
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, JUNE 18, 1985 

An Act amending the act of July 31, 1968 (P. L. 805, NO. 
 he pledge of Allegiance was enunciated by members.) 247). known as the -Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning 

SESSION OF 1985 169TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 45 

Code," providing lor the giving of notices to additional persons. 
JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED Referred LO Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at  I1 a.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (K. LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

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

Almighty God, Everlasting Father, and Ever Present Lord, 
as the highest of  Thy creation, we pause before Thee in the 
fullness of Thy care and concern for each one of us. We 
humbly pray that in this hour Thou wilt especially hold these 
workmen of Thine in Thy loving and enriching fellowship. 
We beseech Thee to inspire them to be productive stewards o f  
Thine, and we ask Thee to enable them to  be living examples 
for Thee. In Thy blest name, and in the enduring praise, 
honor, and glory that is due Thee, forever and ever, world 
without end. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal 
for Monday, June 17, 1985, is not yet in print. Therefore, 
without objection, and the Chair hears no objection thereto, 
the approval of the Journal will be poslpur~rd until the 
Journal is in print. 

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

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

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 1433 By Representatives MRKONIC, DALEY, 
TIGUE, WILSON, KUKOVICH, CAWLEY, 
HALUSKA, McVERRY, MARKOSEK, 
COWELL and CALTAGIRONE 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of  the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, initia. 
t ive 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 18, 1985. 

No. 1434 By Representatives FLICK, ITKIN, 
SIRIANNI, RAYMOND, DISTLER, 
SCHEETZ and FOX 

SENATE MESSAGE 

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

In the Senate, June 17, 1985 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on 
Monday, June 24, 1985 unless sooner recalled by the President 
Pro Tempore, and when the House of Representatives adjourns 
this week it reconvene on Monday, June 24, 1985 unless sooner 
recalled by the Speaker. 

June 18, 1985. 

No. 1435 By Represenlatives FLICK, STABACK, 
JOHNSON, DeLUCA, GEIST, MORRIS, 
SEMMEL, DISTLER, FARGO, NAHILL, 
WOGAN, COY, GLADECK, 
D. W. SNYDER, FOX, E. Z. TAYLORand 
LANGTRY 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for veteran plates and regis- 
tration fees. 

Referred to  Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 18, 1985. 

No. 1436 By Representatives FLICK, MORRIS, 
GEIST, DeLUCA, NOYE, COY, FOX, 
STABACK, POTT, JOHNSON, SEMMEL, 
DISTLER, BUNT, PETRARCA, 
GLADECK, E. Z. TAYLOR, .I. TAYLOR 
and LANGTRY 
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An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for knowledge of certain 
violations. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 18, 1985. 

No. 1437 By Representatives KASUNIC, DeLUCA, 
DALEY, MRKONIC, CIMINI, CORDISCO, 
JOHNSON, LUCYK, VEON, MARKOSEK, 
DeWEESE, BALDWIN, DIETZ, 
DURHAM, STABACK, HALUSKA, 
BLACK, BELFANTI, MAYERNIK, 
JACKSON, MANMILLER, VAN HORNE, 
JAROLIN, F. E. TAYLOR, STEIGHNER, 
FARGO, ROBBINS, SERAFINI, STAIRS, 
FISCHER, STUBAN, SWEET, MORRIS 
and DOMBROWSKI 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 179 ,  
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," creating a 
Department of Veterans' Affairs and defining its functions, 
powers and duties; transferring certain agencies to such depart- 
ment; and repealing inconsistent acts. 

Referred to Committee on MILITARY AND VETERANS 
AFFAIRS, June 18, 1985. 

No. 1438 By Representatives HONAMAN, PRATT, 
SWEET, MOEHLMANN and PICCOLA 

An Act amending the act of February 19, 1980 (P. L. 15, No. 
9), known as the "Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act," 
further providing for disclosures of the zoning classification o f  
property. 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June I R .  1985. ~~~~~ - -  . ~~~ 

No. 1439 By Representatives CORDISCO, DALEY and 
GALLAGHER 

An Act imposing limitations on political subdivision utiliza- 
tion of the power of eminent domain to acquire real estate or 
facilities outside political subdivi~ion boundaries. 

Referred to  Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 18, 1985. 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions relating to 
custody; and making a repeal. 

Referred to Committeeon JUDICIARY, June 18, 1985 

No. 1442 By Representatives FRYER, 
A. C .  FOSTER, JR.,  NAHILL, ROBBINS, 
SHOWERS, RUDY, SWIFT, MERRY, 
DeLUCA, DUFFY and GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of June 27, 1947 (P. L. 1046, No. 
447), referred to as the "State Tan Equalization Board Law," 
further providing for appeals. 

Referred to Commiltee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 18,1985. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 134 By Representatives MAYERNIK, CESSAR, 
McCALL, PRATT, MURPHY, 
MARKOSEK, HUTCHINSON, COLE, 
LAUGHLIN and DeLUCA 

Marking the tenth anniversary of the Deputy Sheriffs' Associ- 
ation of Pennsylvania and recognizing the first week of October 
1985 as "Deputy Sheriffs' Week." 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 18, 1985 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now turns t o  leaves of absence 
Are there any requests on the Democratic side, Mr. Fee? 
Mr. FEE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There are no leaves for the Democrats at this time 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recoenizes the minoritv whio. - . . 
Mr. HAYES. No requests for leaves at this time, Mr 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 
No. 1440 By Representatives PICCOLA, OLIVER, 

CESSAR, MANMILLER, HARPER, NOYE The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll 

and WAMBACH call for today. Members will proceed to vote. 

wing roll call was recorded: 

PRESENT-201 
An Act amending the act of September 2, 1961 (P. L. 1177, 

No. 525), referred to as the "Board and Commission Compensa- 
tion Law," increasing the maximum amount which may be paid 
annually to members of the State Civil Service Commission, 
allowing for payment of actual days worked. 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 18, 1985. 

No. 1441 By Representatives ITKIN, J. L. WRIGHT, 
PISTELLA, VROON, NOYE, 
VAN HORNE. CIMINI. GREENWOOD. 

Dininni Laughlin 
Distler Leicovitl 
Dombrowski Letterman 
Donarucci Levdansky 
Dorr I.evin 
Duffy Linton 
Durham Livengoad 
Evan3 Lloyd 
Fargo I.ucyk 
Fattah McCall 

The follo 

AcOda 
Afflerbach 
Ang~Iad l  
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Wattisto 
Belardi 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuier 
Semmrl 

~ . ~~~ , -~ 

TICUE. GEIST, PETRARCA, 
LASHINGER, MORRIS, E. Z. TAYLOR 
and FREEMAN 

Bellinti Fee McClatchy Serafini 
Birmelin Fischer McHale Sevcnty 
Black Flick McVeiiy Showers 
Blaurn Foster, J r . ,  A. Mackanslri Sirianni 
Book FOX Maiale Smith, B 
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Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowsei 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagiione 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colc 
Coidisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cawell 
coy 
Deluca 
DeVeiter 
DcWeese 
Dales 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 

Freeman Manderino 
Freind Manmiller 
Frycr Markusek 
Gallagher Mayernik 
Gallen Merry 
Gamble Michlovic 
Cannon Micorzie 
Geist Miller 
George Moehlmann 
Cladcck Morris 
Godshall Mowery 
Greenwood Mrkonic 
Cruirza Murphy 
Gruppa Nahill 
Hagarty Noye 
Haluska O'Brien 
Harper O'Dsnnell 
Hasay Olair 
Hayes Oliver 
Herman Peirel 
Hershey Petrarca 
Honaman Petronc 
Howlert Phillips 
Hulchinson Piccola 
ltkin Pie i iky  
Jackson Pistdla 
larolin Pitts 
Johnson Pot1 
Jorephs Pratt 
Kasunic Prersmann 
Kennedy Preston 
Kennel Raymond 
Kosinrki Rcber 
Kukovich Reinard 
Langtr) Richardson 
Lashinger Riegcr 

ADDITIONS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Smith, I.. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  %. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor. J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vcon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wasa 
Weston 
Wigpins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wright, J .  1.. 
Wright, R. C.  
Yandriievits 

Iwih, 
Speaker 

Davies Punt 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1416, PN 1760 (Amended) 
By Rep. BARBER 

An Act relating to the prevention and reduction of  premature 
death and disability in this Commonwealth; providing lor assis- 
tance, coordination and support of the development and mainte- 
nance of  a comprehensive emergency medical services system and 
for qualifications, eligibility and certification of emergency 
medical services personnel and licensing ambulance services; 
imposing powers and duties on the Department oC Health; and 
making repeals. 

HEALTH AND WELFARE. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is delighted to welcome t o  the 
hall of  the House, as the guests o f  Representative Jeff Coy, 
Dale Auchey, Joel Zullinger, Wayne Craig, Paul Bogar, 
Richard Diffenbaugh, Glenn Rosenberry, and Raymond 
Pugh. The Chair had the honor and privilege of  talking to 
these gentlemen in chambers before we came on the floor of 

the House. They are here to observe the activity of  the floor of  
the House. They are the guests of Representative Coy. 
Welcome t o  the hall of  the House, gentlemen. 

Mary Ann Arty has as her guests Thomas and Annya 
Hendvay and Sam Scheid. Sam is the great-nephew of Mary 
Ann, and they are sitting up here. Welcome t o  the hall of  the 
House. Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Hendvay, the parents o f  
Thomas and Annya, a re  in the gallery. Welcome to the hall of  
the House. 

The Chair is always delighted t o  be inundated with chil- 
dren. It revives our hope for the future. 

Representative Fox has Tim McCook here from Catholic 
University. Welcome t o  the hall of the House, Tim. 

CITATIONS PRESENTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair, Mr. Johnson. Mr. Johnson wishes t o  make a presenta- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
Ladies and gentlemen of the House, it is a genuine pleasure 

and a privilege for me t o  introduce to you two State cham- 
pions from a small high school in central Pennsylvania known 
as Central High School in Martinsburg, Pennsylvania. May I 
read the citations which we are presenting to these two fine 
athletes this morning. 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

CITATION BY 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Whereas, Mary Replogle, a senior at Central High 
School, captured the PlAA Class AA State Track and 
Field Championship for the javelin throw. Mary 
threw for a distance of  one hundred Corty-seven feel 
four inches. She was skillfully coached by Jerome 
Conlon and his assistants, David Crumrine and 
Thomas Wertman. 

Now therefore, the Housc of Representatives of  the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends hearty con- 
gratulations to Mary Replogle on her outstanding 
championship athletic achievement; wishes her the 
best in her future cndeavors. 

We have a similar citation for  one o f  her co-track members. 

COMMONWEALTH C)F PENNSYLVANIA 

CITATION BY 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Whereas, Lori Lingenfelter, a junior at Central 
High School in Martinsburg, captured the PlAA 
Class AA State Track and Firld Championship in the 
1600 meter race. Lori ran the race in an impressive 
5.02 minutes. She was skillrully coached by Jerome 
Conlon and his assistants, David Crumrinc and 
Thomas Wertman. 

Now therefore, the House of Representatives o l  the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends hearty con- 
gratulations to 1.ori Linger~felter on her outstanding 
championship athletic achicvernent; wishes her the 
best in her futurc endeavors. 
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1 would like to introduce the parents and the coaches who 
are here in the House. Mr. Speaker, could they please stand? 

The SPEAKER. Permission is granted. 
Will Lori and Mary please stand, and as the names of the 

parents are called, will you please rise. Mr. and Mrs. Jerome 
Lingenfelter; Mr. and Mrs. John Replogle; Mr. and Mrs. 
Jerome Conlon, head coach and wife; Mr. and Mrs. David 
Crumrine, assistant coach and wife; and Mr. and Mrs. 
Thomas Wertman, assistant coach and wife. Welcome to the 
hall o f  the House. We are proud of you. Thank you for 
coming. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

HB 1119, PN 1291; HB 1120, PN 1292: HB 1121, PN 1293; 
HB 1122, PN 1640; and HB 1123, PN 1295. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1294, 
PN 1535, entitled: 

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

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

The SPEAKER. The  Chair recognizes the lady from Phila- 
delphia, Mrs. Harper, who offers the following amendment, 
which the clerk will read. 

Mrs. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just talked with some people concerning this amendment, 

and they have promised me that this problem will be taken 
care of, and I am going to watch that, and if this problem is 
not taken care of in the near future, 1 will bring that amend- 
ment back. Thank you very much. 1 will withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The lady withdraws the amendment. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acosta Dietz Langtry Rieger 
Afflerbach Dininni Lashinger Robbins 
Angstadt Distler Laughlin Roebuck 
Argall Dombrowski Lescovitz Rudy 
Arty Donatucci Letterman Ryan 
Baldwin Darr 1.eudaniky Rybak 

Barber 
Barley 
Battirto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujoi 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlion 
Carn 
Cawiey 
Ceiiar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafelia 
Cole 
Coidisco 
Corncll 
Coslctt 
Cowell 
c o y  
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeere 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deai 

Duffy Linton 
Durham Livcngood 
Evans Llovd 

Fartah ~ c z a l l  
Fee McClatchy 
Fischer McHale 
Flick McVeiiy 
Foster, J r . ,  A. Clackowrki 
For Maiale 
Freeman Manderina 
Freind Manmiller 
Fryer Markonek 
Gallagher Mayernik 
Gallen Merry 
Gamble Michlovic 
Gannon Micozzie 
Geist Miller 
George Mochlmann 
Gladeck Morris 
Godshall Mowery 
Greenwood Mrkanic 
Gruit!a Murphy 
(JTUPPO Nahill 
Hagarty No yc 
Haluska O'Brien 
Harper O'Donnell 
Haiay Olasr 
Hayes Oliver 
Herman Perrel 
Hershey Petrane 
Hanaman Phillips 
Howlett Piccals 
Hutchinson Pievsky 
ltkin Pistella 
Jackson Pitts 
Jarolin Pott 
Johnson Pratt 
Joseph, Prcirmann 
Kasunic Prcston 
Kennedy Raymond 
Kenne y Rcber 
Kosinski Reinard 
Kukovich Richardson 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schulcr 
Semmcl 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L.  E. 
Snyder. D.  W. 
Snyder, G .  M.  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighncr 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Twif, .. . . . . , 
Taylor, E.  2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Tclck 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
V r w n  
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

I T Y ~ F .  
Speaker 

Levin Perrarca Truman 
EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

The House proceeded to  third consideration of HB 268, PN 
285, entitled: 

An Act requiring that contracts entered into by the Delaware 
River Joint Toll Bridge Commission and the Delaware River Port 
Authority include a provision that, i f  any steel products are to be 
used in the ~erformance of the contract, only steel products pro- I duced in t h e ~ n i t e d  States shall be used. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on  third consideration? 
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Dictz Lashinger I The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

NOT VOTING-1 

Rudy 

EXCUSED-2 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Trello, on  the amendment. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, this is an agreed-to amend- 
ment. I would appreciate everybody giving it an affirmative 
vote. Thank you. 

nzvipr print 1 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

* * * I amendment, how much do  you anticipate giving to the basic 

. 

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

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

The House proceeded to third consideration o f  HB 641, P N  
1715, entitled: 

Allegheny, Mr. Levdansky, on the Colafella amendment. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Mr. Speaker, would the sponsor of this 

amendment rise for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will so stand. 

You are in order, and you may proceed, sir. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with your 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6 ,  No. 2), 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," revising the provi- 
sions relating to net loss carryover; and providing for an eco- 
nomic revitalization tax credit for corporations. 

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

A2148: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 17021, page 5, line 7, by striking out 
"TWO" and inserting 

Either one 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1702), page 5, line 14, by inserting after 

"FRACTIONS" 
or two million dollars ($2,000,000) in threshold 
assets in Pennsylvania for the calendar year 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1702), page 5, line 14, by inserting after 
"THE" - where it appears the second time 

one per cent 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1706). Dare 8, line 16, by insertina after 

or a credit of ten per cent of the amount of qualified 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Beaver, Mr. Colafella, on that question. 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Mr. Speaker, when Governor 
Thornburgh introduced the $25-million tax credit, the Gover- 
nor was very much interested in helping the steel industry. My 
amendment will enable the steel industry t o  take more of an 
advantage of a tax credit, but in addition to that, it responds 
to the Governor's proposal and simply reduces the threshold 
from 2 percent t o  1 percent to enable the steel companies in 
Pennsylvania t o  take advantage of this tax proposal. The 
most that the steel companies can get from the new proposal is 
9 t o  10 million dollars' worth of tax credits out of the $25 
million. I hope very much that everyone will vote for my 
amendment. 

. ~ 

steel producers with this amendment? 
Mr. COLAFELLA. Well, the way the amendment is 

framed, the most that the steel companies can get out of the 
$25 million is a tax credit of $9 to $10 million. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Nine to  ten million dollars. What are 
your projections for  the jobs to be created by the investment 
of $9 to $10 million of Pennsylvania taxpayers' funds? How 
many jobs will be created? 

Mr. COLAFELLA. The only way that tax credits can be 
awarded to any company that applies for them is that the Sec- 
retary of Revenue will review all the information, and then the 
information is passed on to the Ben Franklin Partnership, 
which then determines how many new jobs will be created by 
the tax credits that will be granted. So the only way that a cor- 
poration, any corporation, will be able to get a tax credit is 
that the Ben Franklin Partnership has to determine whether 
new jobs will be created, whether the jobs will be expanded in 
the corporation that has applied for the tax credit. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. I just have one comment to make, Mr. 
Speaker. No more questions. 

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

Mr. LEVDANSKY. I submit to chis legislature and to my 
colleagues that the granting of tax credits t o  major industries 
is a poor substitute for  economic development. I previously 
had done some research and found out that the big 10 steel 
companies in Pennsylvania realized nearly $100 million of 
labor cost savings in the last union contract and have done 
very little in terms of reinvestment o f  those funds in the basic 
industry in Pennsylvania. For example, U.S. Steel, in my dis- 
trict in the Mon Valley, saved approximately $35 to  $40 
million last year under the concession contract yet invested 
less than $6 million in the steel valley, in the Mon Valley back 
in my district. 

I again urge my colleagues to consider these facts and 
figures, that if $2 or  $3 billion o f  labor cost savings over the 
last 3 years have not sufficiently encouraged the companies to 
reinvest in Pennsylvania, I seriously doubt that granting them 
$9 to $10 million is going to have any economic impact in our 
region and any impact in terms of creating or  preserving jobs. 
I respectfully would urge my colleagues to vote "no" on this 
amendment. Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Beaver, Mr. 

Laughlin, on the amendment. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to 

speak on the amendment. I had to have an amendment 
drafted myself to the bill earlier, and it is in the Reference 
Bureau now. 

The SPEAKER. We do  not even find the words "Either 
one" on this amendment. 

Are you looking at amendment 2148'! Oh,  the Chair does 
see them. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I see where you are saying. Just a moment. 
The anqwer is ves: the amendment can be so divided. 

Are you informing the Chair that you also have an amend- 
ment, Mr. Laughlin? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I was going to ask 
you- 

The SPEAKER. Do you intend to offer it? 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. We do  not have your name on the list at 

all. 

~~ ~ 

Mr. Speaker, with regard, since the gentleman has brought 
up the steel industry- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a moment. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. You will have, as soon as it comes down, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. No; we will take it now, because it means 
we cannot finish with the bill. You may finish your debate on 
the amendment, however. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am concerned about the 
grants that we give the steel industry, maybe not for the same 
reason that some of my colleagues are. I want to help the steel 
industry; I want t o  help them to get whatever credits are possi- 
ble under Pennsvlvania law. but I want it in such a wav. Mr. 

- ~ , . 
REQUEST T O  DIVIDE AMENDMENTS 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. I would request such a division, Mr. 

. . 
Speaker, that it is going to guarantee some employment that 
goes along with giving away concessions. 

Members of this House remember only too well the conces- 
sions we granted to Conrail, and they divested themselves of 
lines in this State, they put businesses out of business, and 
denied legitimate transportation in many areas o f  this State. 
Mr. Speaker, the steel mills have been no different. They have 
left this State, while leaving our Unemployment Fund some 
$30 million on the negative side. They have not treated this 
State well when it comes to  distribution of jobs. They have 
dried them up and taken them away. Mr. Speaker, as far as 1 
am concerned, I want to help them, but I want something in 
return. 1 want guarantees of jobs to be remaining here or new 
jobs to be created. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to oppose Mr. Colafella's 
amendment, but 1 certainly intend to  do  something with 
regard to  amending the bill when 1 have the opportunity. 
Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, point of parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Can we divide this amendment after the 

words "Either one"? 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. At the request of the gentleman, Mr. 

Michlovic, the Chair rules that the amendment has been 
divided as follows. The amendment would read now merely 
"Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1702), page 5,  line 7 ,  by striking out 
'TWO' and inserting Either one". That will be one amend- 
ment. 

Is it the opinion of the gentleman, Mr. Michlovic, that the 
second par1 should be an entirely second amendment? 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The second amendment would then begin with the words 

"Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1702), page 5, line 14," and end with the 
words "($2,000,000) threshold level." 

The Chair places before the members- 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Somerset, Mr. Lloyd. 

Mr. LLOYD. Parliamcnlary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will slate the parliamentary 

inquiry. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, my inquiry is as t o  whether or 

not the question can be divided where the Speaker has divided 
it. The reason I raise that question is that in the amendment, 
the first two sections of the amendment appear to be amend- 
ing the same definition, and the "Either one" and then down 
to  the next part, "or two million dollars," would appear to 
both need to be in there in order to make the word "either" 
relevant to this definition at all. My suggestion is that if the 
Speaker divides the amendment in that way, the sentence is 
going to say "Either one," but when you get done lhere is not 
going to be the other half of that conjunction. I d o  not think 
that the "ors" that are in the definition, in other words, relate 
to that "either." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appreciates what the gentleman 
is saying from a point o f  view of grammar, but grammar does 
not prevail here. It is a question of parliamentary procedure. 
As long as the amendments do  not address the same line, they 
may be divided separately. That may leave you with an 
amendment which does not make much sense, but if they do  
not conflict as far as addressing the same line, they are so 
divisible. 

Mr. LLOYD. So in other words, Mr. Speaker, 1 thought an 
amendment had to be able t o  stand on its own to be divided, 



- 
the "or," then you have no choice, you have no alternative, 
and it makes absolutely no sense. I do  not think that il would 
be the intent of the Chair to divide the amendment that way. 

1228 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 18, 

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

but the ruling of the Chair is that it can be nonsensical but 
nevertheless can stand on its own. 

The SPEAKER. It may be grammatically nonsensical, as a 
number of amendments the Chair has witnessed over the years 
have been, but from a parliamentary point of view, if it can 
stand without conflicting with already existing language or  
another amendment, then it can stand. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. But the Chair does agree with you that 

from a grammatical point of view, it would not make sense. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Chester, Mr. Vroon. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I am of the same opinion as 

Mr. Lloyd and I still cannot see how you can divide this 
amendment in that manner, because if we should pass that 
first part and not the second part, then we have a dangling 
phrase which means absolutely nothing. It is going to spoil the 
intent of the amendment altogether. If it is "either," if you 
are iust talking about "either" this and you do  not comulete 

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

Dawida, on thequestion. 
Mr. DAWIDA. Mr. Speaker, I agree with Mr. Michlovic 

that I believe everyone in this House will have to support this 
amendment. But 1 want t o  point out to the steel industry and 
to  the other members of this House that time and time again 
government has given concessions, workers have given con- 
cessions to big steel in this State and they have taken the 
money and they have taken it out of this State, they have put 
it in other industries. So do  not go around thinking that we 
have solved the problem with this bill. We must be more 
precise in the future in how we deal with steel tax credits. 

I put the industry on challenge to  do  the right thing with 
this additional money and put it back into Pennsylvania steel. 
1 urge every member to use whatever lobbying abilities they 
have to have them do  the same, bul I will not hold my breath 
expecting them to do  it because lhey have not in the past. 
Reluctantly, I also will support this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

will stand at  ease. 
The Chair agrees with both Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Vroon. The 

Chair has now read the language. It would not make sense to 
divide the amendment in that manner. Mr. Lloyd, you are 
correct, and you are correct, Mr. Vroon. The Chair was in 
error. By reading all the language, the Chair has decided here 
that it would not make sense t o  so divide, and the Chair 
rescinds its offer to divide the amendment. 

Mr. Michlovic, the Chair went over the language, and in 
reading the language the way it is phrased, neither one of the 
amendments, if so divided, would make sense. They must be 
construed together. The Chair was wrong in its earlier deci- 
sion to divide. It is not divided. The entire amendment is now 
before you. Do you wish to debate the entire amendment? 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recoenizes the eentleman from 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will look at it again. The House 

- 
Allegheny, Mr. Michlovic, on the amendment. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, in attempting to divide 
the amendment, I was trying to save one portion of the 
amendment which 1 think can be favorable, and that is the 1- 
percent eligibility level, and at  the same time take a different 
position on the $2 million of investment, which is another eli- 
gibility criteria. If we make that second part or  the $2 million 
part of the threshold criteria, that is a rather large investment. 
It really limits the bill to major manufacturing industries, 
which of course are steel industries, but it also eliminates the 
use of the bill for a lot of small manufacturing industries, 
which also are important to our districts. 

I wish to clarify that point, and I think in this discussion at 
least I bring some food for thought for the members on this 
very important amendment. I think that I shall reluctantly 
support the amendment, but I would have preferred it the 
other way. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I The roll call was recorded: 

Acohta 
Angstadr 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Belardi 
Beifanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowsrr 
Brandl 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Calragirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cesrar 
Chadrick 
Cimini 

Clarh 
Clymcr 
Cohen 
Colafeila 

YEAS-189 

Dambrowski 1,escovitr 
Donatucci Letterman 
Duffy Levin 
Durham Livengood 
Evans Lucyk 
Fargo McCall 
Fattah McClatchy 
Fee McHalc 
Fischer McVrriy 
Flick Mackowski 
Faster, Jr.. A.  Maiale 
Fox Manderino 
Freind Manmillcr 
Fryer Markosek 
Gallagher Mayeinik 
Gallen Merry 
Gamble Michiovic 
Gannon Micunie 
Ceisl Miller 
Gcorgc 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenuood 
G r u i l ~ a  
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluika 
Harper 
Haray 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
Ilkin 
Jackson 
Jaroliri 
Johnson 
Josephr 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 

Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Prrzel 
Petrarca 
Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccols 
Pievshy 
Pisfella 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Pratt 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Schcctz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G .  M.  
Staback 
Slairs 
Slcighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swect 
Swift 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J.  

r r i l l o  
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vraon 
Wambach 
W a n  
Wertoll 
Wiggins 
Wilran 
W o g w  
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J .  L. 

Krnney Keinard Wright, R. C 
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ordered. Therefore, the bill will have to be passed over tempo- 
rarily. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. BOOK. Mr. Speaker, on HB 268 my switch was not 
working, and I would like to be voted in the affirmative. 

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

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

bly dozens of different interpretations of  what substantial 
funding is. Do we really want the first few years under this act 
to be marred by the uncertainty and confusion of not even 
knowing whom it applies to? 

Mr. Speaker, there is an easy solution - to establish a 
threshold percentage of funding, and if an agency receives 
more than that percentage of State funding, the act applies; if 
it does nor, the act does not apply. As the act was originally 
drafted, it applied to organizations primarily or 50 percent 
funded by the State. The feeling in committee was that it 
should be expanded. My amendment would expand the appli- 
cability to organizations which receive 35 percent or more 
State funding. The amendment would accomplish the 
intended purpose in committee, would eliminate the otherwise 
inevitable uncertainty and confusion and avoid surrendering 

The House proceeded third consideration of HB 284* PN our responsibility to our courts. Mr. Speaker, I urge passage 
1538, entitled: of  this amendment. 

An Act providing protection for employees who report a viola- 
tion or suspected violation of State, local or Federal law; provid- 
ing protection for employees who participate in hearings, investi- 
gations, legislative inquiries or court actions; and prescribing 
remedies and penalties. 

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

A2047: 

Amend Sec. 2,  page 4, lines I1 and 12, by striking out "SUB- 
STANTIALLY FUNDED" and inserting 

funded, in an amount equal to at least 35% of the 
total revenue it receives in a fiscal year, 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bradford, Mr. Chadwick. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The issue before us this morning is whom the Whis- 

tleblower Law will apply to. When this bill was originally 
drafted and cosponsored by almost every member of this 
body, it applied to organizations that were primarily State 
funded. "Primarily" is an easily defined term. We can 
assume that it means more than half State funding, or 50 
percent. In committee, over considerable objection, "primar- 
ily" was amended to "substantially." The well-meaning 
intention of those sponsoring that amendment was to broaden 
the act, to have it apply to entities which receive funding of 
less than 50 percent from the State. The problem is that "sub- 
stantial" is not defined anywhere in the bill. Nobody really 
knows what substantial funding is. Is it 40 percent, 35 
percent, 30 percent, is it 10 percent State funding? Everybody 
can have their own idea of what substantial funding is. 

Mr. Speaker, if we d o  not define it, the courts will, and I do 
not see how the courts can define it and tell us what we mean 
if we d o  not know ourselves what we mean. Remember, Mr. 
Speaker, under this bill, depending on the level of employ- 
ment, an action could be brought by an employee in the courts 
of common pleas of any of our 67 counties. That means possi- 

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

gentleman from Dauphin, Mr. Wambach. 
Mr. WAMBACH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Chadwick amendment. I 

thought when the committee took a position on changing 
from primarily funded to substantially funded, they did a 
correct amendment as far as the bill was concerned. What Mr. 
Chadwick's amendment will d o  is place a 35-percent limit on 
those funds received from public treasuries under the bill, and 
I feel personally that one-third of the money from public 
sources would not be covered under the Chadwick amend- 
ment, because his amendment calls for 35 percent of those 
funds to be excluded. 

Mr. Speaker, when you have a $10-million budget and $1 
million of that is given from public moneys, you are talking 
about 10 percent. I think that is substantial, and 1 think that is 
the point of the committee. The committee changed the 
wording to "substantial" because in my view I think $1 
million is substantial in a $10-million budget, but it would not 
cover those conditions under Mr. Chadwick's amendment 
because you would have to in fact have an agency funded by 
less than $3.5 million under that scenario. 

I think we should maintain the committee's amendment of 
substantially funded and vote to defeat the Chadwick amend- 
ment, which would exclude one-third of the money that would 
be received by public sources from being covered under the 
act, and I would hope that all my colleagues, most of whom 
are cosponsors, would support that position. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to join Mr. Wambach in 

opposing the Chadwick amendment. We cannot lose sight, we 
cannot lose sight of the fact that the whistleblower bill deals 
with detecting fraud, waste, misuse of money. What the 
Chadwick amendment says is that the remedies granted to 
persons fired for exposing fraud, for exposing waste, for 
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exposing corruption are going to be denied people if the State 
gives less than 35 percent of the money to this program. This 
would exclude people who expose fraud, waste, corruption in 
many State-funded educational institutions; this would 
exclude people who expose fraud, waste, and corruptiol~ in 
many social service agencies; especially and ironically, 1 note, 
in view of the strong Republican opposition to Community 
Legal Services and Pennsylvania Legal Services, this would 
exclude employees from Pennsylvania Legal Services from 
being covered; this would exclude employees of many, many 
State-funded organizations from being covered. 

What this would require an employee to do in many cases 
would be to conduct an audit of his agency and decide 
whether his agency gets 35 percent of its money from the State 
or 34 percent or 36 percent, and that is far beyond the 
resources of employees to do. 

I would urge that the legislature send a clear message that 
corruption, that theft, that fraud will not be tolerated. Mr. 
Speaker, defeat of this amendment would send a clear 
message to all State-funded agencies in this State that corrup- 
tion, that fraud, that waste will not be tolerated and that 
employees who expose such practices will be protected instead 
of being disciplined. I would urge the defeat of this amend- 
ment so that Pennsylvania passes a whistleblower bill we can 
all be proud of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Chadwick, for the second time on his amendment. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. 
Wambach, stand for a brief period of interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wambach indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You are in order and may proceed, sir. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman tell me what percentage 

of funding he would consider to be substantial under the bill? 
Mr. WAMBACH. I think the term "substantially funded" 

is there purposely to in fact give the court and let the court 
make the opinion as to what is substantially funded, not a per- 
centage of this legislature. 

Mr. CHADWICK. In other words, Mr. Speaker, it is the 
intention as currently drafted that the courts would decide on 
a case-by-case basis and that in fact one court might decide 
that one agency which receives more funding might not apply 
and another agency which receives less might apply, depend- 
ing on the circumstances of that case? 

Mr. WAMBACH. Substantially, if 1 can use the word, I 
think that statement is correct, but I do not think that we 
should sit here in the legislature and say that a funding mech- 
anism of  35 percent shall be excluded from this bill, that we 
feel that a percentage basis is in fact better than a "substan- 
tially" worded basis which is in the bill. I think that gives in 
fact the courts the flexibility to interpret what I feel is in fact 
appropriate. Like I mentioned in my initial comments, I think 
$1 million of $10 million funding is only 10 percent, but 1 
think if the court finds that substantially funded, that in fact 
should be the case. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Mr. Speaker, would anybody be 
excluded under this bill? 

Mr. WAMBACH. I did not hear the question. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Would anybody specifically be excluded 

under the bill as you have u8ritten it? 
Mr. WAMBACH. This is really a bill written to confront 

public and quasi-public bodies. It does not affect at all the 
private sector, unless in fact they are receiving public funds. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Mr. Speaker, are there organizations 
that you can think of which are funded by the State but which 
are not substantially funded? 

Mr. WAMBACH. I think that, again to return to my origi- 
nal premise, Mr. Speaker, I feel that that decision in fact is a 
court decision, and in fact what is substantially funded under 
the court and their interpretation should in fact fall under the 
purview of the law. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That concludes my interrogation. I would like to speak 

again on the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may speak. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Mr. Speaker, we are being asked to pass 

a bill that would have the courts make a case-by-case determi- 
nation as to whom this applies to and whom it does not apply 
to. As 1 indicated, an action can be brought in our county 
courts of common pleas; we have 67 counties in this Com- 
monwealth. What we are headed for is a situation where in 
every case we may well have an appeal to the appellate courts 
of this State to make a determination as to whether or  not a 
particular organization is substantially or not substantially 
funded. I think we are headed for confusion, chaos, and 
delay. 1 do not think it is fair to employees. 1 think if there is a 
lower percentage than 35 percent, I think that the bill should 
be amended to a lower percentage, but 1 think we should tell 
employers and employees in advance in fairness to them 
whether or not this bill is going to apply to them. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Susquehanna, Miss 

Sirianni, on the Chadwick amendment. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Mr. 

Wambach, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Wambach indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Miss SIRIANNT. Mr. Speaker, if you really want a whis- 

tleblower bill, why do you not say any amount? Why do you 
not include anyone who receives even a dollar from the State? 

Mr. WAMBACH. Well, in fact my original intent was 
something along that line, Mr. Speaker, but I feel this way: I 
do not think we should put a percentage on an inclusion in a 
piece of legislation that-follow this through-that will force 
the employee to have an audit made on his or  her agency 
before they can report wrongdoing because they may sit at 34 
percent of  funding, and I think that is wrong. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, if your bill stated that any 
agency that receives any State funding an employee could 
blow the whistle, then it would cover everybody. Why exclude 

, anyone? 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 18, 

Mr. WAMBACH. The billdoes not necessarily exclude- [ will put it over temporarily until her amendment can be pro- 
Miss SIRIANNI. Why did you exclude anyone in the first 

place? 
Mr. WAMBACH. Mr. Speaker, I think we have heard on 

this amendment 35 percent, and now we are down to $ I .  As 
far as 1 a m  concerned, 1 would accept the dollar- 

Miss SIRIANNI. Well, then, why do  we not amend it t o  
that? 

Mr. WAMBACH. -but I think it is basically acceptable in 
the language that we are going to  leave up  to the courts when 
we talk about substantially funded. I think you may find that 
there will be in fact judges who will say, a dollar misspent in 
the public trust is wrong, and I think this language in fact 
permits that person to bring that action in the court. That is 
the point. We do  not want t o  thwart any effort by any 
employee of a public body or a quasi-public body for coming 
forth t o  report wrongdoing before in fact they must in fact 
order an audit on their own agency to see if in fact they are 
under the law. 

1 do  not think that is correct; I do  not think that is wise, and 
1 would ask for the defeat of the amendment. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, are you not excluding the 
courts and the legislature? 

Mr. WAMBACH. Not in my interpretation; no. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, may 1 again plead with you 

to change the amount to $I?  If you really want a whis- 
tleblowing bill, let us make it one. 

Mr. WAMBACH. Mr.  Speaker, if the woman is willing to 
prepare an amendment or  have an  amendment prepared in the 
Senate, I certainly would not be objecting to that stand on a 
concurrence basis, i f  it would come back. 

Miss SIRIANNI. If the Speaker will hold the bill over, I 
would be happy to have an amendment made. 

Mr. WAMBACH. I do  not care t o  hold the bill over, Mr. 
Speaker, because of this point: Last year when we passed this 
bill by a unanimous vote of this House, the Senate had 
claimed that in fact they did not have enough time to consider 
the legislation. 1 think if we in fact get it to the Senate before 
the break, before the summer recess, they will have the rest of 
this year and next year to consider this vital piece of legisla- 
tion, and I would hope that they can be corrected over in the 
Senate, which amendment 1 would support. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House adopt the 
Chadwick amendment? Those in favor of the amendment will 
vote ''ayeW- 

You are not finished, Miss Sirianni? 
Miss SIRIANNI. 1 was under the impression that Mr. 

Wambach asked to hold it over. 
The SPEAKER. No; t o  the contrary. He said he insists on 

calling the bill u p  and insists that we move on the bill. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am asking that the 

bill be held over until I get my amendment. I will have it down 
here as soon as possible. 

The SPEAKER. If the lady orders her amendment and 
informs the Chair that she has an  amendment coming, after 
the Chair has finished with the business of the bill, the Chair 

duced. But the question before us now is, shall we adopt the 
Chadwick amendment? 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-89 

Argall 
Barley 
Birrnelin 
Book 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cornell 
Coslett 
DeVerter 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Distler 
Donatucci 

Acosra 
Afflerbach 
Angstadr 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
&dttislO 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Boirncr 
BowIcy 
Boyes 
Bioujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Canley 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colaiella 

Dorr 
Fargo 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, Jr.. 
For 
Gallen 
Gannon 
(ieist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
(iruppe 
Hagarty 
Hasav 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
McClatchy 
McVerry 

A. Mackowaki 
Manmiller 
Merry 
Micoz~ie  
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Noye 
O'Biien 
Olasz 
Perrel 

Hayes Phillips 
Herman Piccola 
Heishey Pitts 
Honaman Pott 
Jackson Raymond 
Johnson Reber 
Kenney Reinard 

NAYS-I I0 

Daley Levdaniky 
Dawida Lerin 
Deal L.intan 
Dombrowiki Livengood 
Duffy I.loyd 
Durham 1.ucyk 
Evans McCall 
Fauah McHale 
Fee Maiale 
Frccman Manderino 
Fryer Markosek 
Gallagher Mayernik 
Gamble Michlovic 
George Morris 
Gruitra Mrkanic 
Harper Murphy 
Horlert  Nahill 
Hutchinson O'Donnell 
Itkin Oliber 
Jarolin Petraica 
Josephs Petrone 
Kaiunic Pievakv 

Robbins 
Ryan 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheclz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. I.. E. 
Snydcr, D. W. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Swift 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Telek 
Truman 
Vroan 
Wass 
Westan 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wright, J .  L .  

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snydcr, G .  M. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. E .  
Taylor, J .  
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vran 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Worniak 

Cole Kennedy Pislclla Wright, D. R .  
Cord i~co  Kosinski Pratt Wright, R. C. 
Cowell Kukovich Preshmai~n Yandrixeuirs 
Coy Laughlin Preston 
Deluca Lescovirl Richardson Irvis. 
DcWeese 1.ettcrman Rieger Speaker 

NOT VOTING-2 

Freind Haluska 

EXCUSED-2 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendment was not agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 

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

A2182: 

Amend Sec. 4, page 6, lines I and 2, by striking out "clear and 
convincing" and inserting 

a preponderance of the 
Amend Sec. 4, page 6, lines 9 through 13, by striking out all of 

said lines and inserting 
(c) Defense.-It shall be a defense to an action under this 

section i f  the defendant proves by a preponderance of  the evi-  
dence that the action by the employer occurred for separate and 
legitimate reasons, which are not merely pretextual. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 6 ,  line 18, by inserting after "REPORT" 
, verbally or in writing, 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, this language changes the 
defense section of the hill in order to provide that it shall be a 
defense to an action under this section if the defendant proves 
by a preponderance o f  the evidence that the action by the 
employer occurred for separate and legitimate reasons, which 
are not merely pretextual. 

This amendment is agreed to  by Mr. Pitts; it is agreed to  by 
Mr. Wamhach. I urgeeveryone's support o f  it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bradford, Mr. Chadwick, on the Cohen amendment. 

Mr. CHADWICK. The amendment is agreed to, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Colafella, on the Cohen amendment. 
Mr. COLAFELLA. Mr. Speaker, you have the wrong 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Bun1 Grist bliller Stevens 
Burd George Mochlmann Stewart 
Burns Ciadeck Morris Stuban 

tiodrhall Mowcry Sweet 
Caltagirone Greenwood Mrkonic Swift 
Cappabisnca Gruilza Murphy Taylor, E.  Z. 
c ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~  Gruppo Nahill Taylor, F. E.  
Carn Hagarty Noyc Taylor, J .  
CawIcy Haluika O'Bricn Telek 
Cessar Harper O'Donnell Tigue 
Chadwick Hasay Olasz Trella 
Cimini Hayes Oliver Truman 
Civera Herman Perrel Van Horne 
Clark Hershey Pctrarca Veon 
Clymer Honaman Petrane Vroon 
Cohen Howlett Phillips Wambach 
calarella Hutchinson Piccola Wass 
Cole ltkin Pievtky Weston 
Cordisco Jackson Pistella Wigginc 
Cornell Jarolin Pitta Wilson 
Cailett Johnson P o u  Wogan 
Cay Josephr Pratt Worniak 
Deluca Kasunic Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
DeVerter Kennedy Preston Wright, J .  L .  

geaTT Kenney Raymond Wright, R. C .  
Koiinski Reber Yandrisevits 

Dauida tiukovich Reinard 
Deal Langtry Richardson Irvis, 

Lashingcr Rieger Speaker 
ILaughlin 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Cawell 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

amended? 

Acasta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bartner 
Bowley 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Bioujos 

Distler 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Pee 
Pischer 
Flick 
Foster. Jr. ,  A .  
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Callcn 
Gamble 
Cannon 

Lescavitr 
Lerterman 
Levdansky 
Lcvin 
Linton 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Maycrnik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E.  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snydcr, G .  M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Sleighncr 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. Miss Sirianni, are you ordering your 
amendment? 

Miss SIRIANNI. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Very well. Then we will place the bill over 

temporarily. 
Mr. WAMBACH. Mr. Speaker, that will he considered 

then after the lunch break? 
The SPEAKER. It is over temporarily. We expect t o  be 

here for a long afternoon. There will be time for us to get the 
amendment and take the hill up.  We are not passing it over 
permanently. 

Mr. WAMBACH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration o f  HB 289, P N  
313, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1976 (P. L. 424, No. 101), 
referred to as the "Emergency and Law Enforcement Personnel 
Death Benefits Act," further providing for benefits. 
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On the question, Alan and Joyce Vandersloot and elementary school stu- 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? dents are here from the West York Area. They are here as the 
Bill was agreed to. guests of Representative Michael Bortner. Welcome to the 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Mayernik, on final passage. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. HB 289 would clarify the language to 
provide for death benefits for survivors for the fire compa- 
nies, the ambulance and rescue squads, and law enforcement. 
What it does is it changes the language of the statute that 
would include individuals who die suddenly and accidentally 
as a result of trauma sustained in the performance of duty. 
Presently, the language only covers those individuals who are 
killed in the line of duty. This would extend it to died only 
because of traumatic experience, not because of polishing the 
fire truck. We have right now 35 cases that have been denied 
since 1976, and these would again be reviewed once this legis- 
lation is passed. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on this measure. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip on final passage. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is my understanding that the lady, Mrs. Arty, has an 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. We have no such notification. Did you 

have an amendment, Mrs. Arty? Has the Arty amendment 
been circulated? You iust eot it? . 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair recedes from 

- 
hall of the House. 

We have a group of St. John's Golden Agers from Per- 
ryopolis. They are here as the guests of Richard Kasunic. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. 

Also in the gallery is a guest of Representative Charles 
Laughlin, Mr. Lou Persi. He is the guest of not only Mr. 
Laughlin but the rest of the Beaver County delegation. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 597, PN 
675, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of November 1, 1971 (P. L. 495, No. 
113), entitled "An act providing for the compensation of county 
officers in counties of the second through eighth classes, for the 
disposition of fees, for filing of bonds in certain cases and for 
duties of certain officers," increasing the salary of  county offi- 
cers holding two or more offices. 

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

A1866: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1 I), page 2, line I, by striking out "@ 
thousand dollars ($3,000)" and inserting 

two thousand dollars ($2,000) 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 11). page 2, line 2, by inserting after 

"annum." 
1 hc per.&ld~: ular? In:rcs-c> prot1.1c.d lor I I I  \~...rio~~ . - -. . - - 
l1l.l ,~itlic&.~ll I & ~ A ~ I c  lo l h i \  x'.liOll. - .. .- .- 

its announcement saying that the bill had been agreed to on On thequestion, 
third reading. The Chair hears no objection. Will the House agree to the amendments? 

On the question recurring, The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration? Washington. Mr. Sweet. 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apologizes to the lady. We did 
not have it so marked and it is not yet down. Is that correct? It 

- ,  

Mr. SWEET. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill is designed to plug what is sort of a 

loophole in dealing with the pay of county officials who are 
performing more than one job. 

just came down. Mark the bill over temporarily. We will take I TJ,, am&,dment that I am offering really represents a com- 
your amendment up afterwards. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the hall of the 
House a gentleman who was born in South Africa. His name 
is Godfrey Sithole. He left his native country in 1962; he is 
now engaged in community work in Philadelphia. Welcome 
to the hall of the House. 

The Chair welcomes also, as a guest of Representative 
Dwight Evans, Ms. Aurelia Saunders-Stephens, acting presi- 
dent of the Ogontz Avenue Revitalization Corporation. 
Welcome to the hall of  the House. 

- . . 
promise. The amendment will give those people-and 1 can 
enumerate the kind of people we are talking about, if anyone 
wants to know-would give those officeholders, again who 
are holding more than one position, a $1,000 increase and also 
make it abundantly clear that those people from now on will 
get the periodic percentage increase on their entire salary. 
Currently they receive a salary for one job, let us say, a regis- 
ter of wills. That salary is subject to the law that we passed 
that gives the county commissioners the ability to grant per- 
centage pay increases periodically. The register of wills quite 
often also serves as the register of the orphans' court, and 
people like that or other officeholders performing an addi- 
tional duty now get $1,000 extra under statute. This amend- 
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ment would say that they get $2,000 extra under statute and I The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
would also make it clear that both salaries are to be consid- 1 amendments were agreed to 
ered when and if the county commissioners grant periodic per- 
centage increases. 

1 would ask for approval of the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohcn 
Coiafella 
Cale 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslelt 
Cowell 
Cov 
Deluca 
DeVeiter 
DeWeeae 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 

Dininni Lescovirz 
Diitler Letterman 
Dombrowski Levdanrky 
Donatucci Levin 
Dorr Linton 
Duffy Livengood 
Durham Lloyd 
Evans Lucyk 
Fargo McCall 
Fattah McClatchy 
Fee McHale 
Fischer McVerry 
Flick Mackowiki 
Foster, J r . ,  A. Maiale 
Fox Manderino 
Freeman Manmillei 
Freind Markoiek 
Gallagher Mayernik 
Gallen Merry 
Gamble Michlovic 
Gannan Micorrie 
Ceist Miller 
George Moehlmann 
Gladeck Morrir 
Greenwood Mowery 
Cruitza hlrkanic 
Gruppa Murphy 
Hagarty Nahill 
Hsluska O'Brien 
Harper O'Donnell 
Hayes Olasr 
Herman Oliver 
Hcrshey Perrel 
Honaman Petrarca 
Hawlett Petrone 
Hutchinson Piccola 
ltkin Pievsky 
Jackson Piitella 
Jarolin Pitts 
Johnson ~ o t t  
Josephs Prcsimann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
Langtry Richardson 
Laihinger Rieger 
Laughlin Robbinr 

Blaum Godshall No ye 
Carlson Hasay Phillips 
Fryer Kennedy 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheeu 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, C. M.  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tiguc 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Hornc 
Vean 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
West on 
\Viggins 
Wilson 
\\'ogan 
Worniak 

" . 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandriserits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Pratt 
Showers 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-199 

Acasta 
Afflerbach 
Anestadt 
Argail 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Bauisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowiey 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brand! 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlion 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chaduick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cale 
Cordisco 
Corncll 
Coslett 
Coweli 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerler 
DcWeese 
Dalcy 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dictz 

Dininni 
llistler 
Dornbrowsl 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fallal> 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, J r . ,  
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallagher 
Gallcrl 
Gamblc 
Gannan 
Grist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshail 
Greenwood 
Giuitza 
Gruppa 
Hagarty 
Haluika 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howiett 
Hutchinsan 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnion 
Joiephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Langtry 
Lashinger 

Laughlin 
1.escovitr 

;i Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lcvin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McCl~ tchy  
McHalc 
McVerry 
Mackowiki 

A. Maiaie 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozrie 
Miller 
Muehlmann 
Morris 
Mowrry 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nshill 

Olasr 
Oliver 
Pcrrel 
Pctrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccala 
Piersky 
Pipella 
Pills 
POtt 
P W t  
Prersmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinsrd 
Richardson 
Rirgrr 

NAY S-2 

Fryer Lloyd 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Srmmcl 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W.  
Snyder. G .  M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stubs" 
Sweet 
Suift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weitan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. It is not often that the Chair is able to 
welcome the mother of one of our Representatives to the hall 
of the House. Mrs. Ludmilla Mayernik, mother of David, sits 
to the left of the Speaker. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

We have also Commissioner Ellsworth Mutchler of the 
Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Commission, here as the 
guest of Representative Len Gruppo to the left of the Speaker. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. Commissioner. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 707, PN 
805, entitled: 

An Act authorizing Commonwealth agencies to establish pilot 
day care programs for the children of agency employees. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, although I commend the sponsor of  this bill 

for providing a very important need, a day-care center for 
some of our State employees, 1 do have some serious thoughts 
about this proposal, one in particular that I would like to 
share with the members of this General Assembly. 

Under the bill the employees will be responsible for paying 
for the services that are established under this day-care center. 
However, Mr. Speaker, I foresee in the future that a proposal 
could be made that would mandate the State to pay for these 
expenses so that we are setting up a structure that would allow 
in the future the State to run a day-care center with State 
money. 

Mr. Speaker, it is for this reason that I have these forebod- 
ings, and that is, to have the State place rules and regulations 
for raising young people, children, in a day-care center. That 
sort of bothers me. As I said at the outset, 1 can understand 
the concern of  the sponsor in trying to provide this service, 
but I have apprehensions about the future of how this bill will 

be treated. Any time we allow a State to provide rules and reg- 
ulations in the caring and training of children, which is a pos- 
sibility, I have these forzbodings and, respectfully, would 
request the members to vote against HB 707. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Centre, Mrs. Rudy, on final passage. 

Mrs. RUDY. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to answer his 
question. 

Actually, he said that the State would be taking care of the 
costs of raising these children. Other than for the use of Com- 
monwealth property, all costs and expenses of the mainte- 
nance and the operation of this act shall be borne by the 
employees utilizing the program and its services. I would just 
like to point that out for the members. 

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

Clymer, for the second time. 
Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, 1 made it clear-at least I 

thought 1 did-that 1 realize that it is the employees who pick 
up the expense, but what I am saying is, we have a structure 
that in the foreseeable future someone could amend the bill so 
that State moneys could be used to provide this training. 
Instead of the employees, it would be the State that would be 
picking up the cost. Because that is a possibility, and as I had 
proceeded in my arguments as to why then 1 oppose the bill, 
because of that possibility I am therefore asking opposition to 
this proposal. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would urge passage of this 
bill. I would note that the previous gentleman expressed his 
opposition predicated on what somebody might do in the 
future. He said somebody in the future might amend this bill 
or might amend this law. Well, i f  somebody does that, that is 
going to be those of us in this room and our colleagues over in 
the Senate, and nobody is proposing that kind of amendment 
or no one is proposing to create that kind of problem or issue 
today. I really do not think we ought to vote against the bill in 
its current form because of some amendment or some change 
in the law somebody might propose in the future. 

All we are doing with this piece of  legislation is to authorize 
Commonwealth agencies as employers to establish day-care 
programs. We are talking about pilot day-care programs to 
make it experimental in nature. This is something that large 
employers all over this country are doing today -our  corpora- 
tions, our universities, many small businesses are doing this. 
It is nothing extraordinary, but it is necessary that we amend 
the law to make it clear that these State agencies have this 
authorization. There should really be no great debate or con- 
troversy about it. We want them to act as other employees 
elsewhere in this country are able to act today. 

I would urge that we adopt the bill. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
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The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-170 

Acosta Dininni Levdansky Ryan 
Alllerbach Distlcr Lebin Rybak 
Angstadt Dombrawski Linton Saloom 
Argall Uonatucci Livengood Saurman 
Baldwin Dorr Lucvk Schuler 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Bartner 
Bayei 
Brandt 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlsan 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 

Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fischer 
Foster, J r . ,  
For  
Freeman 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
George 
Cladeck 
Greenwood 
Gruitra 
Grupuo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
K",i,l~ki 
Kukavich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 

Mci'all 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 

A. Manderino 
Manmiller 
blarkusrk 
Mayernik 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donneli 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pirtella 
Port 
Pratf 
Prcssmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Rebrr 
Reinaid 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Rudy 

NAYS-30 

Semmcl 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showcrr 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Steven5 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sueet 
Swill 
Taylor, E .  2. 
Taylor, F. E.  
Taylor. J .  
Tigue 
Trrllo 
Truman 
Van Home 
V L ~ "  
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandriseritx 

Irvir. 
Sneaker 

Arty Duff, 
Book Flick 
Bawley Freind 
Bawser Ceist 
Cornell Codshall 
Coslett Hasay 
DeVerter Hayes 
Diefz Johnson 

NOT 

Kennedy Phillips 
Langlry Pitti 
Lloyd Rabbins 
Mackowski Scheetr 
Mprry Smith. L. E 
Mowery Telek 
Noye Vroon 

Fee 

EXCUSED-2 

Daviea Punt 

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

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 708, P N  
806, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the Department of Auditor General to 
utilize Commonwealth property for a pilot day care program for 
the children of i t s  employees. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-173 

Acoita 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argail 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Battisla 
Belardi 
Bellanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortnrr 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujoi 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
C'altagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chaduick 
Cimini 
Civcra 
Clark 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordirco 
Cornell 
Coaleu 
Coivcll 
c o y  
Deluca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dininni 

Distiei 
Donalucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
l:argo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fiichei 
Fo5ter. J r . ,  
Fox 
Freeman 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Calien 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gcorge 
Cladcck 
Crcen\\ood 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagart, 
I4aluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hershey 
llonaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
lrkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Joicphr 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Korinski 
Kukovich 
la5hinger 
Laugillin 
Lrsco>itz 
Letterman 

Levdansky 
Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lucyk 
LlcCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 

A .  Manderino 
Manmiller 
hlarkosek 
Mayernik 
Michlovic 
M~COLL~LI 
Milier 
hloehlmann 
Morris 
Mawrry 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pcrlel 
Petlarca 
Prtrone 
Piccola 
Pievhky 
Pirtella 
Port 
F rau  
Pressman" 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinaid 
Richardson 
R i r g ~ r  
Rocbuck 
Rudy 

NAYS-27 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sebenty 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wcston 
Wiggini 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Barley Diet? Johnson Phillips 
Birmelin Dombrowski Kennedy Pirts 
Black Flick Langtry Rabbins 
Bawlcy Frcind Lloyd Scheetz 
Bauser Geist Mackowski Smith, L. E 
Clymer Godrhail Merry Tclrk 
DeVerrer Hayes Noye 
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N O T  VOTING-1 

Sirianni 
EXCUSED--2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing HB 2, P N  1713, with information that the Senate has 
passed the same with amendment in which the concurrence of 
the House of  Representatives is requested: 

An Act to provide for the establishment o f  a Commonwealth 
Commission on the Bicentennial of the United States Constitu- 
tion; and making ap appropriation. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable t o  the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-200 

Acosta Distler Lescovitz Robbins 
Afflerbach Dombrowski Letterman Roebuck 
Angstadl Danatucci Levdansky Rudy 
Argall Darr Levin Ryan 
Arty Dully Linton Rybak 
Baldain Durham Livengood Saloom 
Barber Evans Lloyd Saurman 
Barley Fargo Lucyk Scheet~ 
Battist0 Fattab McCall Schuler 
Belardi Fee McCiatchy Semmel 
Belfanti Fischer McHalc Serafini 
Birmelin Flick McVcrry Seventy 
Black Foster, Jr . ,  A .  Mackowrki Showers 
Blaum Fox blaiale Sirianni 
Book Freeman Mandeiino Smith, B. 
Bowley Freind Manmiller Smith, L. E.  
Bowser Fryer Markarek Snyder. D.  W .  
Boyes Gallashher Mayernik Snyder, G. M. 
Brandt Gallen Merry Staback 
Broujos Camblc Michlovic Stairs 
Bunt Cannon Micnrlie Steighner 
Burd Gcisr Miller Stevens 
Burns George Moehlmann Stewart 
Bush Ciadesk Morris Stuban 
Caliagirone Godshall Mowery Sweet 
Cappabianca Greenwood Mrkanic Swill 
Cailson Gruitza Murphy Ta)lor. E. Z. 
Carn Gruppo Nahill Taylor. F. E .  
Cawley Hagarty Noye Taylor, J.  
Cersar Haluska O'Brien Telek 
Chadwick Harper O'Donnell Tigue 
Cimini Hasay Olasz Trcllo 
Civera Hayes Oliver Truman 
Clark Herman Pcrzel Van Horne 
Clymer Heishey Perrarca Veon 
Cohen Honaman Prtrone Vroon 
Calafella Howlrtt Phillips U'ambach 
Cole Hutchinson Piccola Wass 
Cordisco l t k i n  Pievrky Weston 
Cornell Jackson Pistcila Wiggins 

Corlett 
Couell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 

Jaralin Pitts Wilson 
Johnson Port Wogan 
Josephs Pratt Worniak 
Kasunic Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Kennedy Preston Wright, J .  L. 
Kcnney Raymond Wright. R .  C. 
Kasinski Reber Yandrisevitr 
Kukovich Reinard 
Langtry Richardson Irvis, 
Lashinger Riegcr Speaker 
Laughlin 

NAYS-O 

N O T  VOTING-I 

Bonncr 
EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

* * *  

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing HB 136, P N  1625, with information that the Senate 
has passed the same with amendment in which the concur- 
rence o f  the House of Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6 ,  No. 2) ,  
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," shifting the burden 
of proof from vendors to the Department of Revenue on ques- 
tions concerning the utilization of exemption certificates: elimi- 
nating the split second quarter for filing of sales tax returns; 
reducing the personal income tax rate; permitting the equitable 
adjustment of taxes and penalties; revising the provisions relating 
to net loss carryover; adding a delinition of  "taxable year"; pro- 
viding a processing exemption for computer software from the 
capital stock and franchise tax; providing an investment credit; 
eliminating tentative payments for corporate net income taxes 
and requiring the prepayment o f  estimated taxes; reducing tcnta- 
tive tax payments lor the capital stock and franchise tax; provid- 
ing an unemployment compensation interest fund tax; changing 
the time period within which petitions for refunds may be filed; 
and making repeals. 

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

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

nonconcur in the amendments placed in H B  136 by the 
Senate. 

T h e  SPEAKER. It is suggested by the  majority leader that 
the House vote in the ncgarive o n  the question of concurrence 
in Senate amendments. 

T h e  Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I support the gentleman's recommendation that the House 

nonconcur in Senate amcndments. 
The SPEAKER. It is suggested by both floor leaders that 

the House, o n  the question, shall the House concur, vote in 
the negative. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions o f  the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta Dininni 
Afflerbach Distler 
Angsladt Dombrowski 
Argall Donatucci 
Arty Dorr 
Baldwin D U ~ ~ Y  
Barber Durham 
Barley Evans 
Battisto Pargo 
Belardi Fattah 
Belfanti Fee 
Birmelin Fischer 
Black Flick 
Blaum Foster, J r . ,  A. 
Book Fox 
Bortner Freeman 
Bowley Freind 
Bowscr Fryer 
Boyes Gallagher 
Brand1 Callen 
Broujoi Gamble 
Bunt tiannan 
Burd Ccist 
Burns George 
Bush Gladeck 
Calragirone Godshall 
Cappabianca Greenwood 
Carlson Gruitra 
Carn tiruppa 
Cawley Hagarty 
Cessar Halurka 
Chadwick Harpcr 
Cimini Hasay 
Civera Haycs 
Clark Herman 
Clymer Hrrshey 
Cahen Honaman 
Calafella Howlett 
Cole Hutchinson 
Cordisca l rk in  
Cornell Jackson 
Caslett Jarolin 
Cawell Johnson 
Coy Joiephs 
Deluca Kasunic 
DeVerter Kennedy 
DeWeere Kenney 
Daley Kosinski 
Dawida Kukovich 
Deal 1.angtry 
Dirtr Lshhingrr 

NOT \ 

l.aughlin Robbins 
Lesco\itr Roebuck 
Letterman Rudy 
levdansky Ryan 
I.evin Rybak 
Linlon Saloom 
Livengoad Saurman 
Lloyd Scheetz 
Lucyk Schuler 
McCall Semrnel 
McClatchy Serafioi 
McHalc Seventy 
McVerry Showers 
Mackowiki Sirianni 
Maiale Smith, B. 
Manderino Smith, L. E .  
Manmiilcr Snyder, D.  W. 
Llarkosek Snydcr, ti. M. 
Mayernik Stsback 
Merry Stairs 
Michlovic Steighnrr 
Clicazrir Stevens 
Clilltr Stewart 
Moehlmann Sfuban 
hlorris S\\'cct 
Moscry Swift 
Mrkooic Taylor, E. 2. 
hlurphy Taylor, t. E. 
Nahill Taylor, J 
Naye Trlrl 
O'Brien Tigtie 
O'Donnell Trello 
Olasr Truman 
Oliier Van Horne 
Perrcl Veon 
Prtrarca Vroon 
Petrolie Wamhach 
Phillip? Was5 
Piccola Weiton 
Picvtky Wiggin5 
Pistella Wilson 
Pills Wogan 
Poll LVozniak 
Pratt Wright.  D. R .  
Pressman" \\'right, I. L.  
Preston Wright, R. C.  
Raymond Yalldriievili 
Rebei 
Reinard Irvii ,  
Richardson Speaker 
Rieger 

'OTING-0 

Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question wa7 determined in the 
negative and the amendments were not concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing HB 175, PN 1676, with information that the Senate 
has passed the same with amendment in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the act of November 4, 1983 (P. L. 217, No. 
63), known as the "Pharmaceutical Assislance Contract for the 
Elderly Act," further providing for program criteria; and provid- 
ing for a prescription drug education program. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Itkin, on that question. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, the Senate did a couple of things 
t o  the bill which I would like t o  describe t o  the House. 

First, they added language to  section I of the bill to further 
clarify that only mail-order pharmacy services provided by 
pharmacies located and licensed in the Commonwealth may 
participate as providers under the program. This amendment 
does not exclude or  preclude any pharmacy from participating 
in the PACE (Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for  the 
Elderly) program, but rather the language allows the handful 
of pharmacies which offer mail-order delivery services to be 
providers of PACE benefits. 

Secondly, the Senate amended HB 175 to allow the dispens- 
ing fee to pharmacists under the PACE program to  be the 
same as that under the medical assistance program if that fee 
is the greater of the two. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for  concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. It has been moved by the gentleman, Mr. 
Itkin, that the House do  concur in amendments inserted by 
the Senate to HB 175. 

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

Mr. WILSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am just going to urge that the House do  concur in the 

amendments inserted by the Senate. 

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

Gannon. 
Mr. CANNON. 1 just wanted to  get a clarification from 

Mr. Itkin. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. llkin will stand for interrogation. You 

may proceed, Mr. Cannon. 
Mr. CANNON. I noticed that the Senate struck out lan- 

guage that I had placed in as an amendment to a previous bill, 
Mr. Speaker, and my question is this: I see their language says 
" ... only ... pharmacies which arc licensed by the Common- 
wealth and which have their principal place of business ...." 

Now, going back a little bit on the debale on my amend- 
ment awhile back, 1 was concerned that we would have a cor- 
poration or  a business with its principal place of business 

' somewhere else in the country running a mail-order operation 1 in the Commonwealth. My question was this: Under this lan- 
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Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angitadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blrmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bartner 
Bowley 
Bowier 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cesrar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 

guage, if a corporation had its principal place of business 
outside the Commonwealth, could they open a pharmacy in 
the Commonwealth and have a licensed pharmacy and run 
mail order out of that pharmacy? 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr.  Speaker, my understanding is that they 
would have to have two things: They would have to be 
licensed in Pennsylvania, and their principal place of business 
would have to  be within Pennsylvania. If those two conditions 
are not met, then they would not be eligible to participate in 
the program. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that, but whar I am asking is, 
is that only that the pharmacy itself has to be principally 
located in the Commonwealth or could the company that 
owns that pharmacy be located someplace else? 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, it says that only mail-order phar- 
macy services which have their principal place of business. 

Mr. GANNON. Okay. I understand what you are saying. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, briefly. 
I think that the language which the Senate has put in has 

opened up somewhat of a loophole in the bill. However, I still 
support it and I recommend a "yes" vote on it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Dininni Laughlin 
Distler Lescavitr 
Dombrowski Letterman 
Dunatucci Levdansky 
Dorr Le\ in 
Duffy Llntan 
Durham Livengoad 
Evans Llovd 

Cohen Honaman Petrone Wambach 
Colafeila Howlett Phillips Wass 
Cole Hutchinion Piccola Weston 
Cardisco ltkin Pievsky Wiggins 
Cornell Jackson Piitclla Wilson 
CoS1ctt Jarolin Pitts Wogan 
Co\\ell Johnson Pot: Wozniak 
Coy Josephs Pratt Wright. D. R. 
Deluca Kasunic Pressmann Wright. J.  L. 
DeVerter Kennedy Preston Wright, R. C .  
DeWceae Kenncy Raymond Yandrisevits 
Daley Kasinski Rcber 
Dawida Kukovich Reinard Irvis, 
Deal Langtry Richardson Speaker 
Dietz Lashinger Riegcr 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Daviea Punt 

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

Ordered, That theclerk inform theSenateaccordingly. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. Now to correct the record. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Centre, Mrs. Rudy. 
Mrs. RUDY. Mr. Speaker, on HB 567 1 was recorded as not 

voting and 1 was in my seat. 1 would like t o  be recorded as 
voting in the affirmative. 

- 

Fargo ~ u c i k  
Fattah McCall 
Fee McClarchy 
Fischer McHale 
Flick McVerry 
Foster, J r . ,  A. Mackowski 
Fox Maiale 
Freeman Manderino 
Freind Manmiller 
Fryer Markosek 
Gallagher Mayernik 
Gallcn Merry 
Gamble Michlovic 
Cannon Micarrie 
Ceist Miller 
George Moehlmann 
Cladeck Morris 
Gadihall Mowery 
Greenwood Mrkonic 
Cruitza Murphy 
Gruppo Nahill 
Hagarty Noye 
Haluska O'Brien 
Harper O'Donnell 
Hasay Olasz 
Hayes Oliver 
Herman Perzel 
Hershey Petrarca 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheet l  
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
S h o ~ e r r  
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. C .  M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swifl 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor. J.  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vraon 

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

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

Bortner. 
Mr. BORTNER. Mr. Speaker, on concurrence on HB 2 1 

was recorded as not voting. I would like to be recorded in the 
affirmative. Thank you. 

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

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, this is a correction. 
I voted in the affirmative on HB 708. 1 wish to be recorded 

as wishing to  vote in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 

I RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. There will be a meeting of the Rules Com- 
mittee at the desk of the majority leader immediately, now. 

STATE GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. To  announce a committee meeting now, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Oliver. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

Mr. OLIVER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
At the call of  the recess there will be a meeting of the State 

Government Committee in the rear of the House. Thank you. 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lawrence, Mr.  Pratt.  

Mr. PRATT. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
For all of the members of the House Judiciary Committee, 

there will be a meeting of  the full committee at  the call of  the 
recess in room 401. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

HB 2, PN 1713 

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

HB 175, PN 1676 

An Act amending the act of November 4, 1983 (P. L. 217, No. 
63). known as the "Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for the 
Elderly Act," further providing for program criteria; and provid- 
ing for a prescription drug education program. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON COUNTIES MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chalr recogniles the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Gamble. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to announce a 
subcommittee meeting at 9 in the morning in the majority 
caucus room, the Subcommittee on Counties. Thank you. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

NOW THEREFORE, The House of Representatives of  the 
Commonwealth of  Pennsylvania, congratulates Brent F. Johnson 
on the occasion of his being honored with the Eagle Scout 
Award. commends him on the outstanding work he has done to - 
earn this coveted honor, and wishes him continued success in the 
future. 

Mr. Speaker, i t  is my pleasure that I place in the Legislative 
Journal the name of  Brent F. Johnson. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am very happy today to announce to you and 
the members of  the Pennsylvania House of Representatives two 
winners of a recent contest which I sponsored in the Richboro 
Elementary School in Richboro, Pennsylvania. 

The contest was called "There Ought to be a Law," and it 
required each student to write an essay on what should be consid- 
ered for legislative action as a new law in Pennsylvania. 

The first winner in the third grade class was Tracy Kubak, and 
her law was one that would reform the amount of taxes  aid by 

was Kristen ~ c i s s ,  and her law was one that would eliminate the 
many experiments performed on animals except where they are 
needed in medical research. 

Mr. Speaker, besides bring recognized here today, each winner 
is to receive a House of Representatives Citation of Merit honor- 
ing her outstanding achievement. 

I BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1330, PN 1711 By Rep. MANDERINO 
An Act amending the act of  March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6 ,  No. 2). 

known as the "Tax Reform Code of  1971," eliminating the split 
second quarter for riling of sales tax returns; permitting the equi- 
table adjustment of  taxes and penalties; providing a processing 
exemption for computer software from the capital stock and 

' franchise tax; eliminating tentative payments for corporate net 
income taxes and requiring the prepayment of estimated taxes; 
changing the time period within which petitions for refunds may 
be filed; and making repeals. 

RULES. 

1 BILL RECOMMITTED 

On the question, 
Mr. REINARD submitted the following remarks for the 

Will the House agree t o  the motion? 
Legislative Journal: 

Motion was agreed to.  

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

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like t o  submit some comments for a matter of  

record. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to bring to the attention of  the 
Speaker and the members of the Pennsylvania House of Repre- 
sentatives the name of Brent F. Johnson, who has recently been 
awarded Scouting's highest honor - Eagle Scout. 

Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, June 18, Rrent F. Johnson will be 
officially recognized in his induction ceremony as Eagle Scout. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to the members of the House 
of Representatives the following Citation of Merit honoring 
Brent F. Johnson. 

WHEREAS, Brent F. Johnson has earned the Eagle award in 
Scouting. This is the highest award that Boy Scouts can bestow 
and as such represents great sacrifice and tremendous effort on 
the part of this young man. He is a member of  Troop 28. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majorlty leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr.  Speaker, I move that H B  1330 be 

recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for  a fiscal 
note. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The House will stand in recess until 1 :30. 

AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, this particular amendment 
relates to page 5, which is the damages and enforcement 
section. On line 25 of page 5, there is language allowing for 
recovery by the consumer of out-of-pocket expenses. 1 am 
adding language to clarify the fact that these out-of-pocket 
expenses have to be incurred in the enforcement of rights pro- 
vided under this act, exclusive of attorney fees. I believe this is 
also an agreed-to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the Reber amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I agree with this amend- 
ment and would ask for an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the Reber amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. McHale. 

Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman, Mr. 
Kukovich, stand for interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Kukovich indicates he will so stand. 
You are in order and may proceed, sir. 

MI. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, I am not really sure that I 
understand this proposed amendment. Is it correct t o  state 
that if a plaintiff, a consumer, prevails in his or  her lawsuit 
under this litigation, the cost of the attorney representing that 
plaintiff will be paid by the consumer rather than by the 
responsible defendant? Is that correct? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. 1 am sorry; I could not hear all of that. 
Could you repeat that, please? 

Mr. McHALE. If  a consumer brings a lawsuit under this 
legislation and he or  she wins, who pays for the plaintiff's 
lawvc-r? 

Bortner 
Boaley 
Bonser 
Royes 
Brand1 
Bcoujos 
Runt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagiione 
Cappabianca 
('arlsan 
Carn 
C a ~ l c y  
Crisar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslctt 

Ileal 
Oiet? 

Civcra 
Cohen 
Dawida 

Oallen Merry 
Gamble Michlovic 
Geisl Micorzie 
George &filler 
Gladrck hlochlmann 
Gadshall Morris 
Grrrnuood Maivery 
Gruitza htrkonic 
Gruppo 5lurphy 
Hagarty Nahill 
Haluiha O'Hrien 
Harper O'Dannell 
Hasay Olair 
Haycs Oliver 
Herman Pcrzel 
Hershey Perrarca 
Honarnan Petrone 
Houlctt  Phillip5 
Hulchinron Piccola 
ltkin Fievrky 
Jackson Pistclla 
Jarulin Pitts 
John io~ i  Pott 
Joscphi Prerslnann 
hasunic Preston 
Kcnncdy Raymond 
Kenney Reber 
Koiinrki Reinard 
Kukovich Richardson 
L.angtiy Rieger 
I.ashingcr Robbins 
I.aughlin Rudy 

NAYS-4 

Freeman Leuerman 

NOT VOTING-] I 

Dorr Gannon 
Dufiy Lcvin 
Freind Noyc 

EXCUSED-2 

Punt 

Staback 
Stairs 
Steighncr 
Stevens 
Stewart ' 
Stuban 
Sbeet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J.  
Telrk 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vi0"ll 

Wambach 
Wass 
West on 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogari 
\Irozniak 
Wright, D. K .  
Wright. J .  L. 
Wright, R. C .  
Yandrisevitr 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Lloyd 

Prarr 
Roebuck 

.- , - ~ .  
Mr. KUKOVICH. I do  not believe that is covered in this 

amendment. The way the bill stands now, it would be up to 
the discretion of the court. If the consumer plaintiff would 
prevail under the way the bill is now, the judge could rule and 
probably would rule in favor of attorney's expenses. I do  not 
think this amendment really changes that at all. 

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-186 

Acasta Dininni Leicovitr Ryan 
Alflerbach Distler Levdansky Rybak 
Angstad1 Dombrowski Linton Saloom 
Argall Donatucci Livengood Saurmdn 
Arty Durham Lucyk Scheetr 
Baldwin Evans McCall Schuler 
Barber Farga McClalchy Semmel 
Barley Fattah htcHalc Seralini 
Battisto Fee McVerry Seventy 
Belardi Fincher Mackawski Showers 
Bellanti Flick Maiale Sirianni 
Birmclin Foster, Jr., A. Manderino Smith, B .  
Black Fox Manmiller Smith, L .  E.  
Blaum Fryer Markosek Snyder, D.  W. 
Book Gallagher Mayernik Snyder, G .  M. 

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

On the question recurring, 
will the H~~~~ to [he bill on third conside;ation as 

amended? 
Mr. REBER offered (he following amendment No. A2129: 

Amend Sec. 5 ,  page 4, line 16, by striking out "in a box," 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This particular amendment relates to information con- 

tained in the bill on  page 4. On line 16, the section relating to 
consumer restrictions t o  be highlighted as part of the bill, it 
requires that among other things highlighted on the front page 
o f  any statement issued to a consumer that these statements be 
placed, quote, "in a box." This amendment removes the 
requirement that the statements be put in a box. There are a 
couple of reasons for  this, Mr. Speaker. 



- 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, 

Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr .  KUKOVICH. Thank yon, Mr. Speaker. 
I do  not have this amendment in front of me right now, but 

I did discuss this with Representative Reber. It does make 
somewhat of a change in the bill, but I tend to  agree with the 
amendment. To  make sure the members understand, the way 
the bill is now drafted, with certain waivers of consumers' 
rights - certain rights they would have in law that they would 
give up - the bill currently says there would have to be sort of a 
highlight box. Now, Representative Mayernik has an amend- 
ment that would take all of that out. I think perhaps Repre- 
sentative Reber's amendment is a good compromise between 
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what is in the bill and the Mayernik amendment. The lan- 
guage would still be in there and in a position where the con- 
sumers could readily find what rights they would waive or 

First of all, I think the mere placement of something in a 
box in some minor types of agreements may be rather burden- 
some to the individual financial institution. 

Second of all, traditionally a lot o f  things that are placed in 
boxes become confusing to the consumers because usually 
these particular items are not to be considered in many 
instances or  are for reference only within the lending institu- 
tion or  to be handled inner office. 

So I d o  not think it does anything to aid the bill. 1 think it 
actually causes possibly some confusion and, additionally, 
causes a great deal of additional expense in the printing or  
reproduction of the document. I believe the consumer restric- 
tions that are highlighted in the bill otherwise certainly serve 
the purpose and intent behind this legislation. 

I believe this is an agreed-to amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the eentleman. 

what restrictions they would give to themselves under that 
contract. I think it would be more reasonable t o  follow Mr. 
Reber's amendment in dealing with that, and 1 would ask for 
a "yes" vote. 

Burd George 
Gladeck 

Bush Godshall 
Caltagiiane Greenwood 
Cappabianca Giuitza 
Carlson Gruppo 
Carn Hagarty 
Cawley Haluska 
Cesiar Harper 
Chadwick Hasay 
Cimini Hayes 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hershey 
Ciymer Honaman 
Calafella Haa'lrtt 
Cole Hutchinson 
Cordisco ltkin 
Carnell Jackson 
Coslctt Jarolin 
Cowell Johnson 
Cov Jaseohs 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battism 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 

~ e i u c a  
DeVerter 
DeWeeie 
Daley 
Deal 
Dietr 
Dininni 

Dawida 
Freeman 
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Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
D'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Perrone 
Phillips 
Piccala 
P i~vsky  
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Pratt 

Stuban 
Sweet 
Swih 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Tetck 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Hornr 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wasi 
Weston 
M'iggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wrieht. D. R 

Kasunic Pressmann Wright, J .  L. 
Kennedy Preston Wright, K. C. 
Kenney Raymond Yandriseuiti 
Koiinski Reber 
Kukovich Rrinard Irvis, 
Lanetry Richardson Speaker 
1.ashingrr 

NAYS-6 

McHale Rybak Seveor) 
Oiai7 

NOT VOTING-3 

Cohen Stairs 

EXCUSED-2 

- ~~ ~.. . 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. REBER offered the following amendment No. A2127: 

I Amend Sec. 4, page 3, by inserting between lines I and 2 
( 5 )  Marital agreements. 

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

YEAS-192 I The SPEAKER.-The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Distlcr 
Dambrowski 
Danatucci 
Dorr 
Duffv 
~ u r h a m  
Evani  
Farga 
Fattah 
Pee 
Fiicher 
Flick 
foster,  Jr . ,  A .  
Fox 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Cciit 

Laughlin 
Lescovitr 
I-elterman 
I.evdansky 
L e ~ i n  
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
%Call 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Mackowrki 
Maialc 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
hlaikosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlavic 
hlicorrie 

Rieger 
Rabbini 
Koebuch 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuier 
Semrnei 
Seiaiini 
Showers 
Sirianni ~~~~~~~ 

Smith, 0.  
Smifh, L .  t. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snydcr, G .  M. 
Staback 
Steighner 
stevens 
Stewart 

Montgomery, Mr. Reber, on the amendment. 

1 Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, on page 2 of the bill there are 
certain particular types of transactions that are excluded from 
the purview of this legislation. I would intend to add the lan- 
guage that marital agreements, property settlement agree- 
ments, any type of agreement that comes as a result of a 
domestic divorce action not be required to rollow the plain 
language of this particular type of legislation. The reason for 
this is obvious. Normally the people are represented by 
counsel in these situations, or if they are not, they may very 
well be eligible for counseling with Legal Aid, so I do  not 
think there is really any need for a marital agreement, which 
in many instances has technical language set forth in common 
law, case law, statutory law, to be put within the purview of 
this bill. I think it strengthens the bill and would ask for its 
support. Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The original intention of the bill was not to include agree- 

ments such as this since for the most part attorneys are 
present. They are usually done within the jurisdiction of the 
court or a domestic relations office in the county, and 1 would 
agree with this amendment also. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-193 

Acosta 
Alflerbach 
Anestadt 
~ r h l l  
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barher 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bclardi 
Belfanti 
Birmclin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowier 
Boyeb 
Brand1 
Broujor 
Runt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Callagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlion 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cesiar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colaiella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Co*.ell 
c o y  
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Dalcy 
Deal 
Dietr 

Dininni 
Uirtler 
Dornbrowrki 
Donalucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster. J r . ,  
Fan 
Frecman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Callcn 
Gamble 
can not^ 
Geiir 
George 
Cladeck 
Godshail 
Green\\ood 
Gruirla 
t iruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hanaman 
Hanlett  
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
l a r d i n  
Johnson 
losephi 
Kssunic 
Kenncdy 
Kenney 
Koiinski 
Kukovich 
Langtry 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lercovitr 
Lerterrnan 
l evdansky 
l i n ton  
Livengood 
1.loyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
hluHale 

A. McVcrry 
Mackotiski 
Maialr 
Manderino 
Manrniller 
Mnrkoiek 
Mayrrnik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miller 
Moehlrnann 
Morris 
Mower? 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahili 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 

Psrrarca 
Petrone 
Phillipr 
Piccola 
Pirviky 
Pistella 
Pitti 
Pot1 
Pratt 
Preston 
Kayrnond 
Kebrr 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Kiegrr 

NAYS-3 

Robbina 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Kybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Sernrnel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W.  
Snyder, G. M .  
Staback 
Stairs 
Stcighner 
Slcvens 
Slcuart 
Stuban 
Swecr 
Sbil't 
Taylor, E .  %. 
Taylor, F. F. 
Taylor, J .  
Tclek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Hornc 
\le0,1 

Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandriserits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Dawida Fartah l'rcrsmann 

NOT VOTING-5 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. REBER offered the following amendment No. A2133: 

Amend Scc. 4, page 2, lines 28 and 29, by striking out all o l  
line 28 and "(4)" in line 29 and inserting 

0) 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, if 1 could, for the record, before 
I get into this amendment, I would like t o  state that on the 
previous amendment, Representative Sirianni was also a 
cosponsor of that, with myself. 

Next, on amendment A2133, the bill presently excludes 
from the requirements o f  this bill contracts of insurance. Last 
session, this particular bill was debated, and at  that time I 
stated for the record a conversation 1 had had with a number 
of constituents in my office discussing this particular concept, 
this particular type of legislation, as it was introduced last 
session. The good comments, if you will, that I was receiving 
concerning this particular type of legislalion was the fact that 
many people on the street, when they read ahout plain lan- 
guage legislation, say, I am glad to  see the Commonwealth is 
doing something to clarify some of the ambiguities and the 
nebulous language that appear in my insurance contracts. 
When this was related to  me, I had to say to them, well, that 
may be the case in some States, but, unfortunately, the bill as 
proposed in the Commonwealth o f  Pennsylvania does not in 
fact require insurance contracts t o  fall within the purview o f  
this particular legislation then and now. S o  for that reason, 
Mr. Speaker, I believe that the contracts of insurance should 
also be required to conform to  the mandates of this legisla- 
tion. 

I think that is very important for  one particular reason. I 
think many of us, if not just about everyone in the Common- 
wealth, enter into various forms of insurance contracts on a 
regular basis and very seldom, if ever, contact anyone who 
has competency in interpreting or  particularly getting 
involved in the language and what that language means. In 
short, people do  not run in to see their attorney or run in lo 
Legal Aid for aid and assistance before they enter into various 
contracts of insurance. I think if there is ever any type o f  con- 
tract that should be put in plain language for the consumer, it 
is a contract of insurance, and 1 would ask for an affirmative 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Allegheny, Mr. McVerry. 

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise t o  support the Reber 
amendment. I believe lhat the consumer is touched more 
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broadly by insurance contracts than any other contracts in 
which they may be involved, and if there are any contracts 
that require clarification so that people can understand what 
they are buying or what they are getting, it is contracts of 
insurance. I urge your favorable support of this amendment. 

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose this amend- 
ment. I think it is sheer folly to try to establish a requirement 
that all insurance contracts of all kinds be stated in simple 
English. It just cannot be done. It is a special area, a very 
highly specialized field. There are some areas in insurance 
which are conducive to this, but that area is already being 
taken care of voluntarily by the insurance industry. Casualty 
and property insurance contracts are already being written in 
plain English, and sometimes I wish they were not because it 
results in such a big, thick policy, you do not even have time 
to read it. 

In addition to everything else, I think that in the case of 
insurance, you are buying insurance usually through an agent, 
and if you do not buy it through an agent, you should have 
somebody who knows insurance examine the contract for you 
before you buy it. It is not like an ordinary commercial con- 
tract or a consumer contract. This is a highly specialized field, 
and I think that we ought to be very, very careful not to jeop- 
ardize the fortunes of this bill, which is exactly what would 
happen if you put this amendment in. 

If you will all recall, we went through this trial before, and 
what happened? The whole bill fell because insurance was in 
it. I predict to you that if you attempt to insert this again, that 
insurance contracts be covered by simple language, you will 
also find the bill being stymied, if not here, in the Senate. So I 
would strongly urge that we defeat this amendment and let 
this bill go through with the good things we are trying to do in 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Levin, on the amendment. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to supporttheamendment. 
I disagree with the previous speaker that insurance is so com- 
plicated it cannot be explained to the buyer in language that 
makes sense. There are many instances where policies are 
written deliberately where the language is obtuse deliberately 
so that the purchaser does not understand what he is getting. 
There is no great magic to writing in language that people can 
understand if you wish t o  try. I believe that it would be a 
fraud on the public if we were to pass a plain language bill and 
exclude insurance. Support the amendment. 

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

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to interrogate the sponsor of the 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. You may proceed, Mr. Reinard. 
Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, would your amendment include all conlracts 
of insurance? 

Mr. REBER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, in your original debate 

before the House in speaking of sponsorship and support of 
this amendment, you made the point that the insurance con- 
sumers of Pennsylvania should have a right to know what 
their contract is in plain language. My point there goes on the 
fact of who the consumer is. If we are speaking about our 
constituents being the individual homeowners, automobile 
purchasers of  the Commonwealth, those contracts currently 
are written on a plain language provision voluntarily by the 
insurance industry. My concern comes out that when you 
bring in all contracts of  insurance, you are getting into the 
more specialty lines - excess liability, commercial liability, lia- 
bility areas that you mentioned in a previous amendment 
where you were speaking about marriage and some agree- 
ments there where counsel is involved. When you are talking 
about commercial policies and things along that line, espe- 
cially branches, I think you are going outside of the bounds of 
the consumer. My question or my comment is, if you are 
bringing in all bounds or all contracts, could you tell us what 
the actual purpose in that would be then? 

Mr. REBER. In response to that question, Mr. Speaker, I 
would say first of all that both you and the previous speaker, 
Mr. Vroon, regarding the negativeness of this particular 
amendment have said that insurance contracts are already 
written in plain language. I t  would then be my position that if 
insurance contracts are already written in plain language, then 
submission for them for clarification under the advisory 
opinion provisions of this statute should already now not 
cause any harm or hindrance i f  that is a concern at all of the 
insurance industry; they should get compliance with the 
statute as presently written. 

Second of all, I do have trouble with certain areas, and 
some of those areas are the types of policies that you just 
delineated that 1 myself in many instances have some trouble 
understanding what they mean. 1 would like to think, as Rep- 
resentative McVerry said, that if many of these areas that 
have caused many portions of litigation and various causes of  
action that have come up over the years to attorneys, I cer- 
tainly think that question would also be of concern to the con- 
sumer. 

Finally, you are saying, how in fact is a consumer, if you 
will, a person under this act for purposes of an insurance con- 
tract? I think that the act is sufficiently broad in its language, 
in its definitions as presently structured, that certainly an 
insurance contract is an agreement between two parties, a 
consumer and a party who is in essence insuring household 
property, household goods, real property, personal property, 
whatever you have. 

So 1 certainly think all of those fall within the intent and 
purview of this statute as presently drafted. 

Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to clarify a 
comment that you made earlier regarding my statement and 
the previous speaker. 
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Currently, personal, automobile, and homeowners' policies 
are written in plain language. However, not all contracts of 
insurance are written in plain language. As you know, being a 
legal document, not all contracts can be written, not all words 
can easily be defined, and as you do  know, there is a contract 
of adhesion that applies t o  all insurance policies. 

My concern was, if you were speaking strictly of putting in 
this amendment simply to take care of the residential or  
homeowner, automobile-type consumer, that area is being 
covered. If you are putting it in there to expand it to every 
insurance contract -ocean marine, air cargo, worldwide pro- 
ducts legal liability, various different types of legal liabilities 
that are specially lined such as pollution exclusion - you are 
going to get into provisions and areas where I believe con- 
tracts of adhesion and past meanings as far as what this legal 
language goes back to, all the way back sometimes to  the orig- 
inal days of ocean marine coverage and from its founding o f  
insurance, you are going to complicate the bill. My concern is 
that 1 am a little bit concerned that your provision may not be 
feasible. 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, my only suggestion is if the 
speaker doing the interrogating would look at  the language of 
the bill as to what we are talking about, this only has to do  
with those types of consumer insurance contracts, if you will, 
and I do  not think they would encompass a lot of the areas of 
more commercial types of insurance that you are alluding to. 
So what I am saying is, I do  not think they fall within the 
purview of the act. I think only those contracts that go to per- 
sonal family or  household purposes, if you will, would be 
covered by the act. Obviously, if the insurance company is 
concerned about a particular type of coverage that they might 
be writing, the easiest thing to do  is submit that for the advis- 
ory opinion. I think that will clear them from any further lia- 
bility under the act, and it could be an  opinion, if you will, 
that would in essence say that they do  not have to  comply, 
that they are excluded from the consumer contract aspects of 
the act, therefore not included whatsoever. 

The SPEAKER. It has been suggested to the Chair that 
because the legal profession is well known for being able to 
explain itself in very simple language, perhaps the attorneys 
on the floor of the House would be excluded from debate on 
this particular issue. The Speaker, however, feels that it would 
be unfair t o  exclude those who wish to  talk about the shadowy 
penumbra o f  the purviews so that the rest o f  us might be casu- 
ally and not pretexturally entertained. So we will continue to 
hear the lawyers debate how we can put things in plain Ian- 
guage. It ought t o  be very interesting. 

Now the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich, on 
the various purviews and penumbras. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. I am almost afraid t o  say anything after 
that, but I will avoid purviews and penumbras and talk about 
the pragmatics of this amendment. 

As you can tell from the debate, this will not be an  agreed- 
to amendment as the other Reber amendments were. 
However, the reason why insurance was not originally put 
into this bill was that when we drafted it for  this session, we 
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tried to avoid some of the major controversies that had 
delayed this bill over the last 4 or  5 years. 

I philosophically agree with the Reber amendment, but I, as 
a sponsor of the bill, am not going to  ask the members t o  vote 
one way or the other. There are some practical problems. I am 
worried about some of these amendments, and Representative 
McVerry has amendments which I again agree with, but I am 
worried about loving this bill to death and whether amend- 
ments like this could hurt the bill in the Senate. With that 
being the case, I have decided to vote philosophically in favor 
of this amendment, and I would ask the members to simply 
vote their conscience on the issue. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Morris, d o  you wish to  debate the 
Reber amendment? 

Mr. MORRIS. I am not sure whether you could call it 
debate. 

I would like to observe that the debate so  far on this partic- 
ular amendment in its technicality plus our experiences here in 
this chamber last session make me very strongly in favor of 
Mr. Reber's amendment. But if it is going to  louse up the bill 
for Mr. Kukovich, 1 will go with him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester, Mr. Vroon, for  the second time on the amendment. 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I would like t o  make a few 
remarks and then interrogate Mr. Reber. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I was misquoted a little while 

ago when I said that the insurance industry is already writing 
plain English policies; they are, but I also explained that they 
were property and casualty policies. And there is a big, broad 
field called life insurance which was not touched at  all in my 
comments, and this is the big area of controversy here. If we 
were t o  decide to require plain English in every kind of insur- 
ance policy that is written in the United States, we would 
require a massive restructure of all of the paperwork involved, 
all of the language involved in every conceivable type of insur- 
ance policy, and I am just wondering who in the wide world is 
going to pay for all that? Now, the question is easy to  answer - 
the obvious answer is the consumer. There is a horrendous 
cost involved here, and that is one very good reason why 
insurance policies, especially for life insurance, cannot practi- 
cally be couched in plain language. This is a very important 
consideration, and we are already working on the whole 
concept of plain English, but I think we ought to take it one 
step at a time and not saddle ourselves with a horrendous 
amount o f  cost all at  one time. 

Now, my interrogation, please, of Mr. Reber. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber says he will stand for  further 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, as  a lawyer, can you tell me 

whether or  not you would be agreeable t o  have all the laws of 
this Commonwealth couched in plain language, and all of the 
legislation in particular of this House- 

The SPEAKER. Now, Mr. Vroon, that goes beyond fair- 
ness. You know none of us can agree t o  that; otherwise, we 
would all be out of a job. 
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Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to bring out a point 
here, and it will only take a minute. 

The SPEAKER. You go right ahead, hut you know we 
cannot agree to do things in plain language here. That is 
unfair. 

Mr. VROON. Well, that is the whole point. I am saying it is 
no more reasonable to expect all insurance policies to be 
couched in plain language. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber, do you want to try and answer 
for the rest of us on that? 

Mr. REBER. No, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I believe there is something called the fifth 

amendment, and I would like to raise that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declares the fifth amend- 

ment. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, we may have an amendment 

here to discuss a little bit later, so 1 will defer at this time, hut I 
just want to point out to the House that in view of the fifth 
amendment raised by my colleague here and in view of the 
remarks by the Speaker, we are not giving the insurance 
industry fair consideration, because 1 think their language is 
just as complex as the language we use in our laws. I therefore 
again urge a "no" vole on this amendment. 

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

Mr. CANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, next to the purchase of your home, I guess the 

next most important purchase you can make is the protection 
or the insurance that you are going to buy to protect it. I think 
that the Reber amendment just adds a little fairness to that 
transaction by letting the consumer or the purchaser of  that 
insurance contract truly understand what he is buying. 

Mr. Speaker, it is pretty clear from looking at this bill that 
it does not go beyond a consumer purchase. One of the 
members already raised the issue that perhaps it would touch 
on reinsurance or facultative reinsurance or excess insurance 
or surplus lines insurance or marine insurance, the specialty 
areas. Well, they are not consumer purchases as they are 
addressed in this bill, Mr. Speaker, so 1 do not think we would 
have a problem there in that type of language. 

But one of the other members spoke about life insurance, 
Mr. Speaker, and that, too, is a very, very important purchase 
that is made by a consumer, and I would imagine that many 
of us have been visited by that life insurance salesman selling 
us financial security for the future and really not touching too 
much on the technical details of  the policy hut explaining it in 
general terms. The consumers find themselves relying upon 
what is said by the representative of the company, and I think 
it is only fair, Mr. Speaker, that that person can sit down and 
read that policy and truly understand what he is actually pur- 
chasing. So I think the Reber amendment goes a long way in 
touching on probably what I think is the most important 
aspect of this hill, and that is what probably most people buy 
most often, and that is insurance. So I support the Reber 
amendment, Mr. Speaker. 1 think it is a good amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argali 
A r l ~  
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Kattiao 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowier 
Brand1 
Kroujos 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cauley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Cornell 
Cosletl 
Corell  
COY 
Dcluca 
DeVertcr 
DeWeese 
Dalev 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dininni 
Diitler 
Dombrowski 
Danatucci 
Dorr 

Duffy Lloyd 
Durham Lucyk 
Evans McCall 
Farrah McClatchy 
Fee McHale 
Fischei McVerry 
Fosrer, Jr., A. Maialc 
Fox Manderino 
Freeman Manmiller 
Freind Markosek 
Fryer Mayernik 
Gallagher Merry 
Gallen Michlovic 
Gamble Micazrie 
Gannon Moehlrnann 
Geist Morris 
George Mrkonic 
Gladeck Murphy 
Greenwood Nahill 
Cruirra Noye 
Gruppa O'Krien 
Hagarty O'Donnell 
Haluska Olasz 
Harper Oliver 
Haiay Perzel 
Hayes Perrarca 
Herman Petrone 
Honaman Phillips 
Howleft Piccala 
ltkin Pievsky 
Jackson Pistella 
Jarolin Pills 
Johnson Pot1 
Kasunic Prstt 
Krnney Pressman" 
Kasinski Preston 
Kukovich Raymond 
Langtry Rcber 
Lashinger Reinard 
I.aughlin Richardson 
Lescavit~, Rieger 
Lrvdansky Roebuck 
Levio Rudy 
Linron Ryan 

NAYS-24 

Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheet? 
Schulcr 
Scmmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smilh, 1. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
stdback 
Stairs 
Steighncr 
Stcvms 
Sterar t  
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swill 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J 
Telek 
Tieue 
r r i l l o  
Truman 
Van Horne 
VCO" 
Wambach 
Wcrton 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wugan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L .  
Wright, R. C. 
Yandriserits 

I~v i s ,  
Speaker 

Birmelin Carn God5hall Mackowski 
Barley Cessar Hrrshey Miller 
B o y e  Cimini Hutchinson Mawery 
Bunt Dierr Josephs Rohbina 
Bush Faigo Kennedy Vroon 
Carl\on Flick Leueiman Wass 

NOT VOTING-3 

Acosra Burd Livengood 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

amended? 
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Mr. REBER offered the followine amendment No. A2128: 1 Caltae~rone God$hall 'dower! Sweet ~ -~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ - 
Amend Sec. 3, page 2. line 13, by inserting after "party" 

acting in the usual course of business 

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

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment A2128 is reinserting language on page 2 in the 

definition of "consumer contract" or "contract" section. 
The language being reinserted by this amendment states as 
follows: "A written agreement between a consumer and a 
party"-and now I am quoting the language to  be added- 
"acting in the usual course of business ...." 

I think this language is very important to give total clarity 
to this particular act and what we are talking about. There are 
a number o f  principles that have evolved in the case law of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, a number of interpretations 
that have come out of the Uniform Commercial Code as cod- 
ified in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and this "acting 
in the usual course of business" language has become part of 
that. I think this strengthens the bill. I think it provides 
further clarity to the fact that we are talking about those doc- 
uments that are offered by anyone who attempts to solicit or 
intends to solicit contracts in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, and I would ask for the reinsertion of this language 
that was deleted in committee. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cerrar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Ciiera 
Clark 
Clymei 
Cohen 
Colafclla 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Corel l  
Coy 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
IIrWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietr 
Dininni 

Burd 

Greenwood ~ i k o n i c  
Cruitza Murphy 
Gruppo Nahill 
Hagarty Noyr 
Halurka O'Brien 
Harper O'Donnell 
Hasay Olasl 
Hayes Oliver 
Herman Perrcl 
Hershey Petrarca 
Honaman Petrune 
Howlett Phillips 
Hutchinson Piccola 
ltkin Pieviky 
Jackson Pistella 
Jarolin Pitts 
Johnson Pott 
Joseph5 Pratl  
Kasunic Preismann 
Kennedy Preston 
Kenney Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Rukovich Reinard 
Langtr y Richardson 
Lashinger Rieger 
Laughlin 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Taylor, J.  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vcon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wars 
Wertan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R .  C.  
Yandriscvits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Davier Punt 

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

d l l l C I I U C U :  
amendment drafted similar to this. 1 think Representative 
Reber is correct. and I would ask for an affirmative vote. The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

- - 
Westmoreland, Mr. Kukov~ch,  on the amendment. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, this was language that was 
taken out in committee, which I think was a mistake. I had an 

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

v 

On the question recurring, 

Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 
- - - - A - A q  

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barlev 

Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evanr 
Fareo 

Lescovitz 
Lctterman 
Levdanrky 
Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucvk 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 

Battiito ~ a r & h  ~ c ~ a l l  Schuler 
Belardi Fee McClatchy Semmel 
Belfanti Fiicher McHale Seiafini 
Birmelin Flick McVerry Seventy 
Black Foster, Jr.. A. Evlackauski Showers 
Blaum Fox Maiale Sirianni 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burns 
Bush 

Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Callen 
Gamblc 
Cannon 
Geirt 
George 
Gladeck 

Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markasek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micoc~ie  
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 

Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W .  
Snyder, G. M .  
Staback 
Stairs 
Stcighner 
Steven, 
Stewart 
Stuban 

Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 
Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, since we have adopted six out of 

six amendments, since the debate has been in plain language, 
and since we are batting 1,000, 1 am going to  withdraw the 
remaining amendments that have been circulated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

I WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. Before we get to the question, maybe we 
had better introduce some guests who have been very patient 
here. To  the left of the Soeaker, as guests of Representative . 
Ruth Rudy, are Carl and Gladys Burkholder. Welcome to  the 
hall of the House. We are glad to  have you here. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 855 CONTlNUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. MAYERNIK offered the following amendment No. 

A1773: 
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Amend Sec. 5, page 4, lines 14 through 30; page 5, lines 1 
through 7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Mayernik, on the amendment. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We have plain language bills in seven other States for con- 

sumer contracts. This amendment would put us in sync with 
the other States in the Nation. I believe the guidelines Mr. 
Kukovich has put in this bill are already defined in HB 855, 
and the clause which he is trying to put in again was taken out 
last session. The information is already required by the 
Federal Truth-in-Lending Act, and 1 believe it t o  be 
redundant or  repetitious. I see a duplication of effort which 
would require restructuring of the contracts already in posi- 
tion and being used in the other States. This would definitely 
hurt the companies that do  business interstate and would cost 
a large amount of money to them. It would only hurt them 
and cause these types of businesses t o  have bad blood about 
doing business in Pennsylvania. 

It would also require either that the length o f  the paper be 
extended or another page be put on the contract. I think this is 
unnecessary, and 1 ask for an  affirmative vote on this amend- 

out of sync with those States and would cause problems with 
the companies in this State that d o  interstate business. I ask 
for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, I support the Mayernik 
amendment. I cannot agree with Representative Kukovich's 
analysis that the Reber amendment solves the problem. The 
Reher amendment does nothing but take out a requirement 
that you put a box around certain words, but it is the words 
that are the problem, Mr. Speaker. "If you do  not meet your 
contract obligations, you may lose your house, the property 
that you bought with this loan, other household goods and 
furniture, your motor vehicle or  money in your accounl with 
us." I submit to you that that is confusing, intimidating at the 
very least to any consumer, and certainly will not aid in husi- 
ness and commerce in Pennsylvania. 1 would urge adoption of 
the Mayernik amendment. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I just call to the members' 
attention that the quote that Representative McVerry used is 
simply "may" language to  give an example of the way in 

, which these contracts can take advantage of consumers. It is 
verv imoortant that when a consumer siens a contract. the 

ment. 
The SPEAKER' On  the amendment' the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Soeaker. I oonose this amendment. 

attack on consumers' rights. Black Dorr McVerry Smith, B. 
Fargo Mackowski Smith, L.  E. 

I think the Reber amendment has solved the problem. A Fischcr Manmiller Snvder. D. W.  

, . 
language that takes away their rights is not hidden somewhere 
in that contract. The Reber amendment has at least dealt with 
this issue so that the restrictions would be remaining in the 

, . .  
Again, the agreed-to amendment that Representative Reber 
offered I think was a decent compromise. The bill as now 
amended by the amendment does away with the 
called highlight box. Now, what this amendment would do  is 
take out the necessity for at  least listing all the various restric- 
tions and waivers o f  rights. It is not repetitious, as the maker 
of the amendment has said, because on page 5 of the bill it 
explains that Truth-in-Lending will be included. Other 
Federal statutes that require consumer restrictions are still 
included. Now that the hill has been amended by Represents- 
tive Reher, we are only talking about either no other language 
or  potentially a few lines, a few sentences, that will highlight 
those parts of contracts, or  let us say in a retail agreement they 
might want t o  waive the consumer's rights so something that 
he has bought, if not paid for, could he confiscated without 
notice. etcetera. That is iust one examnle. But it would be an 

couple more lines, if necessary, will not increase the length of 
the contract, will not increase any costs. I think this is a bad 
amendment, and I would ask for a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 

contract. 
To adopt this would allow unsavory types to 

take advantage of the consumer and within the hounds o f  that 
contract deny them the rights that they have in the normal 
course of law, I think that would be a mistake, it is 
anticonsumer, and the reasonable vote on this amendment is 
'' no." 

0" the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-103 

Afflcrhach DeVerrer Kosiniki Scheetz 
Dietr Langtry Semmcl 

Argall Dininni Levin Serafini 
~~~~i~~~ Distler McCall Sevcnty 
Birmelin Danatucci McClatchy Sirianni 

the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Mayernik. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Once again, Mr. Speaker, I would only 
state that it would require a larger document, it would be rep- 
etitious, and it would require additional pages. The other 
States in the whole Nation do  not have this. It would throw us 

Bowlcy Flick Markosek ~n;der ,  G. M 
Bowier Foitei, J r . ,  A .  Mayernik Stairi 
Buyes Fox Merry Steighncr 
Brand, Freind Micaz~ie Stevens 
Bcoujoi Gallen Moehlmann Sweet 
Bunt Geiit Noye Swil? 
Bush tiodthall O'Brien Taylor, E. Z 
Carlion Gruppo Olasr Taylor, J .  
Crrsar Hagarty Pcrrel Telek 
Chadnick Hayay Phillips Trello 
Cimini Hayes Piccola Van Hornc 
Civerz Herman Pitts Vroon .. ... ~ ~~~~~~~~~ 

Cole Hershey Pressrnann W a s s  
Cordisco Honaman Raymond Weiton 
Corneli Hutchinson Riepei Wilson 



Amend Sec. 9, page 8, line 29, by striking out "$100" and 
inserting 

$50 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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Coslett ltkin Robbins Wogan 
Cowell Johnson Ryan Worniak 
COY Kenney Rybak 

NAYS-97 

Acoita Evans Levdansky Rcinard 
Arty Fattah Linron Richardson 
Baldwin Fee Livengood Roebuck 
Barber Freeman Lloyd Rudy 
Barley Fryer Lucyk Saloorn 
Belardi Gallagher McHale Saurman 
Belfanti Gamble Maiale Schuler 
Blaum Cannon Manderino Shovver? 
Burns Ceorgc Michloric Staback 
Caltagirone Cladeck Milici Sternrt 
Cappabianca Greenwood Morris Stuban 
Carn Gruitra Mawery Taylor, F. E. 
Cawle, Haluika Mrkonic Tigve 
Clark Harpcr Murphy Truman 

Nahill Clymcr Howlett Veon 
Cohen Jackson O'Donnell Wambach 
Colafelia Jarolin Oliver Wiggins 
Deluca Joiephr Pctrarca Wright, D. R. 

Petronc Wrighl, J .  L .  DeWeere Kasunic 
Daley Kennedy Pievsky Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kukovich Pistella Yandrirerit, 
Deal Laihinger Pott 

Pratt Irvis, Dombrowski Laughlin 
Duffy 1,escoritr Preston Speaker 
Durham 1.etterman Reber 

NOT VOTING-I 

Burd 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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. MAYERNIK offered the following amendment No. 

A2153: 

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

Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, what this would do  is 
reduce the cost o f  reviewing a contract from $100 to $50. New 
Jersey is the only State that requires a fee, and that is at $50 
right now. This would again put us in sync with the other 
States that have this type o f  provision. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I oppose this amendment. 
I guess it is nice t o  be in sync with other States, but the point is 
that Pennsylvania could have the best plain language bill in 
the country if this is adopted. If many more amendments like 
this go in, that will not be the case. 
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New Jersey is in sync with Pennsylvania in terms of having 
a fee, mostly because they are one of the few States that have 
a certification and review process. The purpose o f  that is to 
provide predictability to business, t o  give them advance notice 
so they will not be liable. 

The problem is that originally with this bill we had reason- 
able costs. As a compromise, $100 was put in as a cap. The 
Attorney General can charge anywhere from zero to  $100, 
depending on the difficulty or the nature of the contract. This 
is not a major issue, but I would suggest that $50 is probably 
an  average cost, but there may be some very complicated con- 
tracts, especially dealing with the obtaining o f  credit or  loan 
agreements that might cause the Attorney General extra work. 
1 think the $100 limit is very reasonable for  major contracts, 
and I would ask for  a "no" vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Mayernik, for the second time on his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Every day attorneys write to the Attorney General's Office 

of this Commonwealth and ask for  legal opinions. If we were 
to start charging for every opinion written, we would be 
charging every corporation and company in the State. I 
believe it is only reasonable to set the fee at  $50, which Mr. 
Kukovich has already stated is probably the average fee, and 
let us leave that as a ceiling. Let us create a climate to have 
business stay in Pennsylvania. 

I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-114 

Acoita IkVertei Le5covitz Saurlnan 
Afllerbach Uietz I.ettcrman Schuler 
Anesrvdl Dininni McCsll Semmel 
Argall Distler McCIacchs Serafini 
Arty Dorr McVcriy Seventy 
Barley l luffy  Evlackowski Sirianni 
Birmelin Durham Manmillei Smith. B. 
Black I'argo Markorek Smith, L .  E.  
Book Fischer Mayernik Snyder, D. W.  
Bartner Flich Mcrrv Snvdcr. G .  M. 
Bowlcy 
Bowscr 
Bayes 
Brand1 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Callagirone 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chad\rick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslrtl 

Foster, Jr., 
Fox 
Freind 
<;allen 
Gannon 
Geiat 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
H a w  
Hayes 
tlerlnan 
Hershcy 
Honaman 
Johnson 
Kenncy 
Kosiniki 
Langrry 
Lashinger 

A .  2.licorzic 
Miller 
Morhlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pifts 
P0tt 
Prcairnann 
Raymond 
Rrinard 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 

staback 
Stairs 
Strighner 
Stevens 
Swift 
Taylor, E .  Z. 
Taylor, J.  
Telrh 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vcoun 
Wars 
Wciton 
Wilion 
Wogm 
Wozniak 
Wright. I .  L.  
Wright, R .  C. 
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Barber 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Broujos 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Donatucn 
Evans 

Baldwin 
Clark 
Cordisco 

Fattah Kukovich 
Fee Levdansky 
Freeman Levin 
Fryer Linton 
Gallagher I.iuenpood 
Gamble L.loyd 
George hlcHale 
Gladrck Manderino 
Greenwood Michlovic 
Cruitza Mrkanic 
Haluska Murphy 
Harper O'Donnell 
Howlctt Olasr 
Hutchinson Oliver 
ltkin Prtrarca 
Jackson Petrone 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Joirphs Pistella 
Kasunic Pratt 
Kennedy Preston 

N O T  VOTING-9 

1.aughlin Maiale 
Lucyk Morris 

EXCUSED-2 

Punt 

Reber 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetr 
Showers 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Taylor, F. E.  
Tigue 
Truman 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wright, D. R .  
Yandrireritr 

Roebuck 
Sweet 

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

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

amended? 
Mr .  MAYERNIK offered the  following amendments No .  

A1769: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 5, line 21, by inserting after 
', remedies.-" 

(1) 
Amend Sec. 7, page 5, line 25, by striking out "(I)" and 

inserting 
( 0  

Amend Sec. 7, page 5 ,  line 26, by striking out "(2)" and 
inserting 

(ii) 
Amend Sec. 7, page 5, line 29, by striking out "(3)" and 

inserting 
(iii) 

Amend Sec. 7 ,  page 5 ,  line 30, by striking out "(4)" and 
inserting 

(iv) 
Amend Sec. 7 ,  page 5, by inserting after line 30 

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of section I I ,  liabil- 
ity of a person who violates the provisions of this act shall not 
include attorney fees incurred by another to  enforce compli- 
ance o r  to  recover damages caused by noncompliance. 

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

A M E N D M E N T S  W I T H D R A W N  

T h e  SPEAKER.  T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr .  Mayernik. 

Mr.  MAYERNIK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I would like to withdraw 
this amendment .  It has  already been covered by the  Reber 

JUNE 18, 
~ ~ - -  

amendment  that was passed by the  House as  amendment 
2130. 

T h e  SPEAKER.  T h e C h a i r  thanks the  gentleman. 
A1769 is withdrawn. 

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

amended? 
Mr.  McVERRY offered the  following amendment  No. 

A205 1 : 

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 23, by inserting after "Common- 
wealth" 

after the effective date o f  this act 

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

T h e  SPEAKER.  O n  the question, the  Chair  recognizes the  
gentleman from Allegheny, M r .  McVerry. 

Mr. McVERRY. Mr.  Speaker,  amendment  A2051 is 
offered a s  a point of clarification. O n  page 2, section 4, under 
"Application of  act," the  general rule is that "This act 
applies t o  all contracts thal a r e  made, solicited o r  intended to  
be performed in this Commonwealth." I simply add the 
words "after the  effective date  o f  this act" s o  that there is n o  
confusion that it does not apply t o  contracts which are  already 
in existence. 

T h e  SPEAKER.  T h e  Chair  recognizes the  gentleman f rom 
Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr.  KUKOVICH. Mr.  Speaker,  I agree. This  is simply clar- 
ifying language. I d o  not know if i t  is actually necessary, but  i t  
causes n o  problems with the  bill. I can agree t o  the  amend- 
ment.  

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

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Acoira 
Afflcrbach 
Angstadt 
Argali 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battirto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmclin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bartner 
Borley 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagironr 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donarucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Psttah 
Fee 
Richer 
Fiick 
Foster, Jr . ,  A .  
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
tiallen 
tiamble 
Gannon 
Grist 
George 
Cladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Gruitra 

Leicovitz 
Letterman 
Levdan~ky 
Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Ltlcyk 
McCall 
McClstchy 
UcHalc 
McVerry 
Macko\viki 
Erlaiale 
hlandcrino 
hlanmiller 
Markosek 
Maycrnik 
Merry 
Miclllovic 
blicozzie 
Miller 
Mochlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Sauirnan 
Scheetz 
Schulcr 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showerr 
Sirianni 
Smilh. 8. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. C. M .  
Sfabsck 
Stairs 
Steigllner 
Slrvrns 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
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Cimini ~ a s a y  Oliver Truman 
Civera Hayes Perrel Van Horne 
Clark Herman Petrarca Veon 
Clymer Hershey Prtrone Vroon 
Cohen Honaman Phillips Wambach 
Colafella Howlert Piccola Wars 
Cole Hutchinsoli Pievsky Wciton 
Coidisco ltkin Pistella Wiggins 
Cornell Jackson Pirts Wilson 
Coslett Jarolin Pott Wugan 
Caweli Johnson Pratt Wozniak 
COY Josephi Prciimann Wright. D. R. 
Deluca Kasunic Preston Wright, J .  L. 
Dek'ertei Kennedy Raymond Wright, R .  C. 
DeWeere Kenney Reber Yandriscvits 
Daley Kosinski Reinard 
Dawida Kukavich Richardson Iruis, 
Deal Langtry Rieger Speaker 
Dietz Lashinger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Laughlin 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

Carn Gruppo Noye Taylor, J .  
Cawley Hagarry O'Brien Telek 
Ceiiar Haluska O'Dannell Tigue 
Chadwick H a r m  Olasz Trelio 

On the auestion recurring. 

philosophically I cannot disagree with Representative 
McVerry, and I would simply ask the members t o  vote on the 
merits of that issue. I intend to vote "yes." 

-. 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. McVERRY offered the following amendments No. 

A2058: 

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, lines 27 and 28, by striking out a l l  of 
line 27 and "(3)" in line 28 and inserting ,-, 

l i l  
Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 29, by striking out "(4)" and 

inserting 
(3) 

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

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, as  we earlier discussed with 
contracts of insurance, there are provisions in this bill to 
exclude from the purview of this act certain types of con- 
tracts. One of them that is set forth is contracts to buy securi- 
ties. 1 see no unique nature in contracts to buy securities, and I 
cannot quite understand why consumers should not have 
plain language advice as t o  the purchase of securities. So 1 
request that you approve this amendment and eliminate con- 
tracts of securities from the exclusionary provisior~ of the bill. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the amend- 
ments that 1 am afraid might have the practical effect of again 
loving the bill t o  death, because it creates more lobbyist pres- 
sure against it and more problems in the Senate. However, 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Acosta Dietz Laihinger Rieger 
Afflerbach Dininni Laughlin Robbins 
Angstadt Diitlcr Lercovitr Roebuck 
Argall Dambrowski Levdansky Rudy 
Arty Donatucci Lcvin Ryan 
Baldain Dorr Linton Rybak 
Barber I>uffy Livengood Saloom 
Barley Ilurham Lloyd Saurman 
Rattisto Evans Lucyk Scheetr 
Belardi Fargo McCall Schuler 
Belfanti Fattah hlcClatchy Semmel 
Biimelin Fee McHale Serafini 
Black Fischer h l ~ V ~ r r y  Seventy 
Blaum Flick Mackowski Showers 
Book Foster, Jr., A .  Maialc Sirianni 
Bortner Fox hlanderino Smith, B. 
Bowley Freeman Manmillcr Smirh, L. E. 
Boaser Freind Markosek Snyder, D. W.  
Boyes Frver Mayernik Snyder, G .  M. 
Brandt Gallagher Merry Staback 
Broujoi Gallen Michlovic Stairs 
Bunt Gamble Micazrie Steighner 
Burd Gannon Miller Stcvens 
Burna Ceisl Mochlmann Stewart 
Bush Georee Zloriis Stuban 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlron 
Carn 
Cau,ley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Cikera 

GladGk 
Godshail 
Greenwood 
G r u i t ~ a  
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haiuaka 
Harper 
Hasav 

hlowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 

Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E.  
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Tiello 
Truman 

Clark Hayes Perzel Van Hornc 
Clymer Herman Petrdrca Veon 
Cahcn Heishey Pctrone Wambach 
Colafclla Honaman Phillips Wass 
Cole Howlett Piccola Weston 
Cordisco Hutchinion Pieviky Wiggins 
Cornell ltkin Pistella Wilson 
Coslell Jackson Pitts Wogan 
Cowell Jarolin Pot1 Warniak 
COY Johnson Pratt Wright, D .  R. 
Deiuca Kaiunic Pressmann Wright, 1. L. 
DeVerter Kennedy Pcehton Wright, R .  C .  
DeWecsc Kenncy Raymond Yandriievits 
Daler Kosiniki Reber 
Ilawida Kukovich Reinard Irvis, 
Deai Langtry Richardson Spcakel 

NAYS-3 

Jorephs Letterman Vraan 

NOT VOTING-0 

Daviea Punt 

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. McVERRY offered the following amendment No. 

A2054: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, lines 14 through 30; page 5, lines 1 
through 7 ,  by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to withdraw 
amendment 2054. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has withdrawn amendment 
2054. 

Does the gentleman have a further amendment to offer? 
Mr. McVERRY. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

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

amended? 
Mr. McVERRY offered the following amendment No. 

A2056: 

Amend Sec. 8, page 7 ,  lines 13 through 20, by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 

(3) The creditor, seller or lessor made a good faith and 
reasonable effort to comply with this act. 

(4) The Attorney General has certified that the contract 
complies with this act. A certificate of compliance by the 
Attorney General chall be an absolute bar to anv legal nro- 
ceeding under this act. 

(5) The consumer was not substantially confused about 
any of the rights, obligations or remedies under the contract 
in question. 

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

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, in section 8 of the bill there 
are certain limitations of liability; that is to say, certain occa- 
sions on which there will not be liability imposed under this 
act. I have restated sections (31, (41, and ( 5 )  of those limita- 
tions in accordance with the language set forth in the amend- 
ment. 

The first restatement is paragraph (3 ) ,  simply to clarify if 
the creditor, seller, or  lessor made a good-faith, reasonable 
effort to comply with the act, there would be no liability. That 
good-faith determination would he made by a court at the 
time the facts of the circumstance are being litigated. 

Another limitation on liability is when the Attorney 
General has certified that the contract is in compliance with 
the act. 1 simply add a statement t o  that, that when the Attor- 
ney General has issued such a certification, that will be an 
absolute bar to any further proceedings under this act. 

- -- 

Lastly, there should not be any liability if the consumer was 
not substantially confused about any of the rights, obliga- 
tions, or  remedies under the contract in question. 

I urge your favorable support. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich, on the amendment. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would have to oppose this amendment. The way the bill is 

currently drafted, the limitations on liability, I think, are very 
clearly stated. 1 think a lot of the lanruare in the McVerrv - - 
amendment is probably redundant, but 1 am concerned about 
some of the other phrases, such as "substantially confused," 
which enters a new legal argument into this whole issue and 
probably tends to shift the burden back to  the consumer in 
terms of proving their case. 

1 do not think the amendment really adds to the bill, and I 
think it adds a level of confusion. I would ask for a "no" vote 
on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. McHale. 

Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. 
McVerrv. stand for interroeation? . . - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will so stand. 
You may proceed, sir. 

Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, your amendment, I believe, 
introduces the question of good faith or  had faith with regard 
lo this kind of litigation. Who has the burden of proof? 
Would a plaintiff have to show bad faith in order to recover, 
or  would a defendant have to show good faith in order to raise 
the defense? 

Mr. McVERRY. I do  not believe it introduces the concept 
of good faith or bad faith. I believe that the plaintiff would 
have the burden of establishing that this contract did not 
come within the purview of the act, not whether or  not the 
person from whom the consumer contracted acted in good or 
bad faith. 

The issue with regard to  the words "substantially con- 
fused," it simply seems fair to me that a consumer should not 
he entitled t o  recover under an act if he or  she knew what he 
or she was doing when they entered into the contract. So if it 
can be shown by the contractor that there was no substantial 
confusion, then I do  not believe the consumer should be enti- 
tled to recover under this act. 

Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, that completes my inter- 
rogation. 

If I may makea brief statement? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may make a statement. 
Mr. McHALE. I echo the words of the gentleman, Mr. 

Kukovich. The intent and the effect o f  this amendment would 
be to introduce another element into the litigation: i.e., the 
question o f  good faith. If we allow good faith as a defense, 
that means that in every lawsuit brought under this statute or 
proposed statute. the issue of whether or  not the defendant 
has acted in good faith will be one that will have to be proven 
in a courtroom. That translates into a great deal of money. 
We are talking about extensive discovery problems, extensive 
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a n d  enormous legal fees for  the plaintiff, if this becomes a 
matter that has to  be litigated. I d o  not think the burden 
should be shifted t o  the consumer. I think the proposed 
statute is fine as it is currently drafted. I seek a negative vote 
o n  the amendment. 

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

Mr .  McVERRY. Mr .  Speaker, I daresay that all 203 
members of the House of Representatives can read. All you 
need d o  is turn t o  page 7, subsection (3), line 15, and it says, 
"...and that it attempted in good faith to  comply with this 
act." 1 have not introduced a new concept into the act when 
dealing with the issue of good faith. As  a matter of fact, if you 
compare the amendment language for paragraph (3) with the 
paragraph (3) that  is already in the act,  you will see that it is 
substantially clearer and easier to  establish whether or not 
there has been compliance with the act.  

I submit t o  you that  the consumer a n d  the retailer should 
have the protection set forth in paragraph (4), once there has 
been a certification that the contract is in compliance, and I 
also believe that  if a person is not confused with that  which 
they are contracting for ,  they should not have the benefits of 
this act.  

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

T h e  following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bawser 
Baycs 
Brandt 
Bunt  
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cordisca 
Cornell 
Coslett 
COY 
DeVerter 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Baldwin 
Barbci 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bartner 

Donatucci 
Dori 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fiicher 
Flick 
Foster, Jr., 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Gadshall 
Greenwood 
Gcuppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Jahnron 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Langtry 

Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Evans 
Fattah 
Fee 
Freeman 

Laihinger 
Levin 
McCall 
McClatchg 
McVerr y 
Mackowski 
hlanmiller 

A. Markoirk 
Mayrrnik 
Merry 
Micozrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 

Nahill 
Naye 
O'Bricn 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Phillins 
~iccoia 
Pittc 
Pott 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
R i ~ g e r  

NAYS-82 

Lescovitz 
Leuerman 
Levdansky 
Linlan 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
I.ucyk 

Robbins 
Koebuck 
Kudy 
Kyan 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L .  E. 
Snyder, I). W .  
Snyder. G. M.  
Slairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Sweet 
S.ift 
Taylor, E. 2 .  
Taylor. 1 .  
l e l ek  
Wass 
WeYon 
Wilson 
Wugan 
Wright, D.  R .  
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, K. C. 

Richardson 
Rybak 
Saioom 
Showers 
Staback 
Stewart 
Stuban 

Bowley Fryer McHale Taylor, F. E. 
Broujos Gallagher Maiale Tigue 
Caltagirone Gamble Mandcrino Trello 
Caooabianca Gearee Michlovic Truman . . - 
Carn Gruitra Mrkonic Van Horne 
Cawley Haluska Murphy  Veon 
Clark Harper O'Donnell Vroon 
Cohen Howlett Petrarca Wambach 
Colafella Hutchinion Pelranc Wiggins 
Cole ltkin Pieuskg Wozniak 
Cowell Jarolin Pistella Yandrisevits 
Deluca Jascphs Pratt 
DeWeese Kaiunic Pressmann Irvis, 
Daley Kukovich Preston Speaker 

NOT VOTING-3 

Burd Laughlin Seventy 

EXCUSED-2 

Dariei Punt 

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

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

amended? 
Mr.  GLADECK offered the following amendments No. 

A1928: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line I,  by inscrtingafter "certain" 
statutes, rules, regulations and 

Amend Bill, page I ,  by inserting between lines 4 and 5 
ARTICLE I 

SHORT TITLE 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 5, by striking out "1" and insert- 

ing 
101 

Amend Sec. I,  page 1, line 7 ,  by striking out "Consumer Con- 
tract" 

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
ARTICLE I1 
CONTRACTS 

Amend Sec. 2, page 1 ,  line 8, by striking out "2" and insert- 
ing 

201 
Amend Sec. 2, page 1,  line 14, by striking out "act" and 

insertine . 
article 

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

article 
Amend Sec. 3,  page 2, line 5, by striking out "3" and insert- 

ing 
202 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 6, by striking out "act" and insert- 
ing 

article 
Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 20, by striking out "4" and insert- 

ing 
203 

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 21, by striking out "act" and 
inserting - 

article 
Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 24, by striking out "act" and 

inserting 
article 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 2, by striking out "act" and insert- 
ing 

article 
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Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 4, by striking out "5" and insert- 
inn " 

204 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 8, by striking out "6" and insert- 

ing 
205 

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 18, by striking out "ACT" and 
insertine 

article 
Amend Sec. 7, page 5, line 19, by striking out "7" and insert- 

ing 
206 

Amend Sec. 7, page 5, line 23, by striking out "5" and insert- 
ing 

704 -. 
Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 3 ,  by striking out  "act" and insert- 

ing 
article 

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 5, by striking out "act" and insert- 
ing 

article 
Amend Sec. 7, page 6, line 9, by striking out "act" and insert- 

ing 
article 

Amend Sec. 8, page 7, line 6, by striking out "8" and insert- 
ing 

207 
Amend Sec. 8 ,  page 7, line 14, by striking out "act" and 

insertine " 
article 

Amend Sec. 8 ,  page 7, line 16, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

article 
Amend Sec. 8 ,  page 7, line 20, by striking out "act" and 

insertine 
article 

Amend Sec. 8 ,  page 7, line 22, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

article 
Amend Sec. 8, page 7, line 24, by striking out "act" and 

insertine. - 
article 

Amend Sec. 9, page 7, line 26, by striking out "9" and insert- 
ing 

Amend Sec. 9, page 7, line 30, by striking out "act" and 
insertine - 

article 
Amend Sec. 9, page 8, line 3, by striking out "act" and insert- 

ing 
article 

Amend Sec. 9, page 8,  line 12, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

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

insertine 
article 

Amend Sec. 9, page 8,  line 16, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

article 
Amend Sec. 9, page 8, line 19, by striking out  "act" and  

inserting 
article 

Amend Sec. 9, page 8, line 21, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

article 
Amend Sec. 9, page 8,  line 27, by striking out "act" and 

inserting 
article 

Amend Sec. 9, page 8, line 30, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

article 
Amend See. 10, page 9, line 1, by striking out "10" and 

inserting 
209 

Amend Sec. 10, page 9, line 2, by striking out "act" and 
inserting 

article 
Amend Sec. 11, page 9, line 4, by striking out "11" and 

inserting 
210 

Amend Sec. 11, page 9, line 5, by striking out "act" and 
insertine 

article 
Amend Bill. w e e  9. bv insertine between lines 6 and 7 . .  . . 

ARTICLE I I I  
STATUTES. RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Section 301. ~ e n e r a l  rule. 
This article shall apply to all statutes enacted by the General 

Assembly and all rules and regulations promulgated by every 
executive branch department, departmental administrative board 
or  commission, independent board or  commission, agency or  
other authority or  instrumentality of the Commonwealth which 
shall become effective subsequent to the effective date of this act. 
Section 302. Test o f  readability. 

(a) General rule.-All statutes, rules and regulations pro- 
mulgated to become effective after the effective date of this act 
shall be written and organized, t o  the greatest extent possible, in a 
manner so that they are easy to read and understand. 

(b) Language guidelines.-In determining whether a statute, 
rule or  regulation meets the requirements of subsection (a), the 
following guidelines shall be considered: 

(I) Short words, sentences and paragraphs should be 
used as much as possible. 

(2) Highly technical legal terms other than those com- 
monly understood should be avoided. 

(3) Latin and foreign words or  other words with 
obsolete or archaic meanings should not be used. 

(4) Words should be defined by using commonly under- 
stood meanings. 

(5) Sentences should not contain more than one condi- 
tion. 

(6) Cross references, when used, should briefly and 
clearly describe the substance o f  the item referenced. 

(7) Sentences with double negatives or  with exceptions 
to exceptions should not be used. 

Section 303. Compliance. 
(a) Compliance by General Assembly.-The General 

Assembly shall strive to adhere to the guidelines set forth in 
section 302 and shall be the exclusive judge of its compliance 
therewith. 

(b) Compliance by administrative agencies.-Every execu- 
tive branch department, departmental administrative board or 
commission, independent board or  commission, agency or other 
authority or instrumentality of the Commonwealth shall comply 
with the provisions of section 302 when promulgating rules and 
regulations. Adherence to those provisions shall be reviewable by 
the General Assembly and the Independent Regulatory Review 
Commission pursuant to the act of June 25, 1982 (P.L.633, 
No.181), known as  the Regulatory Review Act. 

ARTICLE 1V 
SEVERABILITY; EFFECTIVE DATE 

Amend Sec. 12, page 9, line 7, by striking out "12" and 
inserting 

401 
Amend Sec. 13, page 9, line 13, by striking out "13" and 

inserting 
402 





real property. Many times when an agreement of sale is 
signed, I would say the vast majority of times, there is no 
lawyer yet involved at that stage. If there is one key area 
where we need to maintain plain language, it is in the area of 
real estate contracts. 

This bill has been around for 5 years; it has been compro- 
mised a number of times. The language in here I think is the 
basic bottom line of what we can deal with in real estate. 

The third section of the amendment, which deals with a 
$50,000 limit, is to insure that commercial contracts over and 
above $50,000 are not included, because there normally is an 
attorney involved in a commercial contract, but whenever you 
talk about the sale of  real property, you are talking about 
someone's home; you are talking about their land. 

I think it is very vital that we oppose this amendment and 

1258 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 18, 

make sure that agreements of sale for real property are 
included in this bill, and I would ask for a "no" vote on this 
amendment. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In an effort to conform to the intent of this legislation, my 

amendment is very simple. It merely excludes real estate con- 
veyance documents, mortgage documents, and deeds from 
inclusion under this act and specifically also deletes real prop- 
erty as one of those areas to be included, and it removes the 
ceiling of $50,000 on all real estate contracts. 

I urge an affirmative vote on this. Real property is such that 
it is very technical. With these conveyance documents, gener- 
ally individuals are represented by legal counsel. There is a 
substantial amount of consideration, and the mortgage itself 
represents collateral for that loan. For all these reasons, I 
would appreciate an affirmative vote on this amendment. 
Thank you. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, with most of these amend- 
ments sometimes 1 can tell which lobbying group that they are 
coming from. I guess it is clear where this one is coming from. 
It would be nice if I could agree to all these amendments, but 
then we would not have much of a bill left. 

I would remind the members that probably one of  the most 
important things that a consumer deals with is the purchase of 

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

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if we pass this amendment, quite simply, the 

plain language bill becomes a toothless tiger. The average 
citizen makes no purchase in his lifetime more important than 
the purchase of his home. 

If this amendment passes, what we are saying is that we 
want consumers to understand contracts into which they 
enter, except the contract for their home, except real estate 
documents, except mortgage documents. I believe it is criti- 
cally important, particularly at the time that a real estate pur- 
chase is being made, that the consumer understand what he is 
doing. This clearly is an amendment which serves a very 
limited number of people. It is clearly to the detriment of 
most Pennsylvania real estate consumers. 

I urge a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 

Flick, for the second time. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If the members will look closely to the amendment, while I 

will delete "real property" on page 2, lines 17 and 18, just by 
virtue of deleting that does not necessarily mean that it is not 
included. 

Then further down where 1 merely modify where the maker 
of the bill has only provided for property descriptions in deeds 
and mortgages, I merely expand that to include real estate 
conveyance documents, mortgage documents, and deeds. I 
am not so sure that the agreement of sale would be included in 
the deletion as 1 have proposed here. The agreement of sale is 
not a conveyance document: it is an agreement to exchange 
property for consideration. I am not intending to exclude the 
agreement of sale; 1 am intending to exclude the conveyance 
documents. 

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

The roll was recorded: 

YEAS-41 

Birmelin 
Book 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Burd 
Bush 
Civera 
Coslett 
COY 
Dininni 
Distler 

A c o ~ t a  
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 

Durham Langrry 
Fargo Lucyk 
Flick hlcClatchy 
Foster, Jr. ,  A .  McVerry 
Fox Manmiller 
Godshall Micorzie 
Hasay Miller 
Hershey hloehlmann 
Kennedy Piccola 
Kosinski Pitts 

Deal Laughlin 
Dietz Lescavitz 
Dombrowski Letterman 
Donarucci Levdaniky 
Darr Levin 
Duffy Linton 

Raymond 
Reber 
Schuler 
Seral'ini 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Swift 
Taylor. J .  
Vroon 
Wambach 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 

Barber Evans Livengood Saurman 
Barley Fatlah Lloyd Scheetz 
Battisto Fee McCall Semmel 
Relardi Fiqcher McHale Seventv 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cersar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 

. . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallcn 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gcist 
George 
Gladeck 
Greenwood 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayes 
Herman 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hulchinson 
ltkin 

Mackowski 
Maiale 
Mandcrino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
0 lasz  
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Prtrone 
Phillips 
Pievsky 

~~ ~ . 
Showeis 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, C. M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E.  2. 
Taylor, F. E.  
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
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Cordisco 
Cornell 
Cow ell 
Deluca 
DeVeiter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 

Sirianni 

Davies 

Jackson Pistella 
Jarolin Pott 
Johnson Pratt 
Josephs Preiimann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Reinard 
Kukovich Richardson 
Lashinger Rieger 

NOT VOTING-2 

Telek 

EXCUSED-2 

Punt 

Warniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, K. C .  
Yandriievits 

Irvis, 
Speakcr 

The amendment we are now considering is remarkably 
similar to the one that we just defeated. As the gentleman, 
Mr. Kukovich, indicated, there is a good reason why legal 
descriptions are not included under plain language. When you 
purchase a home, the legal description portion of your deed is 
probably word for word the same description which has been 
on record in the courthouse for the last 100 or perhaps 150 
years. If we attempted to rewrite those legal descriptions, we 
would hopelessly cloud the titles on thousands of properties 
throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. For that 
very good reason, legal descriptions have been excluded from 

The question was determined in the negative, and the plain language. 

amendments were not agreed to. But to go beyond that-and to use the word "merely" I 
think i~ really stretching the meaning o f  that word-to go  

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Deal I.aughlin Robbins 
Angrtadt I l i e t ~  l . esc~v i t z  Roebuck 

Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. Argall Olninni Letterman Ryan 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker. Artv Distler Lrvdanskv R ~ b a k  

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICKofferedthe amendment No. A2052: 

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 2 5 ,  by striking out "Property 
descriptions in deeds and mortgages" and inserting 

~ e a l  estate conveyance documents, mortgage docu- 
ments, deeds 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment is more specific. It does not delete real 

property from the contracts; it merely expands page 2, line 25,  
by removing the reference to property descriptions in deeds 
and mortgages and expanding it t o  include real estate convey- 
ance documents, mortgage documents, and deeds. It is very 
specific. 

It is an area that I think needs to be excluded from the plain 
language contracts, and I would suggest that each member 
support my amendment. 

. . 
Representative Flick is right; this is not as damaging as the 

last amendment. However, there is a particular reason why 
the bill was drafted this way. The reason we excluded property 
descriptions in deeds and mortgage documents is because 
there is a specific legal reason for that. There are various 
terms of art in describing these things that are necessary to be 
maintained. However, in the rest of the documents, that is not 
the case. There is no need for legalese in those documents. 
There is no reason why we cannot have an  environment in our 

beyond legal descriptions and say that the entire document, 
that the entire  deed, will be exempt from the plain language 
requirements goes much too far. There is absolutely no reason 
why the general text of a deed should not conform to plain 
language while simultaneously we grant an appropriate 
exemption for the legal descriplion. 

That is the way the bill is currently drafted; that is the way 
we should pass it into law. I seek a negative vote on the 
amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-27 

nirmelin Foster, Jr . ,  A .  Mackai\ski Serafini 
I ~ o ~ s ~ '  Fax Micorzic Stevens 
Civcra Godshall Maehlmann Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymei Hershey O'Brien Vraon 
~~~h~~ Langtry Pitti  Wagan 
Fargo McClarchy Raymond Wrighl, J .  1.. 
Flick McVerry Schuicr 

NAYS-172 

Acasta Dawida Lashinger Rieger 

Baldnin 
Barber 
Barley 
Bauisro 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Hlaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyei 

Ilombra\rski 
Ilonatucci 
Ilorr 
Duffy 
Evans 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fiicher 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 

Levin s i l oom 
Linton Sauiman 
Livengoad Scheetr 
Lloyd Semmcl 
Lucyk Seventy 
McCall Showers 
McHale Sirianni 
Maiale Smith, B. 
Manderina Smilh, I.. E.  
Manmiller Snyder, D. U'. 
Llarkosek Snyder, G. M.  
Maycrnik Staback 

courthouses where the typical citizen can understand those Gallen Merry Stair? 
Broujos Gamble Michlovic Steighner 

documents and their rights therein. Cannon Miller Stewart 

For that reason. 1 would aeain ask for a "no" vote on this Geiit Morris Stuban 

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lehigh, Mr. McHale. 
Carlson Gruppo Noyc Telek 
Carn Hagarty O'Dannell Tigue 
Cawley Harpcr Olasr Trello 
Cersar Hasay Oliver Truman 

Burns George Mowery Sweet 
Bush Gladeck Mrkonic Swift 
Caltagirone Murphy Taylor, F. E. 
Cappabianca Gruitia Nahill Taylor, J 



~~p 

Chadwick Hayes 
Cimini Herman 
Clark Honaman 
Cohen Howlett 
Colafella Hutchinson 
Cole ltkin 
Cordisco Jackson 
Cornell Jarolin 
Coslett Johnson 
Cawell losephs 
COY Kasunic 
Deluca Kennedy 
DeVerter Kenney Reinard Irvis, 
DeWeese Kosinski Richardson Speaker 
Daley Kukovich 

NOT VOTING-2 
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Haluska Rudy 

EXCUSED-2 

Perzel Van Horne 
Pelrarca Vean 
Petrone Wambach 
Phillips Wass 
Piccala Westan 
Pievsky Wiggins 
Pistella Wilson 
~ o t t  Worniak 
Pratt Wright, D. R. 
Pressmann Wright, R. C. 
Preston Yandrisevits 
Reber 

Birmelin Hershey Miller Scrafini 
Durham Jackson Moehlmann Stcvens 
Fargo Kenney Nahill Swift 
Flick Langtry O'Brien Taylor, E. Z, 
Fax McClat~hy Pitls Taylor. J .  
George McVerry Raymond Vroon 

NAYS-170 

We do not think chat that should be excluded; we do not 
think those individuals should be left to fend for themselves 
without the plain language protections, and we would ask for 
a "no" vote on the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-24 

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

Davies Punt 

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendment No. A2053: 

I Acosta Dalev Lashineer Kicecr 

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 30; page 3, line 1,  by striking out 
"However, no dollar limit shall apply to consumer contracts 
involving real estate." 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 see the wisdom of the general membership on the board, 

and I would merely suggest that if we are interested in aiding 
the consumer, the individual who on a regular basis enters 
into contracts, 1 think that $50,000 is a suitable limit to put on 
these contracts, and I would ask that therefore the ceiling 
which would be removed in this legislation be continued. 

That is the purpose of my amendment - to have consumer 
real estate transactions at $50,000 and below. Thank you. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Flick is trying to do in 
this amendment what he failed to do in the first amendment, 
at least partially. The purpose for that section - the $50,000 
limit on non-real-property contracts - is in most non-real- 
property agreements, things that would cost over $50,000 nor- 
mally are such that they are commercial conveyances or they 
are by a party who has legal representation. However, we do 
not want that cap to exist on real property transactions for 
some of  the same reasons we have mentioned before - the fact 
that we are talking about the purchase of a home, we do not 
want confusion on those issues - and the property values, the 
fair market value of property is such now that many, many 
individuals, middle-class individuals, when they enter into a 
contract to buy real property, come over the $50,000 line. 

Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 

Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Diitler 
Dombrowski 
Danatucci 
Dorr 
Duffv 

~ a u g h k  
Lescovitl 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
L.evin 
Linton 
1.ivcngood 
Lloyd 
Lucvk 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saurrnan 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventv 

Belfanti Evans Mcdail Showers 
Black Fattah McHale Sirianni 
Blaum Fischer Mackowski Smilh. B. 
Book Foster, J r . ,  A. Maiale Smith. L. E. 
Bortner Frccman Manderino Snyder, D. W. 
Bawley Freind Manmiller Snyder, G. M .  
Bawser Gallagher Markosek Staback 
Boyes Gallen Maycinik Stairs 
Brandt Gamble Merry Steighner 
Broujos Cannon Michlovic Stcwart 
Bunt Geisl Micozzie Stuban 
Buid Gladeck Morris Sweet 
Burns Godshall Mowery Taylor, F. E. 
Bush Greenwood Mrkonic Telek 
Calmgirone Gruitra Murphy Tigue 
Cappabianca Gruppo Noye Trello 
Carn Hagarty O'Donnell Truman 
Cauley Haluska Olasz Van Horne 
Chadwick Harper Oliver Veon 
Cimini Haray Perzcl Wambach 
Clark Hayes Petrarca Waqs 
Clymer Herman Petrone Weston 
Cohen Honaman Phillips Wiggins 
Colafella Hawletr Piccola Wilson 
Cole Hutchinion Piebaky Wogan 
Cordisco lrkin Piitella Womiak 
Corncll larolin Pott Wright. D.  R. 
Cotlett Iohnson Pratt Wright. I .  L. 
Cowell Josephi Pressmann Wright, R. C .  
Coy Kasunic Preston Yandriieviti 
Drluca Kcnncdy Reber 
DcVcrter Kosinski Reinard Irvis. 
DeN'eese Kukovich Richardson Speaker 

NOT VOTING-7 

Carlson Civcra Fryer Saloom 
Cessai Fcc Rudy 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendment was not agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. McHALE offered the following amendment No. 

A1998: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 7 ,  lines 3 through 5,  by striking out all of 
said lines 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. McHale. 

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in order for  the plain language bill t o  make it 

this far in the legislative process, it was necessary to clear a 
great many very difficult hurdles. That required statesmanlike 
compromise in committee. I agreed with most of those com- 
promises. 

However, on  the point which is contained in my amend- 
ment, I believe that we went too far in committee when we 
removed the right of class actions under the plain language 
bill. As the bill was originally drafted, the bill stated that if an 
injured consumer had a cause of action, had a lawsuit sub- 
stantially similar t o  that of another consumer or perhaps five 
other consumers or 10 or  15 or  20 other consumers, those con- 
sumers could band together in a single lawsuit against the 
appropriate defendant. There are two reasons why that makes 
sense, and there are two reasons why it was a mistake to elimi- 
nate class actions in the committee process. 

Number one, if we are dealing with a form contract that has 
been prepared by a major corporation, and let us say that con- 
tract has been signed by 300 consumers, all of whom have the 
same complaint with regard to the drafting of that contract, 
does it make sense to require 300 separate lawsuits in order to 
rectify the error? Does it make sense t o  tie up  300 courtrooms 
and 300 judges and conceivably 300 juries in order to correct 
the same basic mistake which has simply been repeated in 
form contract after form contract? I believe that in terms of 
judicial economy, if we have a multitude of plaintiffs, a multi- 
tude o f  consumers, who have basically the same complaint 
with regard to the drafting of a particular contract, it makes a 
great deal of sense t o  allow them to unite with one another in 
a single class action suil against an  individual defendant so 
that their claims jointly may be decided in a single courtroom 
by a single judge with a single jury. T o  require separate 
actions simply is not very economical. 

Secondly, and more importantly, it was no coincidence that 
this particular right of class action was deleted. The net effect 
of deleting the right of class actions means that each individ- 
ual consumer acting as an individual plaintiff must carry his 
or  her own burden in an  individual lawsuit. That is very 
expensive. I am certain that a major corporation would rather 
deal with a single individual struggling to carry the cost of liti- 
gation and maybe failing in that struggle than deal with a 
number of plaintiffs who, united, can carry the cost of the 
lawsuit. The proposition is quite simply: divided we fall: 
united we stand. Corporations fear that. 

I urge, Mr. Speaker, that in order to make it realistic for an 
individual plaintiff to be successful in his lawsuit and not t o  
be buried alive by the costs of litigation, perhaps thousands of 
dollars in discovery costs, thousands of  dollars in deposition 
costs, it makes sense t o  allow him to  join with his neighbor 
who has the same complaint in a single lawsuit so that they 
may share the costs of that litigation. If corporations, which 
are liable under this law, can divide the potential plaintiffs 
into separate lawsuits, regardless of the merit of that plain- 
tiff's lawsuit, he will be buried by thecost of it. 

1 urge, Mr. Speaker, the passage of my amendment return- 
ing to the original language of the bill, allowing class action 
suits so that aggrieved parties may unite their economic 
strength and obtain redress in the courts. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I will not expand on what 
Representative McHale said. I think he is absolutely correct; 
he stated it very accurately. We need this amendment in to 
provide an adequate enforcement tool for the plain language 
bill, and 1 would ask for a "yes" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-176 

Acosta Disllcr Laughlin Rieger 
Afflerbach Dombrowiki Lescovitr Rabbini 
Angitsdt Donatucci Letterma~l Roebuck 
Argall Durham Lcvdansky Rudy 
Arty Evans Lerin Ryan 
Baldwin Fargo 1.inton Rybsk 
Barber Fattah Libengood Saloom 
Battista Fee Lloyd Saurman 
Brlardi Fischer Lucyk k i a f i n i  
Bclfanti Foster, J r . ,  A .  McCall Seventy 
Black Fox McClatchy Showers 
Blaum Freeman McHale Sirianni 
Burtner Freind Mackowrki Smith, B. 
Bo\rley Fryer Maialc Snyder, C. M. 
Bonier Gallagher h'fandurino Staback 
Boyes Callen Marlmiller Stairs 
Brandt Gamble Markosck Sleighner 
Bioujas Gannon hlayernik Stevens 
Bun1 Grist Merry Stewart 
Burns Gcorge Michlovic Sruban 
Bush Cladeck Micorrie Sseet 
Caltagirone Godahall Miller Swift 
Cappabianca Creeriwood Moeillmann Taylor, E. L.  
Carlson Gruppo Morris Taylor. F .  E. 
Carn Hagarty Mowcry Taylor, J.  
Cawley H a l u k a  Mrkonic Telek 
Cessar Harper Murphy Tigue 
Cimini Hara) O'Brien Trello 
Civera Hayes O'Donnell Truman 
Clark Herman Olasr Van Horne 
Clymer Hershey Oliver Veon 
Cohen Honaman Pcrzel Wambach 
Colafella Howlett Petrarca Wass 
Cole Hutchinson I'etronr Wrston 
Cordisca Itkin Phillips Wiggins 
Coslett Jackson Piccola U'ogan 
Cowell lahnion Pirvsky Wozniak 
Deluca Josephs Pislella Wright, D .  R. 
DeVerter Kasunic Pitts Wright, J.  I.. 
IleWeese Kcnnedy Pratt Wrighl, R .  C. 
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Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 

Barley 
Birmelin 
Book 
Burd 
Chadwick 
Cnm-ll 

Kenney Pressmann 
Kosinski Preston 
Kukovich Raymond 
Langtry Reber 
Lashinger 

NAYS-21 

COY Nahill 
Dorr Naye 
Duffy Pott 
Flick Reinard 
McVerry Scheetz 

Yandrisevits 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith. L. E .  
Snyder, D. W 
Vroon 

Brandt 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 

Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Cruitza 
Gluppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasav 

Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donncll 
Olaiz 

Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor. J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 

Davies Punt 

-v...... 

NOT VOTING-4 

Gruitra larolin Richardson Wilson 

EXCUSED-2 

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

Civera Hayes Oli\ver Van Harne 
Clark Herman P e r ~ c l  Vcan 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Vroon 
Cohen Honaman Petrone Wambach 
Colafella Howlelt Phillips Wass 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. We have in the aallerv a erouo of residents - 
from the 34th District of  Allegheny County. They are here as 
the guests of Representative Ron Cowell. Welcome to the hall 
of the House. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 855 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A1773 RECONSIDERED 

Hutchinson Piccola Weston 
ltkin Pievskv Wieeinr 

Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cay 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeeie 
Dalev 

Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Koiiniki 

~ i s t e l l a  ~ i i s i n  
Pitti  Wogan 
Pott Wozniak 
Pratt Wright, D. R 
Pressman" Wright, J .  L. 
Preston Wright. R. C. 
Raymond Yandrisevits 
Reber 

Dawida Kukovich Reinard Irvis, 
Dietz Langtry Riegcr Speaker 
Dininni Laihinger Robbins 

NAYS-I 

Caltagirone 

NOT VOTING-3 

Deal Linton Richardson 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

855 was passed on this 18th day of June be reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. We have before us a reconsideration 
motion by which the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Preston, 
and the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich, move 
that the vote by which the Mayernik amendment 1773 to HB 

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

motion was agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
The clerk read the following amendment No. A1773: 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acasta 
Afflerbach 
Ansstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Ba t t i~ to  
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bartner 
Bowley 
Bawser 
Boyes 

Distler 
Dombrawski 
Donatucci 
Darr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, Jr.. A. 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 

Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Levin 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M. 
Staback 
Stairs 

Amend Sec. 5 ,  page 4, lines 14 through 30; page 5, lines I 
through 7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

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

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I would like the members 
to pay close attention to what this amendment does. Most of 
the amendments that were adopted - a lot of  the Reher amend- 
ments were clarifying, strengthened the bill; Mr. McHale, Mr. 
McVerry had some amendments - the ones that were adopted 
I think were helpful to the bill. The hill is probably stronger 
now than when it left committee. 

However, this amendment is extremely damaging. The 
Reber amendment, again, which was adopted was a valid 
compromise. It took off the burden of retailers or realtors or 
bankers or whoever was providing the contracts from putting 
a highlighted box on the front of the contract. That is now 
gone. However, if this language would stay in, what that 





~, 
DeVerter 
Daley 
Dietz 
Dininni 

Acosta 
Arty 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Clark 
Cahen 
Colafella Josephs Pratt N'Ght, 1. L.  
Cornell Kasunic Preston Yandrircvitr 

By Rep. PRATT 

Cowell Kukovich Reber An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
Deluca Lashinner Reinard Irvis. of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further ~rovidinp for 
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" ~~~ 
~~ ~~. 

DeWeese Laughlin Richardson Speaker facilities fo; appellate judges; and extending the limitation 
NOT VOTING-5 periods in criminal cases where the victim is a child. 

Johnson Pressman" ~ o g a n  
Kennedy Raymond Warniak 
Kenney Robbins Wright, D. R. 
Kosinski Ryan Wright, R. C. 
Langtry 

NAYS-98 

Dawida Lescovitr Rieger 
Dombrawski Letterman Roebuck 
Donatucci Levdansky Rudy 
Evans Levin Rybak 
Fattah Livengood Salaom 
Fee Lloyd Schuler 
Freeman McClarchy Semmel 
Fryer McHale Smith. B. 
Gallagher Maiale Staback 
Gamble Manderino Stair5 
Gannon Michlovic Stewart 
George Morris Stuban 
Gladeck Mrkonic Sweet 
Greenwood Murphy Swill 
Gruppo Nahill Taylor, F. E. 
Hagarty O'Donnell Tigue 
Haluska Oliver Truman 
Harper Petrone Veon 
Hawlett Pievsky Wambach 
Hutchinson Pott Wiggins 

Deal Jarolin Lint on Pistella 
Fargo 

EXCUSED-2 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 206, PN 223 By Rep. OLIVER 
An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 

Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Department 
of Environmental Resources, to convey to the Promised Land 
Volunteer Fire Company 0.23 acres of land, more or less, situate 
in Greene Township, Pike County, Pennsylvania. 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 

HB 430, P N  484 By Rep. PRATT 
An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 

of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
jurisdiction of district justices. 

JUDICIARY. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 183. PN 1205 (Amended) 

Davies Punt 

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

JUDICIARY 

SB 766, PN 881 By Rep. OLIVER 
An Act authorizing the conveyance of certain State land to the 

East Norriton Fire Company in Montgomery County; and 
making a repeal. 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 1 BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER. The House will stand at  ease for a few 
moments. The chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
wishes t o  announce an immediate meeting. 

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

Mr. PIEVSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There will be a meeting of the Appropriations Committee at  

the rear of the House immediately. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The House will stand at ease. 

HB 179, PN 195 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsyl- 

vania Consolidated Statutes, providing a pension for certain par- 
alyzed veterans. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 324, PN 448 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of February 19, 1980 (P. L. 15, No. 

9), known as the "Real Estate Licensing and Registration Act," 
further providing for civil penalties, escrow accounts, for the reg- 
ulation of promotional land sales and for certain disclosures. 

The SPEAKER. We are glad to welcome here a group from 
the Christ Episcopal Church, North Hills, Allegheny County. 
They are the guests of Representative Dave Mayernik. 
Welcome to  the hall of the House. 

WELCOME I 
HB 1330, PN 1711 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6 ,  No. 2), 

known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971 ," eliminating the split 
second quarter for filing of sales tax returns; permitting the equi- 
table adjustment of taxes and penalties; providing a processing 
exemption for computer software from the capital stock and 
franchise tan; eliminating tentative payments for corporate net 
income taxes and requiring the prepayment o f  estimated taxes; 
changing the time period within which petitions for refunds may 
be filed; and making repeals. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
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APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1362, PN 1677 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act providing for the licensing of chiropractors and the reg- 

ulation of the practice of chiropractic; establishing the State 
Board of Chiropractic Examiners in the Department of State and 
providing for its powers and duties; providing for the supervision 
of schools of chiropractic, for the examination of applicants, for 
enforcement and for disciplinary actions; providing penalties; 
and making repeals. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1363, PN 1678 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of October 10, I975 (P. L. 383, No. 

IIO), known as the "Physical Therapy Practice Act," further 
providing for the board, qualifications for licenses and renewal 
thereof, registration of physical therapy assistants and certifica- 
tion of athletic trainers; providing penalties; and making an edi- 
torial change. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

HB 241, Wambach, Fox; HB 243, Wambach, Fox; HB 517, B. 
Smith; HB 1028, Herman; HB 1029, Herman; HB 1223, Telek; 
HB 1341, Cimini; HB 1342, Hershey; HB 1343, Hershey; HB 
1346, Langtry, Merry, Cimini; HB 1347, Telek, Langtry; HB 
1353, Harper; HB 1376, Telek; HB 1381, Fox; HB 1400, Morris; 
HB 1409, Telek; HB 1416, DeLuca, Stuban, Cawley, Kasunic, 
Langtry; HB 1419, Josephs; HB 1420, Josephs; HB 1426, 
Baldwin; HB 1430, Noye, Lashinger, DeLuca; HB 1431, 
Lashinger, Noye, Deluca; HB 1432, DeLuca, Noye, Lashinger; 
HR 102, Langtry; HR 119, Clymer; HR 124, Fischer, Arty, 
Wogan, Raymond, DeLuca, Fox, Fargo, Semmel, Godshall; HR 
132, Pratt. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 855 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 

I AMENDMENT A1773 RECONSIDERED 
SB 237, PN 1106 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of A U ~ U S ~  9, 1955 (P. L. 323, NO. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 

130). entitled "The Countv Code." further orovidine for Dowers Mayernik, and the gentleman from Franklin, Mr. Coy, have , . - .  
and duties as to dependents; and providing for the authority to 
sell certain real property and personal property as a single unit. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

SB 588, PN 657 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 

130), entitled "The County Code," increasing the allowable rate 
of taxation. 

filed with the Chair a motion of reconsideration of the vote by 
which the gentleman, Mr.  Mayernik's amendment 1773 to  HB 
855 was defeated on this 18th day o f  June. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
YEAS-195 

Acntta D~etr Le\~avltr Roebuck 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

Aiflerbach Dirtier Letterman Rudy 
Angstadt Dombrowski Levin Ryan 
Argall I>onatucci Linton Rybak 
Arty Darr Livengoad Saloom 
Baldwin ~ u r r y  Lloyd Saurman 
Barber Ilurham Lucyk Scheetr 

SB 632, PN 934 I Barley Fargo ~ c ~ a l l  Schulrr 
Batttsto Fattali McClatchy Semmel 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE. Belardi Fee McHale Serafini 
June 18, 1985. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip 
for a correction of the record. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like the record to  
reflect that 1 should be recorded in the negative on HB 567. 
Thank you. 

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

ADDITIONS OF SPONSORS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair acknowledges receipt from the 
majority leader's office of additions o f  sponsorships of bills, 
which the clerk will file. 

The following list was submitted: 

BeIranti Fischer McVerry Seventy 
Birmelin Flick Mackowiki Showers 
Black Foster, J r . ,  A. Maiale Sirianni 
Blaum For Manderino Smith, B. 
Book Freeman Manmiller Smith, L .  E 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Bayei 
Brand1 
Broujas 
Bun1 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlran 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colarclla 

Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geirt 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Cruilza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayei 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
ltkin 
Jackson 

Markorek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mikonic 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Piilella 

Snyder, D. W. 
Snvder. G. M.  
staback 
Stairs 
Stcighner 
Stevens 
Stewan 
Sluban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Was5 
Weston 
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Cole 
Cordisca 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeere 
Daley 
Dawida 
npal 

Jaralin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kasinski 
Kukovich 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 

Pitts Wiggins 
Pott Wilson 
Pratt Wogan 
Pressman" Wozniak 
Preston Wright. D. R. 
Raymond Wright, J .  L. 
Reber Wright. R. C. 
Reinard Yandrisevits 
Richardson 
Rieger Iruis, 
Robbins Speaker 

- 

NAYS-2 

Levdansky Murphy 

NOT VOTING-4 

Dininni Evans Freind Hutchinson 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
The clerk read the following amendment No. A1773: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, lines 14 through 30; page 5, lines 1 
through 7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

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

The  SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Mayernik. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just t o  clarify some of the comments made by Representa- 

tive Preston on prior debate. The information that is in ques- 
tion is already contained within the four corners of the docu- 
ment. We are not deleting the information; all we are doing is 
deleting that block. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment please stand for inter- 

rogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Mayernik, indicates 

he  will so stand. You are in order and may proceed, sir. 
Mr. PRESTON. If your amendment should pass, would 

you explain to the House again which form of retail stores will 
not fall within the jurisdiction of the bill as far as this section 
is concerned? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Please repeat that, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. PRESTON. Would you inform the members of the 

House, should your amendment pass, which form, and give 
an example o f  a couple o f  the stores that would be exempt 
from this section of the bill should you eliminate it. For an  
example, would you say that Montgomery Ward would be 
included under your amendment? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, my bill would amend page 
4, section 5, lines 14 through 30; page 5, lines 1 through 7, 
striking out those lines. There are n o  exemptions for  any par- 

ticular business or corporation. What I am trying to do  is t o  
bring this plain language bill in compliance with those other 
States in the Nation. 

Mr. PRESTON. Then let me follow another Line and try t o  
be as emphatic as possible. Would you say that interstate 
stores would include Montgomery Ward, Sears, Horne's, 
May Company, stores in that like vein? Would you say that 
those are the types of interstate stores that you are talking 
about? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. If those stores do  interstate business, 
yes, sir, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PRESTON. So would you tell me then what would 
happen to those stores, should your amendment pass, in rela- 
tionship to the bill? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Nothing will happen to those stores. If 
my amendment will pass, they will not be required to  make a 
specific form exclusively for  the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania but one that can be used throughout the Nation and will 
be in compliance with other States within the Nation. 

Mr. PRESTON. Are you saying, therefore, that the State 
of Pennsylvania should conform to all the other retail stores 
as far as the other States, whether or  not this bill should pass? 
What 1 am trying to  say is this: If the Kukovich bill should 
pass, are you saying that the stores that do  interstate business 
should be exempt from t h ~ s  plain language hill? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, for the third time, it will 
not exempt any stores from the plain language bill. All it will 
do  is put them in sync with other plain language bills through- 
out the Nation. 

Mr. PRESTON. Should the bill pass, will retail outlets that 
do  interstate business be required to  conform to this bill 
without your amendment? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Please state that again. 
Mr. PRESTON. Should this bill pass without your amend- 

ment, would or  would not Sears, Montgomery Ward, or May 
Company, and other interstate stores be required to conform 
to the language of the bill? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Yes; they would. Every store in the 
Commonwealth would without my amendment and they are 
required to with my amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker 
of the bill, Mr. Kukovich? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Kukovich indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, I have heard the maker of 
this amendment say that the stores would be applicable, as far 
as the amendment, whether it passes or  whether it does not 
pass. Could you explain to the membership what the differ- 
ence is and what the Mayernik amendment does? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The bill as i t  now is with the Reher amendment would just 

insure that where in a contract already existing- 
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POINT OF ORDER 

 he SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Mayernik. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Apoint  o f  order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's point of order? 
Mr. MAYERNIK. If the man questioning already knows 

the answer, why would he be asking the question:' 

Mr. PRESTON. I do  not know the answer, Mr. Speaker. 
That is why I a m  asking the question, if the gentleman had lis- 
tened to my question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Mayernik's point 
would be well taken. If in fact the questioner knows the 
answer, he is not permitted to ask the question, but the Chair 
must take on face value what the gentleman, Mr. Preston, 
says, and he says he does not know the answer. Thererore, the 
question is in order, and he may proceed. 

You may answer, Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, again, as the bill is cur- 

rently amended by the Reber amendment, the so-called high- 
light box is taken out. However, currently under the contract, 
pursuant to Federal statute, the Truth-in-Lending Law, there 
is an area in there where there would be a place for restrictions 
of consumers' rights. Now, if the language stands as is, a con- 
sumer would be able t o  readily find that area and read in a 
nice order what those restrictions are. If this amendment goes 
in, it is really not going to  affect most decent retail contracts. 
What it will do  is provide an advantage to  fly-by-night outfits 
to take restrictions and hide them in other parts of the con- 
tract, make it more difficult for consumers to know what 
rights they may be giving up. That is the distinction between 
the bill with theamendment and without theamendment. 

 he SPEAKER. Has the gentleman, Mr. Preston, con- 
cluded his interrogation? 

Mr. PRESTON. No; I have not, Mr. Speaker. 1 would now 
like to ask Mr. Mayernik a question, please. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Mayernik indicates he will stand for 
further interrogation. 

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, are You introducing this 
amendment on behalf of any consumer interest groups? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Preston, you may not ask that ques- 
tion. The motivations of members on the floor are not subject 
to cross-examination. 

Mr. PRESTON. 1 apologize to the gentleman. 1 would Just 
ask, let us vote "no." Let us represent the consumers in the 
State of Pennsylvania. Let us just vote "no" on the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. Mr. 
Mayernik. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 1 am introducing it on 
behalf of the 11.8 million consumers in the Commonwealth of 
~ennsylvania who hold over 10 million charge cards and 
charge accounts in this Commonwealth, and that is whom 1 
am introducing this amendment in behalf of ,  so that they can 
continue to  keep those charge accounts and charge cards so 
that, as Mr. Kukovich has already stated, it will read in nice 
order. The information that we are debating is already con- 
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tained within the bill; it is a matter o f  how it will be in there. I 
cannot see chasing business out o f  Pennsylvania, interstate 
business. We spent 2 years the past session encouraging busi- 
ness to be in Pennsylvania, and now we are going to  deter it by 
what Mr. Kukovich proposes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
creene, M ~ .  D ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is contrary 
to the idealism of the bill. The bill that Mr. Kukovich is trying 
to realize would allow for the average consumer - my mother 
and father, my Aunt Ruth, my kid sister - t o  go into a store, 

and if they wanted to  buy an  expensive piece of merchandise, 
the contractual arrangement that they would be given, on 
page 1, in  a nice, neat area, well-defined, in easily understand- 
able terms, they would understand the nuances and the diffi- 
culties of the contractual agreement. We are trying to make 
for plain language. We are trying to make sure that David 
Mayernik's and Bill DeWeese's constituents and all of Penn- 

sylvania, buyers and consumers, have a fair shake. 
N ~ ~ ,  the M ~ .  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i k ,  has proposed his 

amendment and indicated that other States do it different 
ways and we are out of sync, pennsylvania must be a leader; 
pennsylvania must set the pace; pennsylvania must set the 
pattern. 1 am that if the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i k  amendment is 
accepted, the pace and the pattern of modernization and pro- 
gressive government in Pennsylvania will be seriously 
debilitated. ~ h ~ ~ k  you, 

~h~ SPEAKER. ~h~ chai r  the gentleman from 
l.ehigh, M ~ .  *fnerbach. 

M,, AFFLERBACH. ~ h ~ ~ k  you, M ~ .  Speaker. 
1 am a bit disturbed by the fact that the debate seems to 

have revolved around the idea of whether or  not Mr. 

Mayernik is drawing a distinction between intrastate and 
interstate contracts. It also seems to  have revolved around the 
idea that big business versus small business. I suggest to you 
that neither of these ideas is correct. 

First of all, as the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, indicated, the 
bill, with or without the Mayernik amendment, will apply to 
every retail outlet which provides contracts in Pennsylvania. 
Whether they are small or  whether they are large makes no 
difference, 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ d l ~ ,  the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i k  amendment draws no distinction 
between intrastate or  interstate. The small business located in 

Pennsylvania that writes the types o f  contracts described in 
this bill will be affected to the exact same degree as the larger 
wanamakerSs, ~ i ~ b ~ l ' ~ ,  and so forth that have been men- 
tioned. The difficulty is that every one of these businesses 
which writes contracts affected by this bill will have to write 
two separate kinds of contracts at  a minimum - one exclu- 

sively for Pennsylvania and one to comply with the seven 
other states that have this kind of an act. wha t  we are saying 
is that ~ i t h  this particular provision, if it remains unchanged, 
you will be impacting every businessman in Pennsylvania who 
writes contracts under this act. Be they large, be they small, as  
long as they sell goods in this State, they will have to  have a 
contract to conform with this and a separate contract for 
other states, 
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Mr. Mayernik has presented a proposal which maintains 
the spirit of the act; it maintains the disclosures that are 
required under the Federal Truth-in-Lending Law, but it 
allows the businessmen to save the otherwise administrative 
and overhead costs that would be necessary without the 
Mayernik amendment. 1 would urge support for this amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Reber, on the amendment. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, and hopefully to clarify this for the members 

who are present who really do not understand what we are 
talking about, in an amendment adopted by the House earlier, 
1 removed certain language from the 16th line that said "in a 
box." This particular language that we are now debating had 
to appear in a box prior to that amendment being adopted. 
My concern was this: By taking the language as we are pres- 
ently debating whether to contain in the bill or to delete in the 
bill, if you had to put it in a particular box with certain sized 
lines delineating that box, a company might have to have 
printed forms, might have to go to a printer, might have to 
incur additional costs over and above what they can do in- 
house. By deleting that language "in a box," all the company 
now has to d o  is give to one of its typists a plain sheet of 
paper, give them the information that is contained in Repre- 
sentative Kukovich's lines 21 through 25, have that typed on 
the paper, then have as many photocopies as they would like. 
That little piece of paper with that photocopy information 
then becomes page No. 1 of all contracts that fall within the 
purview of the act. That particular page No. I is the first thing 
that anybody sees, and that information that is contained on 
that is the only thing that most people are probably going to 
read anyway. If they are concerned, that language is going to 
jump out, and they may read further or they may incur addi- 
tional advice as to what is contained further in the document. 
If they desire not to do that, 1 think there has been full disclo- 
sure to them. 

1 think this is a very important part of the bill. 1 think, 
frankly, to adopt this amendment you would be effectively 
gutting the bill. I see absolutely no hardship to any institution, 
intra- or interstate dealings with Pennsylvania, no hardship 
befalling them as a result of having t o  comply with this lan- 
guage. 

The members of the legal profession may very well be aware 
of the face sheet that appears on any complaint that has to be 
filed against a party in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
It has been my experience that that face sheet basically on a 
complaint does the same thing and has the same intent as this 
language has on a consumer contract. 1 think it gives an 
opportunity to the people to understand in very, very simple 
layman's terms in a short paragraph that they may have a 
problem with what they are entering into if they do not read 
further, if they d o  not understand, or if they do not do certain 
things required as a result of the transaction. 

I think it is a very simple amendment. I see absolutely no 
way this can hurt either small business or big business any 

more than any other portion of the bill as now amended. I 
would urge defeat of the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-102 

Afflerbach Daley Kasunic 
Angsradt Dietz Kenney 
Argall Distler Koiinski 
Arty Dombrowiki Langtry 
Baldwin Duffy Lucyk 
Barley Durham McCall 
Birmelin Fargo McVeriy 
Black Flick Mackowski 
Book Foster, Jr., A .  Markosek 
Bowser Fox Mayernik 
Brandt Freind Merry 
Broujos Gallen Micorzie 
Bunt Gannon Miller 
Burd Geisr Moehlmann 
Bush Godshall Mowery 
Caltagirone Gruitra Noye 
Carlson Hasay O'Brien 
Cessar Hayes Perrel 
Chadrick Herman Petrarca 
Cimini Hershey Phillips 
Cirera Honaman Piccola 
Clymer Howlet1 Pills 
Cole ltkin Piessmann 
Cordisco Jackson Raymond 
Cosiett Jarolin Rabbins 
COY Johnson 

NAYS-95 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Snyder, D.  W .  
Snyder, G. M. 
Sleighner 
Stevens 
Swift 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor. J .  
Telek 
Tiello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Weston 
Wagan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R .  C .  

Acosta Dorr Levin Richardson 
Barber Evans Linton Rieger 
Battisto Fatlah Livengoad Roebuck 
Beiardi Fee Lloyd Rybak 
Bclfanti Fischer McClatchy Saloam 
Blaum Freeman McHale Saurman 
Bortner Fryer Maiaie Semmel 
Bowley Gallagher Manderino Seventy 
Bo yes Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Burns George Morris Staback 
Cappabianca Gladeck Mrkonic Stairs 
Carn Greenwood Murphy Stewart 
Cawley Gruppo Nahill Sruban 
Clark Hagarty O'Donncll Sweet 
Cahen Haluska Olasz Tigue 
Calafella Harper Oliver Truman 
Carnell Josephs Petrone Wambach 
Cowell Kcnnedy Pievsky Wass 
Deiuca Kukovich Pistella Wiggins 
DcVerter I-ashinger Pat1 Wilson 
DeWcese Laughlin Pratt Yandrisevirs 
Dawida Lescovitr Preston 
Deal Letterman Reber Irvis, 
Dininni Levdaniky Rcinard Speaker 
Donatucci 

NOT VOTING-4 

Hutchinson Michlovic Smith, L. E. Wright, J .  L. 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. McHALE offered the following amendments No. 

A2216: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 5 ,  by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
(4) Attorney fees. 

Amend Sec. 7 ,  page 5 ,  line 30, by striking out "(4)" and 
inserting 

( 5 )  

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. McHale. 

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as this bill worked its way through the com- 

mittee process, there were a number of amendments attached 
to it which substantially altered the original terms of the pro- 
posed legislation and thereby substantially weakened it. 
During the last few minutes we have corrected a number of 
those mistakes. We have restored class actions, for instance, 
but there remains a basic problem with the bill that I think is 
addressed by my amendment, so there is a philosophical ques- 
tion here. 

If a consumer enters into a contract and that contract does 
not meet the standards of the plain language bill, and rhat 
consumer is forced to go to  court in order t o  obtain a remedy, 
that consumer in effect has to bring a lawsuit. If rhat con- 
sumer is successful in his lawsuit and does in fact prove that 
the language of the contract is not in conformity with the 
plain language act, who should pay for  the cost of that con- 
sumer's legal fees in bringing the lawsuit? Should the con- 
sumer who has proven his case and who has proven the 
injustice pay the cost of his legal fees, or  should the defendant 
who has been shown not to be in compliance with the plain 
language act and who forced the lawsuit in the first place be 
required instead to pay the cost o f  the plaintiff's legal fees? 

Now, I call the members' attention to subsection (2) on line 
26, page 5, which indicates that if the total amount of the con- 
tract is less than $100, damages are limited to the total amount 
of the contract. Let us say hypothetically the consumer enters 
into a contract which is a $75 contract - the purchase of a $75 
home appliance. The defendant who is named in that lawsuit 
will not have to  be terribly bright to realize that it will not take 
very long in running up  the costs of the plaintiff's legal fees 
before it becomes economically impractical to continue with 
the lawsuit. For how many hours can you afford to retain the 
services o f  an attorney when you are suing for $75 before it 
becomes unrealistic t o  continue? 

I believe very strongly, Mr. Speaker, that if a consumer 
foolishly and incorrectly brings a lawsuit under this statute 
and he fails, he should pay for the cost of his own attorney, 
but if, on the other hand, he brings a lawsuit arising out of 
exactly the kind of abuse that we seek to  prohibit with this 
statute and if in fact he proves the truth of his case, then I 
believe it is appropriate for the defendant to pay for the cost 

of his legal fees. To  place those economic costs on the back of 
the successful plaintiff means that many plaintiffs who have 
legitimate complaints under this act, simply for  economic 
reasons, will not be able to afford to go to  court. 

I urge that we establish the right lo  collect legal fees for the 
plaintiff when he or  she is successful in the kind o f  lawsuit 
authorized by this proposed statute. To  do  otherwise means 
that we are making a statement of principle today but that on 
a practical level we are going to  make it very difficult, if not 
impossible, for the aggrieved consumers of Pennsylvania to 
prevail in our courts. 1 therefore seek an  affirmative vote on 
my amendment. 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the amend- 
ment. It is another important enforcement tool for the bill, 
and I would ask for a "yes" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Aftlerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barristo 
Belardi 
Brlfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortncr 
Bowley 
Bowier 
Boycs 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Ceiiar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Coiafelia 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Com,ell 
Cay 
Deluca 
DcVcrter 
D E W C C ~ ~  
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 

Dietr 
Oininni 
Dirtler 
Dombrowrki 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fattah 
FCC 
Fiichcr 
Fan 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Garnhle 
Gannon 
George 
Gladcck 
t i rccnsoad 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hsluska 
Harper 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephi 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Langtry 
Lashingel 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 

Letterman 
Levdansky 
I.evin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Llo>d 
I.uc?k 
McCall 
McClatch, 
McHalc 
Muckowski 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
hlichlovic 
Micnrzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
htrkorric 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Perrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Picvsky 
Pisrella 
Pills 
Pratt 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Rrinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

Robbins 
Racbuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Ryhak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Senimel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, I.. E. 
Snydcr. 0. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Sruban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Wambach 
Wasi 
Weston 
Wiggini 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Warniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. R .  C .  
Yandriseviti 
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Barley Fargo Honaman Schcetz 
Birmelin Flick Jackson Schuler 
Book Foster, Jr., A. McVerry Sweet 
Brandt Ceist Mowery Swift 
Chadwick Godshall Noye Vroon 
Darr Hasay Pott 

N O T  VOTING-2 

Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
EXCUSED-2 

Daviei Punt 

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? 

~ -~ ~- - ~- 

Deluca Kenney Reber Wright, R .  C. 
DeVerter Koiinski Reinard Yandrisevits 
DeWccse Kukovich Richardson 
Daley Langtry Rieger Irvis, 
Dawida Lashinger Robbins Speaker 
Deal Laughlin 

NAYS-4 

Duffy Hutchinson Letterman Maiale 
N O T  VOTING-I 

ltkin 
EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

Ordered, Tha t  the  clerk present the  same t o  the  Senate f o ~  

Bill a s  amended was agreed to.  I 
T h e  SPEAKER.  This  bill has  been considered o n  three dif- 

ferent days a n d  agreed t o  a n d  is now on  final passage. - - 
T h e  question is, shall the  bill pass finally? 
Agreeable t o  the  provisions of  the  Constitution, the  yeas 

a n d  nays will now b e  taken.  

Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angsladt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Betfanti 
Birmclin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cote 
Cordisco 
Carnrll 
Caslect 
Cowell 
COY 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTlON ADOPTED 

T h e  SPEAKER.  W e  are  going t o  t ake  a condolence resolu- 
tion on  the  death o f  a former  member. T h e  clerk will read the  
condolence resolution. 

Dietr 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 

YEAS-196 

~ ~~ 

Fischei 
Flick 
Faster, Jr., A .  

I T h e  following resolution was read: 

Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gtadeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Cruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Joaephi 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 

Lrscovitl 
Levdansky 
Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
I..loyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Mackorski 
Mandcrino 
Mallmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olair 
Olivcr 
Perrel 
Pctrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Piitella 
Pitti 
Pott 
Pratl 
Prcssmann 
Preston 
Raymond 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Scmmel 
Seiafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E.  
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. G. M. 
Staback 
Stairi 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Ta\,lor. E. 2. 
Tailor; F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wars 
wcston 
Wiggini 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wrighl, J. L .  

HOUSE O F  REPRESENTATIVES 
HARRISBURG, PA.  

OFFICE O F  T H E  CHIEF CLERK 

RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, The Honorable Francis J .  Rush, former member 
of the Pennsylvania House of Representatives, passed away June 
15, 1985: and 

WHEREAS, A United States Navy veteran of World War I1 
and the Korean Conflict. Mr. Rush served with distinction as a 
Democratic Committeeman, Democratic Ward Leader o f  the 
12th Ward, Delegate to the 1968 National Convention and Chief 
Real Estate Appraiser for the Department of Revenue, Inheri- 
tance Tax Division. He was elected t o  the Pennsvlvania House of 
Representatives in 1966 and was reelected in 1968 and 1970. He 
was a member of the Philadelphia Board o f  Realtors, German- 
town Businessmen's Association, Knights of Columbus, Friendly 
Sons of St. Patrick and Board of Directors of East Germantown 
Building and Loan Association; now therefore be it 

RESOLVED, That the House of  Representatives o f  the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania notes with sadness the passing of a 
former member, distinguished public servant and respected com- 
munity leader; extends its heartfelt condolences to  his wife, 
Eleanor Rush; and be i t  further 

RESOLVED, That a copy o f  this resolution be delivered to 
Mrs. Eleanor Rush, 4905 South Peninsula Drive, Ponceinlet, 
Florida 32019. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is a n  exact copy o f  a reso- 
lution introduced in the House o f  Representatives by the Honor- 
able William W. Rieger, and unanimbus~y adopted by the House 
o f  Representatives on the 17th day of June 1985. 

K.  Leroy lrvis 
Speaker 

ATTEST: 
John J .  Zubeck 

Chief Clerk 
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On the question, ( create one job with that money or face the possible loss of the 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 1 credit if they remove the position within the period of  the year 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. Members will rise. 
(Members stood.) 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is unanimously adopted. 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose this 
amendment. 

granted. 
I would ask for an affirmative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Beaver, Mr. Colafella. 

- 
CONSIDERATION OF HB 641 RESUMED workers, the permanent retention of existing jobs in Pennsyl- 

vania or the permanent expansion of employment within this 

~h~ SPEAKER, D~~~ [he gentleman from *llegheny, M ~ .  
Itkin, wish to correct the record? 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 believe I was not recorded on 
HB 855. 1 wish to be recorded in the affirn~arive. 

~h~ SPEAKER. ~h~ gentleman,s remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

This bill was drafted to give the Ben Franklin Partnership 
autonomy to make decisions on tax credit, credits for all 
industries in Pennsylvania. The Ben Franklin Partnership is a 
bipartisan group of people with expertise in evaluating pro- 
posals as to whom to provide tax credits. In the bill on page 7, 
subsection (3) ,  "...the investments for which the credit is 
requested will result in the uermanent rehiring of laid-off 

Amend Sec. 2, page 9, by inserting between lines 17 and 18 
Section 1709. Creat~on of Full-time Jobs.-Notwithstand- 

ing any other provisions of this article, for every one hundred 
thousand dollars ($100,000) of tax credit granted, there shall be at 
least one full-time job created; and if any full-time job so created 
is terminated w~thin one year of the date of its creation, one 
hundred thousand dollars ($100,000) of the tax credit granted 
shall be added to the tax liability of the taxpayer for the tax year 
in which the termination takes place. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 17091, page 9, llne 18, by striking out 

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

amended? 
Mr. LAUGHLIN offered the following amendments No. 

A2207: 
ship lhat provide tax credits to those who have invested in 
Pennsylvania; it is a restrictive and negative sign for busi- 
nesses to invest in Pennsylvania. If all of you have ever been 
involved in submitting proposals, you all know that when you 
request moneys you are never asked to require how many new 
jobs are going to be requested by the amount of moneys that 
you are requesting. I request very much your support to 
oppose this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Commonwealth, and a quantitative estimate of the impact of 
such invesrmenl upon employment." 

Mr. Speaker, sometimes corporations need to spend milli- 
ons of dollars just to keep 3,000 jobs that they have. This 
amendment guts the objectives of the Ben Franklin Partner- 

" 1709" and inserting - I Allegheny, Mr. Duffy 
1710 

Amend S F 2  (Sec. 1710), page 10, line 13, by striking out 
"1710" - and inserting 

1711 

- .  
Mr. DUFFY. I would like to ask the maker of the amend- 

ment a question, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Laughlin, indicates he - 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1711), page 10, line 19, by striking out 
"171 1" and inserting - 

1712 - 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to theamendments? 

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

Mr. LAuGHLIN. M ~ .  Speaker, as 1 had said 
awarding $25 million of aid in tax credits to industries in  the 
state of pennsylvania without any language in [he bill [hat 
protects the interests of additional employment, which is a 
major concern voiced earlier this morning by members of the 
House here, 1 would ask that we concur in the amendment 
which will provide that for every $100,000 of tax credit 
granted, there be at least one full-time job that is 
created. 

We have often heard that the heavy machinery industry and 
others across the State say that it takes a great deal of invest- 
ment in industry to create a single job. Well, Mr. Speaker, at 
least in this instance-and there is no limit on the number of 
jobs they can create-but at least they will be required to 

willstand for interrogation. 
Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, if you had a company that had 

15 different divisions and you got $200,000 in tax credits; they 
created two jobs in one of  the divisions and in the other divi- 
sions they might have lost 30 jobs, how would you go ahead 
and th is  

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, as you know, the bill is 
drafted specifically to take care of those companies that lost 
specific amounts of money in the periods of 1981 to 1983, and 
SO it would matter not if they lost the moneys-for instance, if 
they had a company that was under the same name and under 
the Same tax reporting system-as to what particular section 
lost those jobs. For instance, if they had a paintmaking opera- 
tion and in the same building they had one that carried out 
some other operation that was related to it, it would merely 
mean that under the overall umbrella, they would be required 
to Create at least one of those positions. 

Mr. DUFFY. Thank Yous Mr. Speaker. 
I a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may speak on the amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. DUFFY. From what I can see, I think it would be very, 
very difficult to go ahead and enforce this particular situa- 
tion. I think we should vote against the amendment. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Mercer, Mr. Gruitza, on  the amendment. 

Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. Laughlin, consent to brief inter- 

rogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Laughlin indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You are in order, and you may proceed, sir. 
Mr. GRUITZA. Mr. Speaker, how does this amendment 

impact on situations where an employer may not be able to 
actually state that he is creating any jobs but may be preserv- 
ing a job or  two by making a capital expenditure? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry, but because of 
the noise, I could not hear the question. 

The SPEAKER. Try it again, Mr. Gruitza. 
Mr. GRUITZA. Mr. Speaker, how would this amendment 

impact on a situation where an employer may not be able to 
state that he has created any jobs but because o f  the tax break 
he is able to make expenditures that would preserve some jobs 
in certain circumstances? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, there are already provi- 
sions in the job circumstance for the Ben Franklin board to 
make a decision on granting that particular consideration for 
the loan or  the credit. In this case, Mr. Speaker, all we are 
doing is adding one other specific area for  the Ben Franklin 
people t o  consider; that is that it create one additional job for 
$100,000. 1 do  not believe that is unreasonable, and I do  not 
believe that it is going to cause any hardship t o  those compa- 
nies that are receiving the credit, nor should it. 

Mr. GRUITZA. But, Mr. Speaker, again, getting back to  
my particular question, the board 1 guess has some discretion, 
but if we give them this language and we mandate that new 
jobs must be created, what happens to their discretion in situ- 
ations where, say, a company like Sharon Steel is mandated 
by EPA (Environmental Protection Agency) t o  put in new 
scrubbers? They are going to come and say, we are not going 
to be able t o  create any new jobs with this pollution control 
equipment but we will be able to preserve 20 jobs in a particu- 
lar finishing section by making this expenditure. So they are 
not creating new jobs, but they are able to preserve some jobs. 
Will your amendment destroy this possibility? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Absolutely not, Mr. Speaker, and 1 do  
not know of any company that would not gladly submit t o  a 
one-job requirement in return for receiving $100,000 of credit 
from the State of Pennsylvania and from the taxpayers in this 
State, because 1 believe that the companies can easily accom- 
modate the one-job provision. 

Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am done with my line of interrogation. If I could 

comment briefly? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order, and he may do  

SO. 
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Mr. GRUITZA. Mr. Speaker, I am concerned with this 
particular amendment. I a m  a strong advocate o f  tying tax 
breaks or  incentives to job creation. 1 think it has been one of 
the great things through the PlDA (Pennsylvania Industrial 
Development Authority) program where we have mandated 
that certain numbers of jobs be created, and philosophically I 
agree with this. But there is a careful hitch to this, and I think 
that we should pay attention to  it. I do  not know that the 
maker o f  the amendment has spoken to this issue, and that is, 
what happens in situations where we are preserving jobs? 

Right now in many areas of our State we are fighting just to 
hang on to some of the basic industrial jobs that we have. Our 
business community is forced to comply with mandates from 
the Federal and State Government t o  install certain types of 
equipment that certainly do  not create any jobs but that in 
many instances preserve jobs. 1 am really not very satisfied 
that the maker of the amendment has spoken to that issue, so 
I am not sure that I can really support an  amendment that 
although philosophically I agree with, I think in this case we 
need additional language in this amendment that says that we 
not only create full-time jobs but also preserve existing jobs. I 
could buy the amendment with that language. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair, Mr. Geist, on the amendment. 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like t o  agree with the previous speakers, especially 

my friend, Nick Colafella. This amendment will do  nothing to 
help us in western Pennsylvania, where 1 can see it actually 
hurting businesses, especially if you have to guarantee one job 
for each $100,000, especially in reequipment. A lot of the 
companies that are looking at this are ESOP's (employee 
stock ownership plans) that have been created in western 
Pennsylvania. 1 do not think anything is more crippling than 
having us as members of the General Assembly sit on the 
board of directors of that firm t o  make those financial deci- 
sions. It is our hope that these tax credits will turn these com- 
panies around in situations where they can propel themselves 
into very, very productive employment-type opportunities. 1 
would therefore urge a "no" vote for my colleagues on this 
side of the aisle and would hope that Mr. Laughlin sticks to 
the business of helping business rather than putting a collar on 
them to prohibit them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northampton, Mr. Freeman, on the amendment. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment stand for a very brief 

period of interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Laughlin indicates he will so stand. 

You may proceed, Mr. Freeman. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the definition in your 

amendment of creation of a new job, if an individual is laid 
o f f  and called back to a position, would that be considered 
creating a new job? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Absolutely. If that job had been ruled 
out and he is called back and put back to work in that capac- 
ity, I would believe that would meet the qualifications. 
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Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have no 
further questions. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Yes, sir, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 

t o  vote against this amendment. 
I think what we are doing here is really creating inefficiency 

in a going operation. I think it leans toward the area of fea- 
therbedding. It happened in the railroad industry and so 
forth. It does not accomplish what I think the bill is intended 
to  do, and 1 think we are treading on very dangerous ground 
as far as interrupting the business community. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Laughlin, do  you wish to  conclude the 
debate? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I listened considerably to 
the gentleman from the Altoona-Johnstown area who speaks 
about detrimental efforts with regard to work. This is the 
same gentleman who voted to give Conrail an  additional $20 
million of tax moneys a few years ago while they chose to  
divest themselves of lines across this State, denying our busi- 
ness industries an opportunity for shipment by rail. I find it 
unusual that he now says what he did today. Mr. Speaker, 
other gentlemen have taken this floor and they have stated 
that there is no other relationship between the number of jobs 
created and the amount o f  money given in the form of a loan 
or  a grant. I would suggest they read the Pennsylvania indus- 
trial development programs under PIDA, and they would find 
that there are criteria for additional jobs as well as a relation- 
ship t o  the amount of money given under a grant. 

Mr. Speaker, a $100,000 tax break for a major industry t o  
supply one additional job is not a great weight upon that 
industry t o  deliver. Mr. Speaker, I think we should remember 
that some of these industries are the same ones that came very 
close to bankrupting our Unemployment Fund in this State 
earlier in 1981 and 1982 when this House raised the cost of 
business in this State t o  provide the additional moneys to 
fulfill the obligation of unemployment. So, Mr. Speaker, I do  
not believe we are creating a hardship, nor have I ever put that 
in a position to  be voted on this floor. Mr. Speaker, 1 think it 
is a worthwhile amendment and deserves the consideration of 
each and every member who is interested in employing Penn- 
sylvania residents. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Beaver, Mr. Colafella, For the second time on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Mr. Speaker, 1 oppose this regressive 
amendment, because if the Ben Franklin Partnership is going 
to use the barometer that we should just hire one person for 
every $100,000 tax credit they give, 1 think it is a very regress- 
ive barometer to use. I think that the barometers they ought to 
use ought t o  be not only new jobs but to modernize their jobs. 
But the key to  this whole bill is lhat the money has t o  be 
invested by the industries getting the credit, and the industries 
must invest in Pennsylvania. 

I urge you to oppose this amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the Houseagree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-37 

Acosta Freeman Maiale Staback 
Afnerbach Fryer Miller Stevens 
Barber Howlert Murphy Stewart 

Kosinski Oliver Taylor, J .  
Boyes Laughlin Perzel Veon 
Cappabianca Letterman Petrarca Wambach 
Carn Levdansky Pitts Wass 

Lloyd Pressrnann Wozniak 
Dorr McCall Rybak Wright, R. C. 
Fischer 

NAYS-159 

2:g:iladt Dieti Kenncy Riegei 
Dininni Langtry Rabbins 
Distler Lashinger Roebuck 

Baldwin Dombrawski Leicoviiz Rudy 
Donalucci Lrvin Ryan 

BattisLo Duffy Linton Saloom 
~ ~ l ~ ~ d i  Durham Livengood Saurman 
Birmelin Evans Lucyk Scheetr 

Vargo McClatchy Schulci 
Blaum Fee McHale Semmel 
~,,,,k Flick McVerry Serafini 
Bortner Foster, Jr.. A. Mackowski Seventy 

i::z Fox Manderino Showers 
Freind Manmiller Sirianni 

~~~~d~ Gallagher Markosck Smith, B. 
Brouios Callen Mayernik Smith, L .  E. 

i::i Gamble Merry Snyder, D .  W. 
Cannon Michlovic Snyder, G .  M. 

R~~~~ Geist Micorrie Stairs 
Rush George Moehlmann Steighner 
Ca"agirone 'Iadeck Morris Stuban 
Carlson Godshall Mowery Sweet 
c , , l e y  Greenwood Mrkonic Swift 
Cersar Gruitra Nahill Taylor, E. Z. 
Chadwick Cruppo Noye raylor ,  F. E. 
Cirnini Hagarty O'Brien Telek 
~i,,,,  Halurka O'Donnell Tigue 
Clark Harpcr Oiasz Trella 
C1ymer Hasay Petrone Van Horne 
Cohen Hayes I'hillips Vraon 
colafella Herman Piccola Westan 
Cole Hershey Pievaky Wiggins ~~~~~~ Hanaman Pistella Wilson 

Hutchinsan Poll Wogan 
c,,lett ltkin Prau Wright, D. R. 
Corel l  Jackson Preston Wright, J .  L. 
Deluca Jarolin Raymond Yandriievits 
DeVerler Johnson Rebrr 
"=ley Kasunic Keinard Irvii, 
Ilawida Kennedy Richardson Speaker 
Deal 

NOT VOTING-5 

D,w,,,, Josephs Kukorich Truman 
Fattah 

EXCUSED-2 

Punt 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments were not agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. MlCHLOVIC offered the following amendments No. 

A2218: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1703), page 5, line 30, by inserting after 
"MORE." 
In the case of corporations qualifying for a credit pursuant to 
section 1704(b), the investments may also consist of expenditures 
to acquire used, depreciable, tangible property, equipment, 
buildings or structures if  the property, equipment, buildings and 
structures are used for their intended purpose within 180 days 
from the date of purchase. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 17041, page 6, line 22, by inserting after 
"CREDIT.-" 

(a) 
Amend S z  2 (Sec. 1704). page 6, by inserting between lines 

27 and 28 
(b) A corporation incorporated after the effective date of 

this article which contributes to the economic revitalization of 
this Commonwealth by purchasing manufacturing property, 
plants or equipment in this Commonwealth for the purpose of 
continuing manufacturing activities which would otherwise be 
terminated shall be eligible for a tax credit as provided in this 
article if none of the stockholders of the purchasing corporation 
were prior owners, or subsidiary corporations (as defined in 
section 601) of prior owners, of the manufacturing property, 

lants or equipment. For purposes of this subsection, available 
:redit shall be equal to six million two hundred fifty thousand 
dollars ($6,250,000); and threshold level shall be equal to two 
million dollars ($2,000,000). 

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

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, amendment A2218 is essentially an amend- 

ment which would allow a corporation which is incorporated 
after the time of passage of this legislation to  take over a facil- 
ity that has been shut down in Pennsylvania, whether that cor- 
poration is an ESOP, an employee stock ownership plan, like 
we are considering in the Duquesne Works in Allegheny 
County, or  whether it is another corporation, as long as that 
corporation is not owned or a subsidiary of the other corpora- 
tion that previously owned the property t o  begin with. 

Essentially my amendment allows those kinds of corpora- 
tions to become eligible for  this tax credit. They would have to 
meet the threshold level of $2 million in assets to still apply, 
just as all the other corporations would under the Colafella 
amendment, but they would not have to have tax losses in pre- 
vious years. Essentially they would be a new corporation, but 
the tax loss was taken by the other corporation which termi- 
nated that facility. 

So I ask for  support of the amendment. I think it will help a 
lot of companies that have been terminated; it will help com- 
panies that are taking a look at  those facilities and encourage 
them to buy those companies. It will encourage employee 
ownership groups to  take a look at  seriously investing their 
money in taking over a facility, and they will get a little help 
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from the State with this bill. I would appreciate support of the 
membership. 

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

Mr. COLAFELLA. It is an  agreed-to amendment, Mr. 
'peaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-199 

ACOS~B Dininni Larhinger Robbinr 
Afnerbach Distler Laughlin Roebuck 
Angsradt Dombrowski Leacovitr Rudy 
Aigall Danatucci Letterman Ryan 
Arty Darr Levdaniky Rybak 
Baldwin Duffy Levin Salaam 
Barber Durham Lint on Saurman 

Evans Livengood Scheetz 
Batt~sta Fargo Lloyd Schuler 

Fartah Lucyk 
Belfanti 

Semmel 
Fee McCall Serafini 

Birmelin Fischer McClarchy Seventy 
~(, ,k Flick McHale Showers 
~ l a u m  Foster, Jr., A. McVerry Sirianni 
Book For  Mackawski Smith, B. 
Bortner Freeman Maiale Smith, L. E. 
Bowley Freind Manderino Snyder, D. W. 

Fryer Manmiller Snyder, G. M.  
BOyes Gallagher Markosek Staback 
Brandt Gallen Mayernik Stairs 
Broujos Gamble Merry Steighner 
Bunt Gannan Michlovic Stevens 
Burd Gcist Micorzie Stewart 
Burns George Miller Stuban 
Bush Gladeck 
Caltagirone Godshall 

Moehlmann Sweet 
Morris Swift 

Cappabianca Greenwood Mowery Taylor. E. 7.. 
Carlson Gruitza Mrkanic Taylor, F. E. 
Carn Cawley Gruppo Murphy Taylor. J .  

Hagarty Nahill Telek 
cessar Haluska Naye Tigue 
Chadwick Harper O'Brien Trello 
Cimini 
civera 

Hasay O'Donnell Truman 
Hayes Oliver Van Harne 

c iark  Herman Perrel Veon 
C'ymer Hershey Petrarca Vroon 
Cohen Honaman Pctrone 
Colafella Wambach Howlett Phillips Wass 
tole Hutchinson Piccola Weston 
Cordisco ltkin Pievsky Wiggins 
Cornell 
Corlett 

Jackson Pitts Wilson 
Jarolin Pot1 Wogan 

cowell Johnson Pratt W a n i a k  
COY Josephs Preismann Wright, D. R .  
Deluca 
DeVerter 

Kasunic Preston Wright, J.  L. 
Kennedy Raymond Wright, R. C.  

DeWeere Kenney Reber Yandrisevils 
 dale^ Kosinski Reinard 
Dau,ida 
Deal 

Kukavich Richardson Irvis, 
Langtry Rieger Speaker 

Dietr 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Olasz Pistclla 
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EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. WILSON offered the following amendments No. 

A2145: 

Amend Title, page I, line 21, by inserting after "PENAL- 
TIES,"" 

excluding from the tax materials used by nonprofit 
organizations for purposes of commemoration and 
memorialization of historical events; 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 10 and I I 
Section I. Section 204 of the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, 

 NO.^), known as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, is amended by 
adding a clause to read: 

Section 204. Exclusions from Tax.-The tax imposed by 
section 202 shall not he imposed upon 

* * *  

event. 
Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 11, by striking out " I "  and insert- 

ing - 
L 

Amend Sec. I ,  page 2, lines l l  and 12, by striking out "of 
March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.21, known as the Tax Reform Code of 
1971" 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 9, by striking out "2" and insert- 
ing 

3 
Amend Bill, page 10, by inserting between lines 21 and 22 
Section 4. Section 1 of this act shall apply retroactively to 

the calendar years 1983, 1984, 1985 and to all calendar years 
thereafter. If applicable the Department of Revenue is directed to 
issue refunds of the tax collected in the calendar years 1983, 1984 
and 1985 or the materials described in section 204(45) upon 
proper receipt of a petition for refund. 

Section 5. The provisions of this act are severable. If any 
provision of this act or its application to any person or circum- 
stance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other provi- 
sions or applications of this act which can be given effect without 
the invalid provision or application. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 10, line 22, by striking out "3" and 
inserting 

6 

On the auestion 
Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, th:s is an amendment that 
would exclude from the sales tax memorials, monuments, 
things of that nature, that are dedicated to  historical events. 
What would the reason for  this be? Very simply, the current 
law says that we can exclude and do  exclude monuments 

where in fact there is somebody buried there. What we have 
here, in a case in Bucks County, we had a group of people 
who went out and raised some $96,000 for a memorial to 
honor the Vietnam War veterans. When they went about to 
purchase this, the department determined that they had to pay 
some $5,000 or $6,000 in sales tax. I d o  not believe anybody in 
the Commonwealth wants t o  do  that, but that is the way the 
law is, and 1 am attempting to  clear that up by removing that 
obligation for those groups that want to honor our historical 
events. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Somerset, Mr. Lloyd, on the Wilson amendment. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I recognize that this amend- 
ment is retroactive to 1983, and 1 am wondering if someone 
on the floor of the House could give us some idea of what the 
cost o f  the amendment would be - Mr. Wilson or someone else 
from the Appropriations Committee. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wilson indicates he will stand. 
Mr. Wilson. 
Mr. A'ILSON. 11 is $4,986. 
Mr. LLOYD. That is for everybody who could possibly 

qualify? 
Mr. WILSON. That is the only one we could determine that 

would be under this purview as amended here now. We have 
determined that from Revenue. Actually, 1 was being fac- 
etious; it is $5,000. 

Mr. LLOYD. Okay. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 

Acosta Dininni Lashinper Kicger 
Afflerbach 
Angitadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battislo 
Beiaidi 
Bellanti 
Birmclin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bartncr 
Bowley 
Bowicr 
Boyei 
Rrandt  
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Carlsorl 
Carn 
Canley 
Ccssar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 

Disrler 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
E ~ a n s  
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischcr 
Flick 
Foster, J r . ,  A .  
Fox 
treeman 
Frcind 
Frycr 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geisl 
George 
Gladcck 
Gadshall 
Greenwood 
Giuilra 
Giuppo 
Hagarly 
Haluaka 
Harper 
Haray 

1.augblin 
I.csco~itz 
Letternian 
Leiin 
I.in:on 
Livrngaod 
1.loyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClafchy 
McHale 
McVcrry 
Mackowiki 
Maialc 
jlandrrino 
hianmillcr 
Markorek 
Maycrnik 
Merrv ~ ~~ 

Michloric 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
hiowcry 
hlrkanic 
Murphy 
Naliill 
No ye 
O'Brien 
O'l>onnell 
Olasz 

Robbin, 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Kybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheerz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Sciafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L.  E.  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  M.  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Sruhan 
Swect 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Taylor, J .  
Tclek 
Trello 
Truman 
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Clark Hayes 
Clymer Herman 
Cahen Hershey 
Colafella Honaman 
Cole Howlett 
Cordisca Hutchinson 
Carnell l tkin 
Coslett Jackson 

Oliver Van Horne 
Perzel Veon 
Petrarca Wambach 
Petrane Wass 
Phillips Weston 
Piccola Wiggins 
Pievsky Wilson 
Pist ella Woean 

~U~~~ 

Cowell Jaralin Pills Worniak 
COY Johnson Pott Wright, D. R. 
Deluca Josephs Pratt Wright, I. L.  
DeVerter Kasunic Preismann Wright, R .  C. 
DeWeese Kennedy Preston Yandrisevirs 
Daley Kenney Raymond 
Dawida Kasinski Reber Irvis, 
Deal Kukovich Reinard Speaker 
Dietr Langtry Richardson 

NAYS-2 

Levdanrky Tigue 

NOT VOTING-2 

Cappabianca Vroon 
EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. WILSON offered the following amendments No. 

A2215: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 23, by removing the period after 
"CORPORATIONS" and inserting 

: and further providing for the capital stock and 
franchise tax. 

Amend Bill, page 10, by inserting between lines 21 and 22 
Section 3 .  Section 3003 of the act is amended by adding a 

nlh-ccrinn t n  read: 

by doing it in this manner. The rate of taxation is abominable; 
it is kind of a determined tax; it is the kind of tax that what- 
ever the Revenue Department seems to want to lay on you, 
they can lay on you. What I am trying to do in amendment 
A2215 is simply reduce in the effective year, 1986, the prepay- 
ment factor from 90 percent to 75 percent. In other words, 
when you prepay your tax, you would pay 75 percent and then 
adjust the balance at the end of the year. 

I think it is time we do begin this discussion; 1 think it is 
time we do move in a direction of curing this capital stock tax 
improbability. Let us get to it. This is one way of doing it. 1 
would urge your positive vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would urge the House 

to reject this amendment. The net effect of changing the cal- 
culation for the payment of this estimated tax will be a cash- 
flow problem in the current fiscal year of about $41 million, 
and approximately $13 million in the next year. That $41- 
million hole is something we are just not prepared to fill. The 
problem Mr. Wilson describes is a very real problem, but I 
think that to remedy it in this way would just cause us a very, 
very immense budget difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Wilson, for the second time on his amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. 
O'Donnell, consent to interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. O'Donnell indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You are in order, and you may proceed, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I would ask where the con- 
jecture of the $41 million in the current budget comes from, 
because the oroposal takes place in 1986, L believe. How did . ~ 

you come up with $41 million and then $13 million? 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I did not personally make the calcula- 

tion, Mr. Speaker. What we did was referred this amendment 

Amend Sec. 3, page 10, line 22, by striking out "3" and 
inserting 

4 

. -. . . . . . -. . . - . . - -. 
Section 3003. Preoavment of Tan.-* * * 

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

I to the staff in the same way we would handle a fiscal note, and 
had them go through an informal estimate, which we have 
found to be extremely reliable. And perhaps, to give a fuller 
answer, to lengthen the afternoon we could have gone 
through an interrogation process on exactly what the fiscal 
impact of this would be, and having arrived at a conclusion of 
which I suspect neither Mr. Wilson nor Mr. O'Donnell could 
be absolutely sure, we would both wind up relying on good 
estimates. So if we want to reverse the procedure, 1 would be 
happy to do that. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 thank the gentleman. 

ent approach, what I am attempting to do here is bring to the 
floor of the House, to the discussion stage, the problem that 1 
think everybody agrees with in the capital stock and franchise 
tax. I think everybody concurs that prepayment at 90 percent 
is not proper. It is one of those things we grasped at years ago 
when we needed money and we figured nobody who voted 
would be disturbed, so therefore we could solve our problems 

- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Bucks, Mr. Wilson. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. S~eaker .  in a different tone. in a differ- 

Afflerbach Dininni 
Angstadt Distler 
Argall Dorr 
Arty Durham 
Barley Fargo 
Birmelin Fischer 
Black Flick 
Book Foster, Jr . ,  
Bowser Fox 

On the question recurring, 
will the H~~~~ agree to the amendments? 

The following was recorded: 

Kenney 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Manmiller 

A. Merry 
Micozrie 

Ryan 
Saurman 
Seheetz 
Schuler 
Sernmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B 
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Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Carlson 
Ccssai 
Chadwick 
Cimini 

Freind 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geirt 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haray 
Haves 

Miller Smith, L. E. 
Moehlmann Snyder, D. W.  
Mowery Snyder, G .  % I .  
Nahill Slairr 
Noye Stcbens 
O'Brien Stuban 
Perrel Swift 
Phillips Taylor, E.  Z. 
Piccala Taylor, 1. 
Pills Telek 
Pott Vraon 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 641 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. Mark HB 641 over temporarily. Rather 
than hold vou here and wait until Mr. Wilson's amendment is 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to  welcome to the hall 
of the House Bill Harrison, JoAnne Williams, and Marvis 
Williams. They are the guests of Representative Deal. 
Welcome to  the hall of the House. 

Civera Herman Preiimann W a s  
Clymer Hershey Raymond Wciton 
Cornell Honaman Reber Wilson 
Coslett Jackson Reinard Wogan 
DeVerter Johnson Robbins Wright. J .  L. 
Dietz Kennedy Rudy Wright, R. C. 

NAYS-97 

Acosta Dombrorr,ski Leb'dansky Kichardson 
Baldwin Donatucci Levin Rieger 
Barber Duffy Linton Roebrlck 
Battist0 Evans Livengood Rybak 
Belardi Fattah Lloyd Saloom 
Belfanti Fee Lucyk Seventy 
Blaum Freeman McCall Sraback 
Bortner Fryer McHale Stcighner 
Bowley Gallagher Maialc Stewart 
Broujos Gamble Manderina Sweet 
Cappabianca George Markosek Taylor, F. E. 
Car" Gruitza Mayernik Tigue 
Cawley Haluska Michlovic Trello 
Clark Harper Morris Truman 
Cohen Howlett Mrkonic Van Harne 
Colafella Hutchinson Murphy Veon 
Cole ltkin O'Donneli Wambach 
Cordisco Jarolin Olasz Wiggins 
Coweil Josephs Oliver W a ~ n i a k  

Kasunic Petrarca Wright. D. R. c o y  
Deluca Kosiniki Pctrone Yandrirevits 
DeWeeie Kukovich Pievsky 
Daley Laughlin Pistella Ir\,is, 
Dawida Lescovitr P i an  Speaker 
Deal Letterman Preston 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wilson, we are told you have a third 
amendment. That is not yet up from duplicating? 

Mr. WILSON. It has been down there. I do  not know if it 
has hit the desk, Mr. Speaker. 1 could explain it. 

The SPEAKER. It is still in duplicating. Is that correct? 

WELCOME - 
Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, I changed the words t o  read 
"funded in any amount." I did not stipulate a certain percent- 
age or  a certain dollar. 1 believe it should be if they receive any 
funds. 

duplicated, which may take some time, we will go to  page 5. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Lawrence, Mr. Pratt, rise? 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Speaker, on the Laughlin amendment 
A2207 to HB 641, 1 inadvertently voted in the negative. 1 
would like to have my vote recorded in the positive, please. 

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

If there are any other corrections t o  the record, the Chair 
will take them at  a regular time so that we can keep going, 
hopefully, and get over with this calendar. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 284 RESUMED 

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

amended? 
Miss SlRlANNl offered the following amendments No. 

A2203: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 11, by striking out "SUBSTAN- 
TIALLY" 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 12, by inserting after "FUNDED" 
ill  any amount 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
lady from susquehanna, ~i~~ sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. 1 yield t o  Mr. Wambach. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Wambach, wish 

to Weak On the amendment? 
Miss SIRIANNI. He  said he agreed to  it. 
Mr. WAMBACH. It is the lady's amendment, Mr. 

Speaker, 
The SPEAKER. The lady apparently does not wish to  

speak on theamendment, 
Mr. WAMBACH. I ask my colleagues t o  support the 

agreed-to amendment of the lady's. 1 thought you called on 
her for an explanation. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoenizes the ladv from 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands. 

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

Acasta Dietr Laughlin Robbinr 
Afflerbach Dininni Lescovitz Roebuck 
Angstadt Distler Letterman Rudy 
Argall Dambrowski Levdansky Ryan 

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

Bill as amended was agreed to. 

Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlion 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymcr 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Caslett 
Cawell 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 

Danatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster, J i . ,  
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kasinski 
Kukovich 
Langtry 
I'ashinger 

Levin 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
klcClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 

A. Mackowski 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donneil 
Olaiz 
Oliver 
Perrrl 
Petrarca 
PetiOne 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
POtt 
Pratt 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

NAYS-2 

Farga Gamblc 

NOT VOTING-1 

Murphy 

EXCUSED-2 

Da\ies Punt 

The question was determined in the 
amendments were agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Scrafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder. D .  W.  
Snyder, G. M.  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Srect  
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F .  E. 
Taylor, J.  
Telck 
Tigue 
Tiello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C.  
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

affirmative, and the 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-201 

Acosta Dininni Laughlin Robbins 
Afflerbach Dirtler Lescovitz Roebuck 
Angstadt Dambrowski Letterman Rudy 
Argall Donatucci Levdansky Ryan 
Arty Dorr Levin Rybak 
Balduin Dufiy 1.inton Saloom 
Barber Durham Livengood Saurman 
Bar Icy Evans Lloyd Scheetr 
Battisto Farga Lucyk Schuler 
Belardi Fattah McCall Semmel 
Belfanti Fee McClatchy Serafini 
Birmelin Fiicher McHale Seventy 
Black Flick McVerry Showers 
Blaum Foster, J r . ,  A. Mackowski Sirianni 
Book Fax Maiale Smith, B. 
Bortner Freeman Manderino Smith, L. E. 
Bawley Freind Manmiller Snyder, D. W. 
Bawser Fryer Markosek Snyder, G .  M. 
Boyes Gallagher Mayernik Staback 
Brandt Gallen Merry Stairs 
Braujos Gamble Michlovic Steighner 
Bunt Cannon Micozrie Stevens 
Burd Geiit Miller Stewart 
Burns Geargc Moehlmann Sruban 
Bush Cladeck Morris Sweet 
Caltagirone Godshall Mowery Swift 
Cappabianca Greenwood Mrkonic Taylor, E. Z. 
Carlsan Gruitra Murphy Taylor, F. E. 
Carn Gruppo Nahill Taylor, J .  
Cawley Hagarty Noye Tclek 
Cesiar Halurka O'Brien Tigue 
Chadwick Harper O'Donnell Trello 
Cimini Hasay Olasz Truman 
Civera Hayes Oliver Yan Horne 
Clark Herman P e r ~ e l  Veon 
Clymer Hershey Petrarca Vioon 
Cohen Honaman Petrane Wambach 
Coiafella H o ~ l e t t  Phillips Wass 
Cole Hutchinson Piccola Weston 
Cardisco ltkin Pievsky Wiggins 
Cornell Jackson Pistclla Wilson 
Coslett Jarolin Pitts Wogan 
Cowell Johnson Pot1 Wozniak 
COY Josephs Pratt Wright, D. R. 
Deluca Kasunic Pressmaon Wright. 1. 1.. 
DeVerter Kennedy Preston Wright, R. C.  
DeWeese Kenney Raymond Yandiisevits 
Daley Kosinski Reber 
Dawidd Kukovich Reinard Irvis, 
Deal Langtry Richardson Speaker 
Dictz Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Daries Punt 

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





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

died in the line of  duty, creating a presumption that if their 
physician who attended them found that it was correct that 
they died in the line of  duty, then that would be a presumption 
that would have to be rebutted. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The amendment drafted by Mr. Fox helps to expand the 

definition and will definitely be in favor of the volunteer 
firemen, rescue squads, and law enforcement. I ask for an 
affirmative vote on this amendment. 

Acosta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battista 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bawley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
c o y  
Deluca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 

NAYS-2 

Bortner Fryer 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

,wing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-199 

Distler Lescovitr 
Dombrawski Letterman 
Donatucci Levdansky 
Dorr Levin 
Duffy Linton 
Durham Livengood, 
Evans Lloyd 
Fargo Lucyk 
Fattah McCall 
Fee McClatchy 
Fischer McHale 
Flick McVerry 
Foster, Jr., A .  Mackawski 
FOX Maiale 
Freeman Manderino 
Freind Manmiller 
Gallagher Markosek 
Gallen Mayernik 
Gamble Merry 
Cannon Michlavic 
Geist Micozzie 
George Miller 
Gladeck Moehlmann 
Godshall Morris 
Greenwood Mowery 
Gruitza Mrkanic 
Gruppo Murphy 
Hagarty Nahill 
Haluska Noye 
Harper O'Brien 
Hasay O'Donnell 
Hayes Olasz 
Herman Oliver 
Hershey Perrel 
Honaman Petrarca 
Howlett Petrone 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Jackson Pievsky 
Jarolin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephs Part 
Kasunic Pratt 
Kennedy Pressman" 
Kenney Preston 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
Langtry Reinard 
Lashinger Richardson 
Laughlin Riegcr 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
smith; L. E. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E .  
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acosta Dininni Laughlin Roebuck 
Afflcrbach Distlei Lescovitz Rudy 
Angstadt Dombrowski Letterman Ryan 
Argall Donatucci Levdansky Rybak 
Arty Dorr Linton Saloam 
Baldwin Duffy Livengood Saurman 
Barley Durham Lloyd Scheetz 
Battisfo Evans Lucyk Schuler 
Belardi Fargo McCall Semmel 
Belfanti Fattah McClarchy Serafini 
Birmelin Fee McHale Seventy 
Black Fiicher McVerry Showers 
Blaum Flick Mackawski Sirianni 
Book Foster, Jr . ,  A. Maiale Smith, B. 
Bartner Fox Manderino Smith, L. E. 
Bowley Freeman Manmiller Snyder. D. W. 
Bowser Freind Markasek Snyder. G .  M. 
Boyes Gallagher Merry Staback 
Brandt Gallen Michlavic Stairs 
Broujos Gamble Micorzie Steighner 
Bunt Cannon Miller Stevens 
Burd Geist Moehlmann Stewart 
Burns George Morris Stuban 
Bush Gladeck Mowery Sweet 
Caltagirane Gadshall Mrkonic Swift 
Cappabianca Greenwood Murphy Taylor, E. Z. 
Carlson Gruitza Nahill Taylor, F. E. 
Carn Gruppo Noye Taylor, J.  
Cawley Hagarty O'Brirn Telek 
Cessar Haluska O'Dannell Tigue 
Chadwick Harper Olasc Trello 
Cimini Hasay Oliver Truman 
Civera Hayes Perzcl Van Horne 
Clark Herman Petrarca Veon 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Vraon 
Cohen Honaman Phillips Wambach 
Colafella Howlett Piccola Wass 
Cole Hutchinson Pievsky Weston 
Cordisco ltkin Pistella Wiggins 
Cornell Jackson Pirts Wilson 
Coslett Jarolin P a t  Wogan 
Cowell Johnson Pratt Wozniak 
COY Josephr Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Deluca Kasunic Preston Wright, J .  L. 
DeVerter Kennedy Raymond Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Kenney Rcbcr Yandrisevits 
Daley Kosinski Reinard 
Dawida Kukovich Richardson Irvis, 
Deal Langtry Rieger Speaker 
Dietz Lashinger Robbins 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

Fryer Levin 

NOT VOTING-2 

Barber Mayernik 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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 HB 641 RESUMED 

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

amended? 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Mark HB 641 over for today. Over for 
today, Mr. Wilson. 

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 370, P N  
400, entitled: 

An Act requiring the superintendent of every public school dis- 
trict to make available, upon request, lists of graduating seniors 
to armed forces recruiters; and providing a penalty for the misuse 
of any such lists. 

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

A0826: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 1, lines 15 and 16, by striking out 
"Subject to the limitations of subsection (b), the" and inserting 

The 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line I, by inserting after "system" 

a n d  has requested to be on this list 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 10, by striking out "exclusion" 

and inserting 
, the inclusion 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
majority whip. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, the subject of this bill has 
been much debated, and I think the members are fairly clear 
about what its content is. This amendment is very, very 
straightforward; the issue it presents is very narrow. This 
amendment says, in effect, that anybody, any student, who 
wants to he available for recruitment can indicate so and will 
be on a list that will be available to recruiters. The current 
message in the bill is that you are on the list and you have to 
take certain positive action to get off the list. The thrust of 
this amendment is that you are not on the list unless you say 
you are. 

So, to say it once again, it is a very clear issue. This gives 
students the opportunity to be recruited. If they so desire, 
they merely indicate that desire to the school. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this amendment 
is really to destroy the act. The whole concept of requiring a 
list of seniors to be given to recruiters is based on the nature of 
recruiting. The nature of recruiting is such that 80 to 90 
percent of the enlistments occur as a result of the action of 
recruiters contacting and going to the homes and talking with 
prospective recruits. The manner in which that is done is 
seeking the names and lists and then looking them up in the 
directory every which way, spending a lot of time and wasting 
a lot of  tirne. Twenty-five percent o f  a recruiter's time is spent 
in getting the names of those people. 

Now, let us just take an example of  one area, the 
Harrisburg area, where recruiting takes place. Out of the total 
number of qualified personnel, the Harrisburg recruiting bat- 
talion this year enlisted more than 2,500 in the regular service 
and 1,500 in the reserve; over 90 percent were high school 
graduates. The nature and quality of our services is increas- 
ingly high school graduates, at least 90 percent. How do they 
get them? They get them by spending 25 percent of  their time 
going after these students and spending all kinds of time. 

Now, the important thing about the lists of seniors is that 
when that list is given to the recruiters, they go immediately to 
the home or call the person. If they d o  not have that list, they 
are not going to be able to reach them except through all the 
effort that I mentioned. If you require that they go down and 
sign up their name, it is the same as if you are saying go down 
if you want to enlist and sign up down at the desk at the MJ 
Mall. That is not where recruiting takes place. The number of 
prospective recruits who go down and say, hey, what do you 
have in the way of military service, are usually people who, 
other than those who legitimately go and end up in the service, 
are people who just may not have a job, nothing else to do, 
maybe just out of jail, or any number of situations. Ninety 
percent of these people are contacted by going to these homes. 

So the effect of this amendment is really to gut it and simply 
to say, let us have everybody go down and sign up, because 
they do not sign up. It is a practical thing. 

Now, I want to bring to your attention the fact that there is 
a law right now in the Federal Government that charges the 
Department of Defense to collect and compile directory infor- 
mation pertaining to each student 17 years of age or older or 
in the l l th grade who is enrolled in a secondary school in the 
United States. Now, there have not been any cases that 1 am 
aware of  in which the United States Government has sought 
by an action of mandamus to enforce that, but that is the 
Federal law. 

Here on the State level we are in a position where we can 
simply make it easy for one level of government to help 
another level of government by giving them that list and 
giving them a list in which students will have a right simply to 
say, hey, 1 do not want to beon it. 
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We ask the defeat of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lancaster, Mr. Miller, on the amendment. 
Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise on behalf of the O'Donnell amendment. We heard a 

number of statements, Mr. Speaker, just a couple of minutes 
ago about the time our military recruiters spend recruiting 
potential recruits. That is their job. That is what the United 
States Defense Department hires them and pays them to do. 

We, Mr. Speaker, are in the business of providing quality 
public education for those students of school age in Peunsyl- 
vania. Mr. Broujos would suggest that our schoolteachers, 
aside from spending time doing a dozen and one other admin- 
istrative tasks, now perform the function of secondary mili- 
tary recruiters. 

Mr. Broujos, in opposing this amendment, made another 
point. He suggested to each one of you that there is a Federal 
law requiring reconnoitering of  these lists, and that may well 
be, but do not any one of you forget there is also another 
Federal law requiring 18-year-olds to sign up. Most of our stu- 
dents are hitting that age during their high school year of 
senior or immediately thereafter, and for that reason again we 
should not add additional administrative burdens to the class- 
room teacher. 

But look at what else we do if we fail to adopt the 
O'Donnell amendment. We tell public educators that the 
primary duty of your office with respect to this law is to be a 
procurement entity for the United States Defense Depart- 
ment. 

Let me just add two other items with respect to this bill. 
First of all, we make no accommodation for the traditional 
conscientious objector language of alternative service, and we 
finally put a subtle distinction on those who would refuse to 
be added to the list as dissenters, and it is a strong, serious 
point that even the Federal Selective Service System has recon- 
ciled itself with 70 years ago. That critical need for alternative 
and supportive service is still available to anyone in that cate- 
gory. But do not forget that in our public schools, particularly 
in the Dutch country areas, are many religious conscientious 
objectors whose rights again would be ignored by this statute. 
What the O'Donnell amendment proposes to do is turn this 
around full circle and in doing so allows the initiative to be on 
the behalf of the student who is interested. 

One final addendum. All of us are in this business of 
keeping lists to keep in touch with constituents. I do not know 
of anyone worth their salt who has been in this business more 
than a week who cannot reconnoiter a pretty darn clear list of 
high school seniors who are graduating. I know in 16 of the 17 
school districts in Lancaster County alone, all you have to do 
is buy the yearbook, and any recruiter who is burning up 25 
percent of his time because he cannot identify these students 
simply is not capable of  doing the job to which he is assigned, 
and perhaps the United States Defense Department ought to 
look at him instead of giving the job to our public school 
administrators. 
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1 rise again to ask your support for the O'Donnell amend- 
ment. It is a fair compromise. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to address several 
points that were raised by the speaker. The first is with respect 
to the quality of recruiters. We have two officers and nine 
recruiters out here in the lobby now. Anyone can go out and 
talk to them about a number of things with respect to recruit- 
ing. First, the United States Armed Forces send the best per- 
sonnel they have into recruiting. There are very few com- 
plaints about their performance, so the quality of the recruiter 
is high; they are doing their job, but they are hampered in the 
job when they have to spend 25 percent of that time seeking to 
find those lisrs. 

Now, with respect to the law which requires the Federal 
Government to maintain and to obtain the directory of stu- 
dents, that has to be implemented on the State level and 
should be implemented and complemented by an act such as 
this. 

The question of the conscientious objector and those who 
object raises the issue of privacy, and 1 submit to you that the 
privacy question is promoted and enhanced by this act. When 
we look at the question of privacy, everyone says let us protect 
the privacy of the individual. I would like to know a number 
of things. How many Representatives-do not raise your 
hands, but rhetorically-how many Representatives send a 
graduating congratulatory letter to the graduates of high 
school, and have you said 1 do not want to send the letter out 
unless somebody goes down to the principal and submits their 
name on a list and writes down 1 want to receive a letter from 
my Representative? How many Representatives send them 
out? There are a lot of them who send them out. They have 
access to that list, and I imagine if any abuse is going to occur, 
it can occur from a Representative's office as well as a 
recruiter, in fact even less in a recruiter's office as far as 
access. 

Now the next question of privacy. If these recruiters are 
looking up names in phone books and they get the name of 
Robert Brown, how many Browns are they going to go 
through? They will tell you out there right now in the lobby 
that they call up time and again to three, four, five, or six 
names in the phone book until they get the person they want. 
Now, how about that invasion of privacy? You cannot turn 
off that telephone. You cannot say lo the telephone, hey, if a 
recruiter calls up for my kid, shut him off. You cannot do it 
for insurance; you cannot do it for real estate; you cannot do 
it for recruiters, and you cannot do it for Representatives 
when they are running for office. Consequently, the question 
of privacy is just a red herring that is dragged across this ques- 
tion of making these lists available. 

Now, another important thing about the nature of privacy. 
There are many students who are unaware of the advantages 
of this program. If I asked you folks here today, if I asked 
you what benefits are available to a talented student gradu- 
ating from high school today and spending 2 years in the 
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service, do you know it is $17,000 of additional educational 
benefits? And if 1 asked you to raise your hand, I will bet 
there would be a lot who did not know that, and 1 will bet 
there are even more parents who do not know that, and there 
are even less students who know that. Four hundred and 
eighty dollars a month for 36 months are available, and how is 
a recruiter going to get that information to students? Is he 
going to say, here, sign up, and if you sign up at this high 
school, 1 have a little surprise for you; 1 will give you this little 
package of surprises about educational benefits. Why do we 
want to harass these schools and everybody by just constantly 
seeking these lists when they can he made available at a stroke 
of this legislature? 

Finally, I want to say that the question of privacy is also 
raised in the nature of the approach of recruiters to students 
and prospective recruits. Very often the recruiter, when he 
goes to the house, talks to the parents, and the parent says, I 
want to know what the benefits are, and the parents are sur- 
prised. When they hear these benefits, it is the first time, and 
they want them for their sons. And did you know that in the 
Harrisburg area specifically, there are over $20,700,000 of 
benefits available through the Army-not in Harrisburg but 
in the general area-$20,700,000 available to be spent in insti- 
tutions of higher education here in Pennsylvania, if recruiting 
is effective, and recruiting is not effective under the present 
system. Those who support this amendment will not make 
recruiting as effective as it would with these lists, because 
there are in fact about one-third of the high school graduating 
class who will be making career decisions without the benefit 
of this recruiting information. 

I ask again for the defeat of the O'Donnell amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Book. 
Mr. BOOK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the O'Donnell 

amendment. 1 think all we are asking here is the same rights 
that other groups have in high schools. I think we need the 
tools. If we do not get the tools to work with, we cannot do 
the job. So 1 think that by just asking for a list of the students' 
names with their permission in their senior year, I cannot see 
any problem with that. We have to recruit these fellows and 
ladies when they are in their junior or senior year to tell them 
what we have to o r f e ~  and what is going on. I just cannot 
understand why all the problems, when we give it to other 
groups. People selling rings, books, flower shops get the lists, 
but we cannot get them in the military. Thank you. 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the 
O'Donnell amendment. First of all, I have been a salesman all 
my life, and when 1 needed access to names and addresses, I 
had to work for it. Mr. Broujos says they spend 27 percent of 
their time recruiting. Well, time is money, and if they are 
going to involve that amount of work to the school districts, 
then I think the government that spends their money very, 
Yery loosely down in the Pentagon, maybe they ought to pay 
the school districts for that information. 

I do not want anybody messing with my son and daughter 
unless 1 am there, and in order for me to be there, they have to 
contact me at the house, not get the name and address from 
the school. So I support the O'Donnell amendment. Thank 
you. 

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

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I find it paradoxical that in this time of high unemployment 

among our youth, we would not take every opportunity to 
avail them of job opportunities. 1 would say for those of you 
who do not consider youth unemployment a serious problem, 
support the O'Donnell amendment. For those of you who 
think that many of our graduating seniors should be idle, not 
have job opportunities, support the O'Donnell amendment. 
But if you want to avail them of  every opportunity, and a 
good opportunity, then I strongly urge you to reject the 
O'Donnell amendment. 

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

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat amazed that 
this House is even considering this type of  an amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, the recruiters for the Armed Forces do not want 
these lists so they can send out pornography to these kids; 
they want these lists so they can provide information for the 
young people of this country to join probably the most honor- 
able profession that there is in this country for a young 
person, and that is the security of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Linton. 
Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that HB 370 is an attempt of 

the House once again to fix something that is not broken, and 
it seems to me that the O'Donnell amendment is a good way 
to correct that problem. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard many of my colleagues mention 
earlier ihe fact that there is a need for high school graduates to 
have access to information to make career decisions, but I am 
also aware of the fact that we have counselors in every high 
school in the Commonwealth and the fact that these counsel- 
ors make opportunities available to recruiters to come into the 
school to recruit those youngsters who desire to have informa- 
tion on opportunities available in the Armed Forces. It seems 
to me that the O'Donnell amendment is in that direction 
where those young people who want some information, who 
want to be made more aware of the opportunities in the 
Armed Forces, can make their names made available by their 
own direction through their counselors or through the school 
district. 

I would urge my colleagues to in fact support the O'Donnell 
amendment to give youngsters an opportunity to initiate on 
their own their choices in their careers by making their names 
known to recruiters by their own choice. 1 encourage everyone 
to support theO'Donnel1 amendment. 



one legislative priority. 
Let us be definitive, and let DeWeese be brief. The 

O'Donnell amendment guts the bill. 1 oppose it vigorously 
and I hope you will stand shoulder to shoulder with me as we 
oppose his amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Venango, Mr. Black, on the amendment. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker. 1 just want to clear up a couple 
of things that I think are in error. It will not be secondary 
classroom teachers who will be providing the lists; it will be 
the administration. We have people in our schools called 
guidance counselors, and one of their responsibilities, I 
believe, is to tell young people what is available to them in the 
way of professions. I would encourage us to defeat this 
amendment so that we can provide the lists to recruiters. 

Another question about parents wanting to be there when 
the recruiter spoke with their child. 1 think that is why they 
want to get the addresses and the phone numbers, and the 
names of  some students in schools are not the names of the 
parents with whom they are residing. I think the recruiters run 
into some real difficulty in finding the parents of the child to 
whom they are trying to talk, so 1 rise in opposition to the 
O'Donnell amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Trello, for the second time on the amendment. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman said something 
about liberals being for this amendment. You know, there are 
six members of my family who served in the Armed Forces, 
and five of us enlisted. My father served in World War I. Of 
course, he had just got off the boat from the old country and 
could not speak English too well. He was drafted, so he went 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendme 

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

Mr. PETRARCA. Mr. Speaker, we passed this bill unani- 
mously, almost, the last time we voted on it. We have a choice 
here. We either support a large standing army or we go for a 
mandatory draft. So do you want a mandatory draft or do 
you want a volunteer army? The only way you are going to 
have a strong volunteer army is to oppose the O'Donnell 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene, Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, obviously this project has 
not moved on oiled wheels. Thomas Jefferson once remarked 
that every difference of opinion is not necessarily a difference 
of principle. The gentlemen from Philadelphia, Mr. Linton, 
Mr. O'Donnell, and others have a difference of opinion with 
the gentleman, Mr. Broujos, and myself. It seems as if the 
liberal community in Pennsylvania is opposing these measures 
as if they were some concoction out of  hell. I do not believe 
they are in any way that pernicious. I f  they were so repugnant, 
Mr. Speaker, the American Legion of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania would not rank this bill as its number one legislative pri- 
ority. If this measure, if this measure were repugnant in the 
extreme, the Veterans of  Foreign Wars of the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania would not rank this measure as its number 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-80 

into the service. When the Second World War broke out, my 
three older brothers enlisted. When Korea came around, my 
younger brother and I enlisted. Nobody recruited us. 

1 am not a liberal, and I resent being called that. All I am 
sayingis- 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to have the word 
"liberal" expunged from the record? If thegentleman consid- 
ers it a personal affront, we will order it so. 

Mr. TRELLO. If the Speaker insists. All I am saying- 
The SPEAKER. No; the Speaker is a liberal. 1 do not think 

~ t -  
Mr. TRELLO. Well, if 1 am to be called a liberal, then I 

will call myself a liberal. 1 do not need anybody else to tell me 
what 1 am. 

What I am trying to say is that I have a daughter who grad- 
uated from high school who was highly recruited by the 
service, and 1 encouraged her to take advantage of all that 
money that is available to save me a buck, you know, but she 
did not want that. I would rather have them talk to me with 
my son or daughter, rather than my son or daughter by them- 
selves. 

1 think we have a choice here to look out for our own. I 
want to look out for my own. I have been a salesman all my 
life. I had to work for phone numbers and addresses; let them 
work for their phone numbers and addresses, too. 

Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Arty 
Baldwin 
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Battisto 
Birmelin 
Bartner 
Bayes 
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Carn 
Civera 
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Ucal 
Danatucci 
Evans 
Fartah 

Flick McHale 
Fox McVerry 
Freeman Mackowski 
Freind Manderinv 
Cannon Markosek 
George Mayernik 
Godshall Michiavic 
Greenwood Micor~ ie  
Hagarty Miller 
Hasay Mowery 
Heishey Nahill 
Hanaman O'Donnell 
ltkin Olasr 
Josephs Oliver 
Kenncy Pistella 
Kukavich Pott 
Lashinger Pressman" 
Laughlin Reber 
Levin Reinard 
Linton Richardson 
McClatchy 

NAYS-] 19 

Acosta Dawida Kennedy 
Argall  diet^ Kosiniki 
Belardi Dininni Langtry 
Belfanti Distler Lescouitz 
Black Dombrowski Lclterman 
Blaum Dorr Lcvdansky 
Book Duffy Livengood 
Bowlcy Durham Lloyd 
Bowser Fargo Lucyk , Brandt Fee McCall 
Broujas Fischer Maialc 
Bunt Foster, Jr. ,  A. Manmiller 
Burd Fryer Merry 

nts? 

Rieger 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Seventy 
Showers 
Snyder, D. W.  
Stevens 
Stuban 
Taylor, J .  
Trella 
Truman 
Wambach 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wright, R .  C. 

Irvis, 
Soeaker 

Ryan 
Saloom 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder. C. M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
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Burns Gallagher Moehlmann 
Bush Gallen Morris 
Caltagirone Gamble Mrkonic 
Carlson Geist Murphy 
Cawley Gladeck Noye 
Cessar Gruitra O'Brien 
Chadwick Gruppo Perrel 
Cimini Haluska Petrarca 
Clark Harper Petrane 
Clymer Hayes Phillips 
Cole Herman Piccola 
Cordisco Howlett Pievsky 
Coslett Hutchinsan Pittr 
COY Jackson Pratt 
Deluca Jaralin Preston 
DeWeese Johnson Raymond 
Daley Kasunic Robbins 

NOT VOTING-2 

Colafella Smith, L .  E. 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

Sweet 
Suift 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, )1. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wars 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D.  R .  
Wright, J .  L. 
Yandrisevits 

negative, and the 

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

A1999: 

Amend Title, Daze I ,  lines I and 2, by striking out all of line 1 . - 
and "make available, upon request," in line 2 and inserting 

Providing for the availability of 
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 7 through 18; page 2,  lines 1 through 

15, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting 
Section 1. List of students. 

The rejection of the last amendment indicates that at  least 
we want in some way measures o f  parity. The function of this 
amendment is, and it says, that if you give the lists t o  
anybody, you give them to  military recruiters. Now, maybe 
that is going to  cut down on the amount of time that every- 
body has t o  spend, whether they be corporate, military, aca- 
demic, or  otherwise, but this will put the military recruiters on 
a complete 100-percent parity with everyone else who wants to 
get in touch with those graduating seniors, including State 
Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, again the Pied Piper from 
Philadelphia would lead our children astray by taking them 
down (hat path where really they are not going to have any 
contact or  very minimal contact with a recruiter, and it will 
significantly hamper the recruiter's function. 

Now, let us look at  this parity concept. He  is asking for 
parity between a governmental agency and private enterprise 
or  private industry or private groups of any kind, any kind at  
all. 

Now, let us look at  the types of people who could possibly 
ask for lists. There could be people in industry who may ask 
for lists. There may be Dow Chemical, and somebody may 
say, I do  not want t o  have my children interviewed by Dow 
Chemical. Somebodv mav ask for a list for commercial pur- . . 
poses, and if they give it to one, they will have to give it to 
another, and eventually the school board would say, a pox on 
all your houses; we will not give any lists t o  anybody. 

He is equating this Federal agency. What is that Federal 

(a) Lists.-If any public school employee or official pro- I agency? The Constitution of the United States says we shall 

lions. 
(b) Notification.-Any school official providing any list as 

provided in subsection (a) shall notify all students proposed to be 
included in such list. Each student shall be given a reasonable 
opportunity to request the exclusion of such student's name from 
the list urior to the release of the list. The list shall not contain the 

vides any person, other than another employee or official of the 
school district or Department of Education, with a list of the 
names and addresses of students, that ernployee or official shall 
provide recruiting representatives of the military forces of the 
United States with the same list on the same terms and condi- 

army and a militia. Those functions are the functions of the 
highest level of government, and they have as an ancillary 
function recruiting. That is a governmental function. 

If you were asked to vote for  this bill in the middle of the 
Korean War or  World War 11, there would not be a question; 

. . 
provide for the common defense and promote the general 
welfare, That common defense is provided by the  

mander in Chief, who is Commander in chief  of the ~ r m e d  
Forces. We are required by our Constitution to  maintain an 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recogni~es the 
majority whip. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have become more and 
more convinced, mainly by the cogent arguments of men like 
Mr. Broujos, that if you really want it, you can do  it, and the 
State Representatives and other political folks who have gone 
out and secured those lists have demonstrated an ability to do  
so. 

name and address of any student who requested to be excluded. 
Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 16, by striking out "4" and insert 

ing 
2 

Amend Set, 5 ,  page 2, line 21, by striking out ' s 5 M  and insert. 
ing 

3 

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

schools. 
There is no such thing as parity between these different 

agencies. This idea of saying that you want parily for all gov- 
ernment, all agencies, is going to result in a rejection o f  the 
Federal Government as a source by schools. 

We ask you to  defeat the O'Donnell amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the O'Donnell amendment for the 

second timc, the Chair recognizes the majority whip. 

it would go right through. We are in a struggle today with 
communism just as much as we were i n  "ietnam or in K~~~~ 
or  in the cold war that is going on today, and that struggle 
requires us to have armed forces and to be strong. That 
struggle requires us to have recruits; that struggle requires us 
t o  have conventional forces instead of constantly relying on 
nuclear forces. That struggle requires us l o  have recruits 
recruited by recruiters, and that list has to come from those 
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Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, those of us who have had 
a chance to observe the other chamber have always noticed 
the difference between this chamber and the other chamber in 
terms of the decorum and what we consider a measure of a 
little too much genteelness over there. One of the most enjoy- 
able things about the process here is kind of, as somebody 
described it, a rough-and-tumble exercise. In addition to 
being very informing, it is also very entertaining. The diffi- 
culty is that while we are being entertained, we are also writing 
the law. We are affecting people's lives here, and I think you 
know that. 1 think it is very entertaining to conjure up this 
image of shoulder to shoulder, an appropriately military met- 
aphor, and to cast the battle, if you will, in terms of the Amer- 
ican Legion on one side and the liberal community on the 
other side, and to use provocative terms, especially things like 
"repugnar~t" and "pernicious" and "the Pied Piper" and all 
those kinds of entertaining but provocative kinds of notions. 
It is entertaining; it is in some small way informative, but it 
may well be destructive of  our attempts to write the law here. 

I agree with Mr. Broujos on one point and one point only, 
that the function of the military is the responsibility constitu- 
tionally of the highest level of government in this country. It is 
not the responsibility of the State of Pennsylvania: it is not the 
responsibility of the local school board; and it is not the 
responsibility of  the superintendent of schools or the teacher 
in the classroom. There is no question that the President, as 
Commander in Chief, has the responsibility to carry out this 
mission. It is also equally clear that we are not, the superinten- 
dent of schools, the teacher in the classroom, and the school 
districts in this State are not the agencies of the Commander 
in Chief, and it is inappropriate to require them to be such. 

Aftlerbach 
Angstadt 
Arty 
Barber 
Battisto 
Boyes 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Civera 
Cohen 
Cornell 
Cowell 
Dawida 
Deal 
Donatucci 
Evans 

Argall 
Baldxin 
Barley 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmriin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Boitner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caitagirone 
Carison 
Cawley 

YEAS-62 

Fattah Lashinger 
Flscher Linton 
Flick McVerry 
Fox Manderino 
Cannon Markosek 
George Michlovic 
Godshall Micozrie 
Greenu,oad Miller 
Hagarty Moweiy 
Hasay Murphy 
Hershey Nahill 
ltkin O'Dannell 
loseohi Olasr 
Kennedy Oliver 
Kenney Pistella 
Kukovish Pressmann 

NAYS-137 

Dietz Lescovitr 
Dininni Letterman 
Distler Levdansky 
Dombrowski Levin 
Dorr Livengoad 
Dully Lloyd 
Durham Lucyk 
Fargo McCall 
Fee McClatchy 
Faster, Jr . ,  A .  McHale 
Freeman Mackowaki 
Freind Maiale 
Fryer Manmiller 
Gallagher Mayernik 
Gallen Merry 
Gamble Moehlmann 
Geist Morris 
Gladeck Mrkanic 
Gruitza Noye 
Gruppo O'Brien 
Haluska Perrel 

Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Saurman 
Seventy 
Snvder. D. W.  . . 
Taylor, 1. 
Trello 
Truman 
Weitan 
Wiggins 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetr 
Sehuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder, G. M. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from Ces"r Harper Petrarca Telek 
Chadwick Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. Hayes Petrone Tigue 
Cirnini Herman Phillios Veon 

Mr. DeVERTER. I was just going to say, Mr. Speaker, 
would you think that was a little prevarication on her part? 

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, Mr. O'Donnell talked about decorum of this 

House, and 1 just wanted to comment on at least one part of 
one speech made. I do not think anybody in this House ought 
to reflect upon another member's loyalty to this country or 
their commitment one way or another on the issue of commu- 
nism on a bill like this. I am a veteran myself, and I oppose 
this bill. I do not think we ought to drag ourselves into those 
kinds of allusions, those kinds of comments. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. DeVerter will not let me talk. 
The SPEAKER. Let the Chair say that in all the years the 

Chair has known the lady, the Chair cannot possibly accept 
the fact that anyone could shut her up. 

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

Clark Honaman Piccola Vroon 
Clymer Howlett Pievsky Wambach 
Calafella Hutchinhon Pitts Wass 

lackson Pott Wilson 
Cordisco Jarolin Prart Wogan 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Corlett Johnson Preston Wozniak 
COY K a ~ n i c  Raymond Wright, D. R. 
Deluca Kasinski Robbins Wright, J. L. 
DeVerter Langtry Rudy Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Laughlin Ryan Yandrisevits 
Daley 

NOT VOTING-2 

Acosta Van Horne 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punr 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments were no1 agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. TIGUE offered the following amendments No. A1864: 

Amend Title. oaee 1. line 1. bv insertine after "district" .. . . . 
and the principal of certain parochial, licensed 
~r ivate  and non~ublic schools 

Amend s ic .  2, page 1, line 16, by inserting after "district" 
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and the principal of every parochial, licensed private 
and nonpublic school, except as otherwise provided, 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 10, by inserting after "superinten- 
dent" 

or principal 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, by inserting between lines l l and 12 
(c) Exception.-A school that determines that compiling 

and providing the list would be against the religious convictions 
of a majority of its senior students shall be exempt from the 
requirements of illis act. 

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

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my amendment merely adds the private 

schools and nonpublic schools t o  the list of those who must 
provide the list t o  recruiters. I think those of you who support 
the bill, in all honesty, if you are looking for a list to help the 
all-volunteer force through the recruiters, nearly one out of 
every five students in this Commonwealth is a student in a 
private school. So if you want to be honest about it and 
provide the list, private schools as well as  public schools 

The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair, in consulta- 
tion with the Parliamentarian, that this is divided and would 
be correctly divided at the lines which the gentleman suggests. 
The Chair orders that the amendment has been so divided. 

The amendment therefore before the House would read as 
follows: "Amend Tille, page 1, line I ,  by inserting after 'dis- 
trict' ..." and ending with the words "by inserting after 
'superintendent' or  principal." That would be one amend- 
ment. The second amendment will begin "Amend Sec. 2, page 
2, by inserting" and end with the words "requirements of this 
act." 

Therefore, before the House now the Chair places amend- 
ment number I ,  which reads: "Amend Title, page I ,  ... by 
inserting after 'district' ..." and ends with the words "by 
inserting after 'superintendent' or  principal." That is the 
amendment currently before the House. 

On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, I support the first portion of 
the amendment. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to part I of the amendments? 

should bear the brunt. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The following roll call was recorded: 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Greene, Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Would the gentleman, Mr. Tigue, please 
elaborate on section (c) of his amendment, please. 

Mr. TIGUE. Section (c), Mr. Speaker, says that a school 
that determines that compiling and providing a list would be 
against religious convictions- What that means, in essence, is 
there are schools, which I agreed to compromise and put this 
in, such as Quaker schools that have religious convictions 
which would prohibit them from serving in the Armed Forces, 
the majority. That is why that subsection is in there. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, may I continue a brief inter- 
rogation? 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Barber 
Barley 
Beiaidi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortncr 
Bowley 
Bower 
Boyes 
Brasdt 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Darr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster, J r . ,  
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 

Letterman 
Levin 
Linton 
Lioyd 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVcrry 
Mackowski 
Maiaie 
Mandrrina 

A.  Manmiller 
hdcrry 
Micozrie 
Mnrris 

Scheeu 
Schulcr 
Semmel 
Scrafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, 1.. E. 
Snyder, G. M 
Staback 
Stairi 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may Gannon Mtkonic Sheer 
George Noye Swift 

proceed. Burns Cladeck O'Brien Taylor, E.  Z. 

Mr. DeWEESE. If 200 students at Wavnesbure Hieh Oliver Tavlor. F. E. 

School in Greene County are listed on  the senior class roster 
and 101 of them vote that it is their religious conviction to not 
have anything to do  with the list, would that also come under 
the auspices of your amendment? 

Mr. TIGUE. No. That would come under the auspices of 
the school. The school would determine that. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you. 

AMENDMENTS DIVIDED 

The SPEAKER. O n  the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the Chair 
rule on whether the amendment is divisible, and if so, 1 would 
ask that the division occur after the word "principal" and 
beginning with the words "Amend Sec. 2, page 2, by inserting 
between lines 11 and 12." That would leave the last amend- 
ment, which is adding subsection (c), as  a Feparate divided 
amendment. 

Carlson Greenwood Peirel ~ e i e k  
Carn Gruitza Pcrrarca Tigue 
Cawley Gruppo Petrorlr Trello 
Ceisar Harper Phillips Truman 
Chadwick Hasay Piccola Van Home 
Cimini Hayes Pievsky Veon 
Clark Herman Pitts Vroan 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Coslelt 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Distler 

Honsman 
Howleu 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Joiephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Koiinski 
Langtry 
Laughlin 
Lcrcovitz 

Pott 
Pratt 
Preston 
Raymond 
Richardson 
Riegcr 
Robhins 
ROebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Saurman 

Wass 
Werton 

Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 
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NAYS-53 

Afflerbach Flick Lashinger O'Donnell 
Arty Fox Levdansky Olasz 
Baldwin Freeman Livengood firtella 
Battisto Fryer Lucyk Fressmann 
Birmelin Gallagher McHale Rebcr 
Bunt Geist Markosek Reinard 
Bush Hagarty Mayernik Fybak 
Cappabianca Haluska Michlovic Seventy 
Civera Hershey Miller Showers 
Cohen ltkin Moehlmann Snyder, D. W .  
Carnell Johnqon Mawery Taylor, J .  
Cowell Kenney Murphy Warnbach 
COY Kukavich Nahill Wright, J .  L. 
Deluca 

NOT VOTING-I 

Acosta 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and part I 
of the amendments was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair places before the House 
amendment number 2, which begins "Amend Sec. 2, page 2, 
by inserting between lines 11 and 12" and ending with the 
words "shall be exempt from the requirements of this act." 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to part 11 of the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, on that amendment. Last 
year when we presented HB 1398, this amendment was not in 
the bill. It was offered by a fellow member on the floor and 
was adopted. It was adopted without any significant debate, 
discussion, or  bearings. At that time I am rather sure-and 
the sponsor could speak to  that-that the intent was to 
provide that schools of a religious nature would have the 
opportunity within that school, because of their religious 
nature, to object. Therefore, I think that the broad language 
now saying "a school that determines" does not limit it to 
private but includes public, which again will raise a very 
serious question of who makes the determination and voting 
and everything else. 

Again, if it applies to public schools, at least, it destroys the 
effectiveness of the amendment by sending the whole question 
back to  a complicated procedure. I have no objection to that 
in a private religious school because of the private religious 
nature of it and because they may have personal objections. 

So 1 would ask for the defeat of the second amendment 
because it is not clear. If it is clear that it includes public, then 
1 object to it more strenuously. 

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

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I suspect that the gentleman, Mr. Broujos, 

and I are going to  disagree on the final passage vote with 
regard to HB 370, but we agree with regard to this particular 
amendment. 

I believe very, very strongly-and 1 think it is as clear as a 
matter can be from the text of the language of this amend- 
ment-that it violates the first amendment to the United 
States Constitution. If we pass this exception, if we allow 
public school officials t o  begin interrogating students in the 
public classroom as to the nature of their religious convic- 
tions, we can forget about the guarantee that our forefathers 
put into the first amendment to provide for the free exercise 
of religion. I do  not want any public school teacher, no matter 
what the intent, no matter how benevolent the motivation, t o  
inquire into the religious convictions of any student. Those 
religious convictions belong to that student. Our first amend- 
ment to the Constitution guarantees that right. 

This amendment, 1 believe, very clearly strikes at  one of the 
fundamental principles of the Constitution. 1 believe that it 
tramples the rights of free exercise of religion as written into 
the first amendment, and 1 believe that the day will come that 
we will sincerely regret this amendment if we are foolish 
enough to pass it. 1 ask for a negative vote. 

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as 1 said in my earlier remarks, I added this 

part of the amendment as a compromise, and in all honesty, I 
think the arguments have gone far astray on constitutionality 
and other things. It merely says that a school-it does not say 
public or  private, obviously-can make the determination 
that it would be against religious convictions. I think that to 
say it is against the Constitution, freedom of religion, et 
cetera, is going far astray. Personally, I have my own feelings 
about this part of the amendment, and it makes no difference 
to me, in all honesty, which way you vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Lancaster, Mrs. Honaman. 

Mrs. HONAMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think the first gentleman who spoke has a rather short 

memory. Just last year we debated this very amendment. I am 
not sure the language is identical, but I remember a former 
member who was here questioned me on the floor concerning 
this type of amendment, and what we were protecting were 
those schools where really more than half, I would say 90 
percent of the students, do  have a religious conviction as t o  
not joining the military. But the main point there is not just 
the students but the people who run the schools, the supervi- 
sors, if it would be against their religious convictions to send 
in the list. 

Now, I agree that this is not as clear as the amendment we 
had last year, but it is the only ball game in town, so I do  ask 
for a positive vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos, for the second 
time. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, aside from constitutional 
questions, there is a very practical problem. If there are 49 
percent of the students who do  want their names sent to the 
recruiter and 51 who say no, and therefore the school shall not 
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Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have heard some very interesting statements today. Some 

of  them are honorable flag waving; I understand that among 
my colleagues. 1 am one of those who has served his time in 
the military but still has reservations with this bill. 

I want to point out to Mr. Broujos one thing, because I am 
afraid speaking to the last speaker is an exercise in futility, 
and 1 would ask Mr. Broujos this question: He made the state- 
ment on this floor, what if 49 percent of those kids want their 
names sent in? That is not the issue. They can go see a military 
recruiter. Every one of you today can go see a military 
recruiter. They are out here in the back hall. I contend they 
are not doing their job and that if 49 percent of those students 
want to go see a military recruiter, there is no constitutional 
provision, Federal or State, there is no Federal or State statute 
preventing them from doing it. But the issue that is raised is 
within the military service selective service law provisions on 
conscientious objection, we need to also recognize those pro- 
visions that apply not only for alternative service but also rec- 
ognize that religious schools have a unique problem. 

I would also firially point out in speaking on the latter half 
of  the Tigue amendment one other critical item that you might 
want to file away. On my desk the other day, the Pennsyl- 
vania Catholic Conference also had some trouble without a 
provision for alternative service and a provision for students 
to not put their names in and for schools of religious natures 
not to comply with this act. But I will go back to square one 
for any of you who think this is anything but flag waving. If 
there is flag waving to be done, it is by the point. It is to prod 
these military recruiters to d o  their job, because, I will repeat 
again, anyone in the hall of this House who has been here a 
week has the skill to get lists like that in much less time than 4 
months out of a work year, when you use the figure 25 
percent. I do not buy it. We ought to concentrate on public 
education, Mr. Speaker, and let the recruiters concentrate on 
legitimate recruiting. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
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Afflerbach Dcluca Kosiniki Richardson 
Arty DeVertrr Kukovich Rieger 
H a l d ~ i n  DeWeese Langlry Robbins 
Barber Daley Lajhinger Rybak 
Hclfanti Dawida I.aughlin Saloom 
Birmelin Deal Lrscovitz Semmel 
Black Dietr Lcvdansky Showers 
Blaum Dininni Livengood Siiianni 
Book Diitler Lloyd Smith, 6. 
Bortncr Domhrowski Lucyk Smith, I.. E. 
Bobley Donatucci McClatchy Snyder, G. M. 
Bouser Duffy McHalc Stairs 
Broujos Durham McVerrg Stcighner 
Rurd Evans Maiale Stevens 
Hurnr Fee Manmiller Srewarl 
Bush Foster, J r . .  A. Mayernik Stuban 
Caltagirone Freind Micorrie Sweet 
Cappabianca Fryer Mowcip Taylor, E. Z. 
C'arlson Gallagher Mikonic Taylor. F. E.  
Carn Gallen Nahill Taylor, 1. 
Cawle) Gamble Noye Tclek 
Cessar Gannon O'Bricn Van Harne 
Chadwick George O'Dannell Veon 
Cimini Gladeck Oliver Vroon 
Civera Gruitra Perrel Wambach 
Clark Gruppo Petrarca Wais 
Clymer Hagarty Pelrone Wiggins 
Colaiella Haluska Phillips Wilson 
Cole Harpcr Piccala Wogan 
Cordisco Haycs Pievsky Wozniak 
Cornell Hurchinson Pitts Wright, R. C .  
Coslrtt Jackson Pratt 
Conell Iarolin Preston Irvis, 
Coy Kasunic Reber Spcaker 

NOT VOTING-3 

Acoita Reinard Serafini 

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

The question was determined in the negative, and part I1 of 
the amendments was not agreed lo. 

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

amended? 
Mr. COHEN offered the following amendments No. 

A0953: 

comply, then they may interpret that not even to give the 
names of those who do want to serve, and those who do want 
to serve may have a religious fervor of their own. So I would 
ask for the defeat of this subparagraph of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene, Mr. DeWeese, on the amendment. 

Mr. DeWEESE. We have asked for concurrence on the first 
part of Mr. Tigue's amendment. We have agreed with it, and I 
think it deserves to be in the bill. I do not necessarily disagree 
with what the Representative from Luzerne is trying to do, 
but the slovenliness of the language in this particular amend- 
ment is such that Mr. McHale's problem is a serious problem. 
Possibly we could draft other amendatory language and have 
it inserted in the State Senate, but the way it stands now, I 
think Mr. McHale's argument should prevail and that the 
second half of the Tigue amendment should be defeated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
[.ancaster. Mr. Miller. 

Will the House agree to part I1 of the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-64 

~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ d t  Geiit McCall ~ u d y  
Argall Godshall Mackowski Ryan 

::::?& Greenwood Manderino Saurman 
Hasay Markosek Scheetz 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ d i  Herman Merry Schuler 
Boyes Hershcy Michlovic Seventy 

;zdt Honaman Miller Snyder, D. W. 
Hawlett Moehlmann Stahack 

c,h,, ltkin Moriir Swift 
Dorr Johnson Murphy Tigue 

:::PaJh Josfphs Olasz Trella 
Kennedy Pistella Truman 

riicher Kenney Pott Weston 
Flick Letterman Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Fox Lerin Raymond Wright, I .  L.  
Freeman Linton Roebuck Yandriserits 

NAYS-134 
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Amend Title, page 1, line 3, by striking out "armed forces 
recruiters" and inserting 

certain persons 
Amend Sec. I, page I, line 9, by inserting after "recruiters" 

, educational institutions, employers of Pennsyl- 
vania residents and certain government officials 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 12, by insertingafter cLrecruiters" 
, to all colleges and universities, vocational; technical and busi- 
ness schools located in Pennsylvania, any employer employing 
Pennsylvania residents and State and local government officials 
desiring to encourage voter registration 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 15, by removing the period after 
"forces" and inserting 
and to all colleges and universities, vocational, technical and 
business schools located in Pennsylvania, any employer employ- 
ing Pennsylvania residents and State and local government offi- 
cials desiring to encourage voter registration. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen, on the amendment. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is very differ- 
ent from the amendments that we voted on before. This 
amendment does not take access away from the military for 
one single student in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
Under this amendment, the military has the same access to 
each and every student as they have without this amendment. 
What this amendment seeks to do,  however, is t o  address seri- 
ously concerns of opposition to the bill. 

The Preamble to the Constitution of the United States, as 
Mr. Broujos indicated, does call on the United States to 
provide for the common defense. But before it reaches the 
phrase "provide for  the common defense," it has the phrase 
"insure domestic tranquility," and 1 think there will be a lot 
more domestic tranquillity in this Commonwealth if we listen 
to  some of the concerns of the opponents of this legislation 
while we simultaneously pursue the goals of this legislation. 

This legislation says that in addition to the military, which, 
as I said, gets the list of every student graduating in the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, colleges and universities get it; 
vocational business schools get it; employers seeking employ- 
ees get it; and government officials desiring to  encourage 
voter registration get it. So the list is available to more people 
if more people want it. I d o  not imagine that everybody wants 
it, but some people, 1 think, do  want it. Anybody who has 
ever been in Harrisburg knows you cannot have an  apartment 
in Harrisburg without getting saturated four, five, six, seven 
times a year from Harrisburg Area Community College, 
which is besieging you, letting you know their latest course 
offerings. Other community colleges, including Philadelphia 
Community College, have similar records of saturating the 
area. So certainly some community colleges would welcome 
this list, and probably some of the others who are eligible for 
this under this amendment will welcome this list. 

Giving this list t o  other groups guarantees that students are 
not only contacted by military recruiters, so that the fear o f  
some parents expressed in the House and expressed on televi- 
sion and on the radio and in the newspapers that students will 

- - 

only be exposed to military recruiters will not be met. In addi- 
tion, the list which some people are worried about among 
those who oppose it, there will be no such thing as a list of 
people just opposed to  being recruited by the military; all 
there will be is a list of people who do  not want t o  be recruited 
bv anvbodv. . .  . 

I think this deals with the two major objections of oppo- 
nents of this legislation. It does not take away access to this 
list by anybody. This amendment is not offensive t o  the bill. It 
is supported by the prime sponsor of this bill, Mr. DeWeese. 1 
urge your support o f  this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-89 

Afflerbach Dombrowski Lescovitz Roebuck 
Barber Donatucci Letterman Rudy 
Battisto Duffs Levdansky Saloom 
Belardi Fattah Levin Serafini 
Belfanti Fischer Lint on Seventy 
Blaum For Lucyk Staback 
Book Gallagher McCall Steighner 
Bortner Gamble Manderino Stewart 
Bowley Greenwood Mayernik Stuban 
Broujai Gruitza Merry Taylor, E. Z. 
Bush Hagarty Morris Taylor, F. E. 
Caltagirone Haluika Mawery Taylor, J. 
Carn Harper Mrkanic Tigue 
Cawley Herman Olasz Trello 
Clark Howlert Oliver Tmman 
Cole l tk in  Petrarca Van Horne 
Cordisco Jaralin Petrone Vean 
Cowell Joiephs Pievsky Wambach 
COY Kasunic Pist ella Weston 
Deluca Kosinski Pratr Wiggins 
DeWeeie Langtry Pressmann Worniak 
Daley Laughlin Reber Wright, D. R. 
Dawida 

NAYS-104 

Angstadt Dori Livengood Ryan 
Argall Durham Lloyd Rybak 
Arty Farga McClatchy Saurman 
Baldwin Fee McHale Scheetz 
Barley Flick McVeriy Schuler 
Birmelin Foster, Jr., A. Mackawski Semmel 
Black Freeman Maiale Showers 
Bowier Freind Manmiller Sirianni 
Boyes Fryer Michlovic Smith, 9. 
Brandt Galien Miller Smith, L. E. 
Bunt Gannon Moehlmann Snyder, D. W. 
Burd Geist Murphy Snyder. G. M. 
Burns George Nahill Stairs 
Cappabianca Gladeck Noye Stevens 
Carlson Godshall O'Donnell Swift 
Cessar Gruppo Perzei Telek 
Chadwick Hasay Phillips Vroon 
Cimini Hayes Piccola Wass 
Civera Hershey Pitts Wilson 
Clymer Hanaman Patt Wogan 
Cornell Hutchinson Preston Wright, J. L. 
Corlett Jackson Raymond Wright, R. C. 
DeVerter Johnson Reinard Yandrisevits 
Deal Kennedy Richardson 
Dietz Kenney Riegcr Irvis. 
Dininni Kukovich Robbins Speaker 
Distler Lashinger 
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NOT VOTING-8 I The SPEAKER. On final oassaee. the Chair recognizes the - .  - 
Acosta Colafella Markosek O'Brien 

gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Book. 
Cohen Evans Micorzie Sweet Mr. BOOK. Mr. Speaker, I just rise and hope that my col- 

Davies Punt 

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

leagues will support HB 370. I think we need this bill. We 
need all the tools we can get to recruit, and I hope you think 
hard and fast and vote a "yes" vote on HB 370. Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. The SPEAKER. We now have it before us. We did not have 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? it before. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

Mr. PISTELLA. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
Representative Cohen is submitting a reconsideration 

motion for his amendment 0953. 

this act commits a summary offense and shall, upon convic- 
tion. be sentenced to oav a fine of $100." 

On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. STEVENS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
At great personal risk, may 1 ask a question of Mr. 

DeWeese? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese indicates he will stand for 

interrogation on final passage. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I have no problems with this 

bill, but 1 do want to ask a question as I am concerned about 
what would happen if when the recruiters get the list they 
would decide to release that list to salesmen and other people 
who have no legitimate interest themselves in that list? 

D ~ ~ ~ ~ s E ,  They would be dealt with harshly and 
immediately by the Uniform Code of Military Justice. 

Mr. STEVENS. But is there anything specific in this legisla- 
tion that would prohibit [he recruiters from releasing [hat list 
to commercial enterprises? 

Mr. DeWEESE. Section 4, page 2: "A person who violates 

. . 
Mr. STEVENS. But is it a violation for them to release the 

list to commercial enterprises? Does this bill make it a viola- 
tion to release the list to others? That is my concern. 

Mr. DeWEESE. That is my interpretation. Yes. 
Mr. STEVENS. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 
Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, the question of prosecution 

is simply one where there would be punishment for those 
abusing it, but the best answer to that is, has anyone in this 
chamber ever heard of any recruiter abusing that access that 
they do have now in a number of cases? I have not heard of 

Mr. PISTELLA. 1 realize that, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. What is your point? 
Mr. PISTELLA. The point is that I am the cosponsor of 

that reconsideration and would like to speak on the amend- 
ment, if it would bepossible. 

The SPEAKER. Well, technically it is too late to do it, but 
because the Chair tries to be courteous to members who are a 
bit delayed- The Chair specifically said the "Chair" tries to 
be courteous. 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rescind, without objection, 
its Statement that the bill is on final passage. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The objection having been filed, the Chair 

has no alternative except to say that it is too late to offer an 
amendment. It is too late to offer a procedural motion. The 
q"estion is On final passage. 

any. 
Finally, I have to clarify, Mr. Speaker, the question of the 

reference to communism. Obviously I made no impugnation 
and I certainly do not want myself to be restricted and pre- 
vented from arguing a point which is sound simply because 1 
indicate we are in a struggle, and I think that the analogy that 
if we were in war we would support it but now we do not per- 
ceive the threat is a valid one. That is the only issue 1 wish to 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. LEVlN. A point of information. 
The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's point? 
Mr. LEVIN. Is it possible to move the bill to the third con- 

sideration calendar and then have the- 
The SPEAKER. The motion to place on final passage post- 

poned is in order. 
Mr. LEVIN. If that is done, can the bill be immediately 

brought back, and then is the reconsideration proper? 
The SPEAKER. The Parliamentarian informs the Chair 

that the orocedure would be to file a reconsideration motion 
to reconsider the procedural announcement of the Chair 
stating that the bill is on final passage. If the members agree 
with that procedural motion to place it on third consideration 
rather than final passage, then, of course, we could reconsider 
the amendment. The Chair would suggest that that be done so 
we can get out of this parliamentary morass and nonsense. 

The House will stand at ease. 

make, and 1 ask for the support of this bill. I 
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REMARKS ON VOTE ( The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will he spread 
upon the record. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from ~ h ,  Chair  recognizes from Bucks, 
Mifflin, Mr. DeVerter, to correct avote.  ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ r l  ..*..,'.Lu. 

Mr. DeVERTER. May I correct a vote, please, Mr. I M,, REINARD. ~ h ~ ~ k  vou. M ~ .  sDeaker. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may do  so. 
Mr. DeVERTER. On HB 370, O'Donnell amendment 

A0826, in my haste to vote in the negative my green light came 
~ - 

up  and 1 a m  voted in the affirmative, but  1 do  wish to be voted 
in the negative. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lawrence, Mr. Pratt, t o  announce a committee meeting. 

Mr. PRATT. An announcement, Mr. Speaker. 
For the benefit o f  the members of the House Judiciary 

Committee, there will he a very, very brief meeting tomorrow 
morning at  10 a.m. in room 401. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

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

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, there will be a meeting at  9 
o'clock tomorrow in the majority caucus room of the Local 
Government Subcommittee on Counties. That will be prior to 
the Local Government meeting a t  930 .  

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. Now to correct the record, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Northampton, Mr. Rybak. 

Mr .  RYBAK. O n  HB 641, the Laughlin amendment A2207, 
I believe I inadvertently voted in favor of that; I intended to 
oppose it. 

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

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, a correction. 
On H B  855, amendment A2216, 1 was out of my seat and 

would have voted in the affirmative. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lackawanna, Mr. Serafini. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on HB 370, amendment 1864, the Tigue I1 

amendment, I am not shown as voting. I would like to be 
recorded in the affirmative. Thank you. 

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

Mr. MORRIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 641, Laughlin amendment 2207, I think I pushed 

the wrong button and voted the way I did not intend to. I 
would like the record to show that I would like to be recorded 
in the affirmative. 

, . 
Mr. Speaker, on HB 370, amendment A1864, part 11, my 

switch did not reflect my vote. 1 would like the record to show 
I would have voted in the affirmative. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 370 CONTINUED 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

York, Mr. Dorr. What is the gentleman's parliamentary 
inquiry? 

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, it is my recollection, which may 
be faulty, that other Speakers have ruled or  perhaps this 
Speaker has ruled that it is improper t o  reconsider a parlia- 
mentary motion, that reconsideration is only proper- 

The SPEAKER. Let me correct you. It is improper to 
reconsider a procedural motion. 

Mr. DORR. Right. 
The SPEAKER. The moving of a bill from third consider- 

ation to final passage is not merely a procedural motion. 
Mr. DORR. What is it, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. It is a substantive vote. It is a substantive 

vote which is dictated by the words of the Constitution of the 
State on how many days a bill must be considered. 

Mr. DORR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Because there was an objection to the 

Chair receding from an  announcement- 
Now who rises? 
The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr .  RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I would respectfully request Rep- 

resentative Gallen to withdraw his objection so that we can 
reconsider the amendment and beat it down. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That would be the faster way o f  doing it. 

OBJECTION WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Gallen withdraw his ohjection? 
Mr. GALLEN. Yes, Mr. Speaker, and I d o  it reluctantly 

because of what happened the other day - the discourtesy 
shown to  the minority leader by the majority leader - but I do  
withdraw. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gallen, has with- 
drawn his ohjection. 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. I am always as courteous on this floor 

as I find Mr. Gallen. 

DECISION O F  CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the Chair 
recedes from its announcement that the bill is on final 
passage, and the bill appears on third consideration. 
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another attempt to gut a bill that everyone is concerned about. 
1 just want to caution the members to think about that before 
they vote against this particular amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the Cohen 

amendment. 
There is a lot in the Cohen amendment that of course is not 

objectionable to me, but I think the one thing that is found in 
there that causes me to oppose it is the provision that any 
employer employing Pennsylvania residents is entitled to get 
one of these lists. Now, we have businesses all over the East 
employing Pennsylvania residents. I daresay that if I wanted 
to distribute junk mail to graduating seniors, it would be very 
simple if I was from out of State to hire a Pennsylvania resi- 
dent for the sole purpose of obtaining these lists. 

Under all the circumstances, I think that this amendment 
deserves the same treatment so many of the other amend- 
ments received here before by many of us who are totally in 
support of the principle espoused by the gentlemen, Mr. 
DeWeese and Mr. Broujos. I would ask for a negative vote. 

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

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, just to amplify on what Mr. 
Ryan had to say. This would open the lists up to mail-order 
insurance companies, used-car dealers, any type of mail-order 
house would have access to these lists. 

Mr. Speaker, the intent of this legislation is to allow the 
Armed Forces of the United States to provide information 
about the Armed Forces and the benefits they can provide to 
graduating high school seniors - a very, very noble motive, 
Mr. Speaker. I do not think we ought to junk it up with this 
typeof amendment. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, very briefly, 1 believe that this amendment is 

well intended but very poorly drafted. 1 agree with the gentle- 
man, Mr. Ryan, in his concern about who qualifies as an 
employer under this particular paragraph. I would bring to 
the attention of the members of the House that the phrase 
used here in terms of qualifying for the release of this infor- 
mation reads as follows: "...any employer employing Penn- 
sylvania residents, ..." end of  quote. 1 believe that this opens 
the door for the release of very confidential information to 
the most extreme political organizations, for instance, that 
exist in our country. If we do so, we sacrifice, I believe, the 
constitutional privacy considerations of high school seniors. 
To state the matter very simply: Do we really want to require 
our school administrations to release lists of graduating 
seniors to the American Nazi Party, to the Communist Party, 
to other extreme political organizations simply because those 
organizations may qualify as employers here in the Common- 
wealth? 

1 believe we ought to look very carefully at the terminology 
included in this paragraph. I believe we ought to show much 
greater sensitivity to the constitutional privacy considerations 

of graduating high school seniors. If we intend to release this 
information, I believe we must d o  so in a much more 
restricted manner than this amendment would call for. This 
would open the door; I am afraid, once we pass it, we would 
not be able to close it. I ask for a negative vote. 

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

Mr. LETTERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 would not worry about giving the lists t o  

industries. They would probably want to pay minimum wage 
on everything or have someone take a concession for wages. 
So I would recommend that we continue t o  defeat this kind of 
legislation and try to teach our young people to go in the 
service where they can get paid a decent wage for the work 
they are going t o  do and at the same time get additional 
schooling. I do not think that our industry in the State of 
Pennsylvania or anyplace in the United States deserves too 
much, since they are asking for concessions from everybody 
every time you turn around. 

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 am kind of taken aback by 
the argument that somehow this legislation is going to give the 
names of students to the Nazi Party. I think that kind of argu- 
ment shows the high emotions that are generated over this leg- 
islation and does not show concern for what this legislation 
seeks to do. This amendment is designed, as Mr. Pistella said, 
to see that this list is available to those people who have a 
legitimate interest in contacting high school seniors. That 
includes employers; that includes colleges. I do not think that 
it is necessarily constructive nor the slightest bit accurate to 
conclude that this list is going to any kind of subversive pur- 
poses. 

I would urge support of this amendment. This amendment 
recognizes that the military is one of many agencies in society 
through which young people can enjoy worthwhile service. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman, Mr. McHale. 

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I really did not intend to 

use inflammatory rhetoric in discussing who might qualify as 
an employer under the terms of this amendment. 1 wanted to 
make what I believe is a very legitimate point - that any 
employer, regardless of the number of employees or regard- 
less of the nature of that employment, would qualify under 
this amendment to receive a list of the graduating seniors. 

Earlier I inadvertently focused on political organizations 
that would in all probability be considered by most Pennsyl- 
vanians to be extreme. That was not my basic point. My basic 
point is, whether you are talking about an employer who 
happens to be involved in political activity or any other 
employer, the definition of "employer" as  included in this 
amendment is much too broad. There is nothing under this 
amendment which would empower school officials to pick 
and choose which employers would receive the list and which 
would not. 
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Battisto 
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Acorta 
Afflerbach 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowsei 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 

I believe that the language of the amendment is very clear 
on its face. Any employer in Pennsylvania, regardless of the 
number of employees, regardless of the nature of that 
employment, would be able to demand and would be able to 
receive under this bill a copy of the list of  graduating seniors. 
To put the matter simply, I think that is unfair to the gradu- 
ating seniors. I think that invades their privacy and opens 
them to contact by organizations and groups with which they 
would not want to be associated. 

I indicated earlier and believe that this amendment is well 
intended. I emphasize it was very poorly drafted. The defini- 
lion of "employer" is much too broad. 1 seek a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene, Mr. DeWeese, on the amendment. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I have no objection to the Cohen amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-57 

Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlsan 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 

Cole Hershey Pitts Yandrisevils 
cor"e" Honaman P o n  
Coalett Hutchinson Preston Irvis, 
Coy lackson Raymond Speaker 
Deiuca 

NOT VOTING-5 

Deal Evans Haluska Richardson 
~ i ~ t ~  

EXCUSED-2 

Davies Punt 

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

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

Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 
Howlett 
itkin 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kosinrki 
i.angtry 
Laughlin 
Levdansky 
Levin 
Linton 
McCall 
Manderina 
Markosek 

DeVerter 
Dawida 
Dininni 
Distler 
Donatucci 
Dori  
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fce 
Flick 
Faster, J r .  
Fax 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gambie 
Gannon 
Ceiit  
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Greenwood 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 

Morris 
Murphy 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Pctrone 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Piall  
Pressman" 
Reber 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Saloom 

Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Lesco\ilz 
Letterman 
Lirengaod 
Lloyd 
1.ucyk 
McClatchy 

, A. McHale 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 

Serenly 
Staback 
Steighncr 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. F. E .  
Tigue 
Trelio 
Truman 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R .  

Rcinard 
Rubbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, L. E .  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, <i. M. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J .  

Moehlmann Telek 
Mowery Van Harne 
Mrkonic Vean 
Nahill Vroon 
Naye Wasr 
O'Brien Weslon 
0' Donneli Wilson 
Perrel Wogan 
Phillips Wright, J .  I,. 
Piccola Wright, R. C.  

Argall 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barley 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Clark 
Ciymer 
Cole 
Cordisco 
COY 
Deluca 
DeVertcr 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Diiflec 

Dombrowski Levdansky 
Dorr I.ivengood 
Duffy Lloyd 
Durham I.ucyk 
Evans McCall 
Fargo McClatchy 
Fee Mackowiki 
Fischer Mandcrino 
Foster, J r . ,  A .  Manmiller 
Frcind Mayernik 
Fryer Merry 
Gallagher Moehimann 
Gailen Morris 
Gamble Mrkanic 
Geist Nayr 
George O'Brien 
Gladeck Perzel 
Greenwood Petrarca 
Gruitra Petrone 
Gruppo Phillips 
Haluska Piccola 
Harper Pieviky 
Hayes Pills 
Herman Prall  
Hutchinson Preston 
Jackson Raymond 
larolin Robbins 
Johnran Ryan 
Kasunic Saloom 
Kosinski Saurman 
Laughlin Schectr 
Leicovitz Schuicr 
Letterman Semmel 

Acosla Cowell 
Afflcrbach Deal 
Angitadt Donatucci 
Arty Fattah 
Birmelin Flick 
Borlner FOX 
Boycs Freeman 
Brandt Gannan 
Burd Godshall 

Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith, L .  E.  
Snyder, G. M.  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 

Tigue 
Truman 
Van Horne 
VCO" 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wai i  
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, 13. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Kukovich Pistella 
L.angtry Pot1 
Lashinger Pressman" 
I.evin Reber 
Linton Reinard 
McHale Richardson 
McVerry Rieger 
Markosek Roebuck 
Michlovic Rudy 
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Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Civera 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cornell 
Coslett 

Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hershey 
Honarnan 
ltkin 
Josephi 
Kennedy 
Kenney 

NOT 

Micozzie Rybak 
Miller Seventy 
Mowery Showers 
Murphy Snyder, D. W 
Nahill Taylor, J .  
O'Donnell Trello 
Olasr Weiton 
Oliver Wripht, J. L. 

VOTING-2 

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

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

REMARKS ON VOTES I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cambria, Mr. Haluska. 
Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote "yes" 

on amendment A953 to HB 370. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria, Mr. 

Telek. 
Mr. TELEK. On HB 855 I was temporarily out of my seat. 

On amendment 2057 1 wish to be voted in the negative. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER I 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 

resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

If there are any other corrections to the record, the Chair 
will take them tomorrow. 

ADJOURNMENT I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from Alle- 

gheny, Mrs. Langtry. 
Mrs. LANGTRY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now adjourn until 

Wednesday, June 19, 1985, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., unless sooner 
recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 5:20 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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