page 4, lines 23 through 26) 

* And, finally, past and present policies, regulations, and 
court actions have kept government removed from religious 
methodology areas. 

HB 1293 would place Pennsylvania's historic position 
of "Hands out of Religious Matters" into law, by the state- 
ment found on  page 4, lines 26 through 30, and page 5, line I 
of the bill: 

"Nothing contained in this act shall empower the Com- 
monwealth, any of its officers, agencies o r  subdivisions to 
approve the course content, faculty, staff or disciplinary 
requirements o f  any religious school referred to  in this 
section without the consent of said school." 

- - 
as the elected representatives o f  the people, make the policy 
regarding education in the Commonwealth. 

My colleagues. I ask you to  vote in favor of passage of H B  
1293. Thank you for your kind attention. 

Since the first Union County Court was held in Mifflinburg in 
February o f  1814, that area of 647 square miles known as Union 
and later Snyder Counties has been served by one judge. In 1814, 
15.000 residents inhabited the two counties; today, over 66,454 
people call Union and Snyder Counties home. And today, one 
judge still serves these two counties. 

Union and Snyder Counties are nearly equal in makeup, char- 
acter, and population, but, while showing much in common, 
have also fostered distinctive business/commerce, industrial, and 
educational spheres. They are two highly prosperous and devel- 
oped counties ready to  leap into the 21st century. We must be 
certain, however, that our  judicial branch of government is up to 
the new rigors and challenges which await. Presently, we can best 
address those challenges by support of HB 1579 and the creation 
o f  a second judgeship for the 17th Judicial District. 

On  June 10, 1983, at a press conference held at the Snyder 
County Courthouse in Middleburg, I announced my intentions to 
pursue the creation of a second judgeship for  our  district. While 
interest had been expressed by both the Snyder and Union 
County Bar Associations, it was not until my introduction o f  HB 
1206 on  June 14, 1983, creating a new judgeship, that the support 
o f  the then sitting Judge A. Thomas Wilson for  a second judge 
was in place. 

Since then, we have only garnered additional support from the 
State judiciary for a new judgeship. On  May 4, 1983, 1 wrote the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court Administrator Judge Abraham 
Cafni requesting his support of a second judgeship. On  Novem- 
ber 14, 1983, Judge Gafni announced his support for additional 
judges in six common pleas districts -Snyder and Union Counties 
were included. 

Following the November 1983 retention election loss of Judge 
Wilson, Judge Greevy of Lycoming County presided over the 
court from January 3, 1984, until Judge James A .  McClure was 
appointed and administered the oath on  May 14, 1984. From this 
interim experience, Judge Greevy readily and heartily concurred 
in the need for  the second judgeship. Judge McClure also 
endorsed the idea o f  an additional judgeship in his testimony at 
his confirmation hearing before the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

An additional iudee for the 17th District. H B  1206. was later 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  Chair recognizes the gen- 
t leman f rom Union,  Mr. Showers. 

Mr.  SHOWERS.  M r .  Speaker,  I would like t o  submit my  
remarks o n  the  occasion of  the  passage of  H B  1579 for  the  
record. Thank  you. 

T h e  SPEAKER pro  tempore. T h e  gentleman's remarks will 
be spread upon the record. T h e  Chair thanks the  gentleman. 

Mr.  S H O W E R S  submitted the  following remarks for  the  
Legislative Journal :  

. " 

this session incorporated in the legislation before us today, H E  
1579, which creates numerous additional judgeships. 

The need for this second judgeship is supported not only by the 
ouinion of those directly working in the system but also by a sta- 
tistical comparison o f  the 17th judicial District with other two- 
county, one-judge districts. The 17th is the only district com- 
prised of two similarly populated counties. Other districts all 
consist o f  one larger and dominant county and a second smaller 
county existing as an appendage to  the larger. In such a situation, 
a commuting judge is better off  than a judge who would have to  
spread his precious time between two similar workloads in two 
separate counties. In the case o f  Union and Snyder County, each 
count" is entitled to  its own iudee and the reliabilitv and due ~ ~ ~ ~~~ , ~~ ~~~~~~~~~ ~~ ~~ ~ 4 u 

deliberate speed that an individual judge would bring to  each 
county. 

Other facts for  the record show that of the six two-county, 
sinele-iudae districts. the 17th ranks second in ~ o ~ u l a t i o n .  While - . -  . . 
the other districts all include one eighth-class county with'a popu- 
lation ranaine from 16.675 to  5.072. Union and Snyder Counties, - - 
both seventh-class co;nties, have populations of 32,870 and 
33,584 respectively. 

Both Union County and Snyder County alone are larger than 
Potter County - population 17,726 served by a single judge. Even 
with the additional judge H B  1579 would supply, other counties 
ranking by population would still be more heavily populated by 
iudees. > 

1 believe the citizens of Union and Snyder Counties deserve 
both a lareer share of the iudicial budget and the ereater iudicial - - - 
attention that a second judge would bring. A second judge will 
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Belardi Freind MvlcMonagle Scheetz 
Belfanti F r y ~ r  McVerry Schuler 
Blaum Gallagher Mackowski Scmmel 
Book Callen Madigan Scrafini 
Boxser Gamble Maiale Seienty 
Bover Gannon Manderino Shour r i  

GRUITZA, PRESTON, OLASZ, 
CALTAGIRONE, COHEN and 
AFFLERBACH 

Creating a Special Investigative Lottery Fund Task Force. 

Burns Greenwood Michlovic Snsdcr, G .  M 
Caltagirone Crieco Micor,ic Spencer 
Cappabianca Gruitza Miller Spill  
Carn G r u o ~ o  Miscevich Stairs 

B r k d t  Geiit Manmiller Sirianni 
Broujos George Markoiek Smith, B. 
Bunt Gladeck Maycrnik Smith. I.. E .  
Burd Godshall Merry Snyder, D. W.  

Cawley 
Cersar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cordirco 
Cornell 
Co~lel t  
Cowell 
Coy 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 

Referred to Committee on RULES, May 29, 1984 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

~ a & ; t y  
Haluska 
Harper 
Haray 
Hayes 
Herman 
Herihey 
Hoeffel 
Hanaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Karunic 
Kennedy 
Klineaman 

Moehlmann Stsighner 
Morris Stevens 
Mowery Slewart 
Mrkonis Sloban 
Murphy Sxeet 
Nahill Swijt 
Noye Taylor, E. 2 .  
O'Brien Tavlor. F.  E .  

Oliver Truman 
P e r z ~ l  Van Horne 
Peterson Vroon 
Petraica Wachob 
Petrone Wambach 
Phillios Warm 
~ ~~~~ 

Dales Kohinski Pieviky Weston 
Davies Kowalyshyn Pistella Wiggins 
Dawida Kukovich Pirts Williams 
Deal Larhinger Pot1 Wilson 
Dietz Laughlin Pratt Wogan 
Dininni Lehr Prciton W o ~ n i a k  
Dombrowski Lercovitz Punt Wricht. D. R 
Dorr Letterman Rappaport Wright; J .  L .  
Duffy Levi Reber Wright. R. C.  
Durham 

NAYS-I 

Tigue 

NOT VOTING-4 

Danatucci Evans Mclnryre Rirger 

EXCUSED-4 

Marmion Zwikl 
Richardson 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

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

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

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 233 
(Concurrent) By Representatives KOSINSKI, EVANS, 

TRUMAN, DeLUCA, RYBAK, 
KOWALYSHYN, LINTON. DEAL, 
FATTAH, JAROLIN, RAPPAPORT, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Lackawanna, Mr. Cawley. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be recorded in 
the negative on SB 1045, PN 1754, please. 

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

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, all 
remaining bills and resolutions on today's calendar will be 
passed over. The Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Northampton, Mr. Freeman. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 
now adjourn until Wednesday, May 30, 1984, at 11 a.m., 
e.d.t. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 7:02 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adiourned 
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