
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

TUESDAY, MAY 24, 1988 

SESSION OF 1988 172D OF THE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 11:lO 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: 

0 Lord God, almighty, immortal, invisible, the mysteries 
of whose being are unsearchable and past finding out, accept, 
we beseech Thee, our praises for the revelation which Thou 
hast made of Thyself and art continuing to make to us day by 
day; and mercifully grant that, ever holding fast this faith, we 
may magnify Thy glorious name. We humbly pray that Thou 
wilt always reveal to us Thy will and Thy way, that Thou wilt 
constantly seek to work in and through us to the completion 
of Thy truth in our world, and that Thou wilt bestow upon us 
the heavenly blessing of Thy eternal peace, who livest and 
reignest, one God, world without end. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was delivered by members and 
visitors.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the 
Journal for Monday, May 23, 1988, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lawrence, Mr. Fee. Do you have any requests for leaves? 

Mr. FEE. Yes, Mr. Speaker. The lady from Philadelphia, 
Ms. KITCHEN, for today. 

The SPEAKER. The lady's leave is granted, there being no 
objection. 

The Chair recognizes the minority whip. Do you have any 
requests for leaves? 

Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I request a leave for the gentleman from Cumberland 

County, Mr. KENNEDY, for theday. 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 34 

The SPEAKER. The leave is granted, there being no objec- 
tion. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is about to take the master 
roll call for the day. Members will proceed to vote on the 
master roll. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

PRESENT-192 

Acosta Distler Kukovich Reber 
Dombrowski LaCrotta Reinard 

Argail Donatucci Langtry Richardson 
Any Dorr Leh Riegei 
Barley Duffy Lescovitr Ritter 

Durham Letterman Rabbins 
Belardi Evans Levdanrky Roebuck 
Belfanti Fargo Linton Rudy 
Billow Farmer Livengood Ryan 
Bi"elin Fattah Lloyd Rybak 
Black Fee Lucyk Saloom 
Blaum Fischer McCall Saurman 
Book Flick McClatchy Scheetr 
Bonner Foster McHale Schuler 
Bowley FOX McVerry Semmel 
Bowser Freeman Maiale Serafini 
Boyes Freind Maine Showers 
Brandt Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Broujos 
Bunt 

Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Gannon Markorek Smith, S. H. 

Burd Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Burns George Melio Snyder, G. 
Bush Gladeck Merry Staback 
Caltagirane Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Cappabianca Gruitza Micozzie Steighner 
Carlson Gruppo Miller Stuban 
Car" H a m y  Moehlmann Sweet 
Cawley Haluska Morris Taylor, E. 2. 
Cessar Harper Mowery Taylor, F. 
Chadwick Hasay Mrkonic Taylor. J. 
Civera Hayden Murphy Tigue 
Clark Hayes Nahill Trello 
Clymer Heckler Noye Van Horne 
cohen Herman O'Brien Veon 
Colaiella Hershey O'Donnell Vroon 

Hess Olasr Wambach 
Honaman Oliver Wass 

Coriigan Howlett Perrel Weston 
Cowell Hughes Petrone Wiggins 
COY Hutchinson Phillips Wogan 
DeLuca ltkin Piecola Worniak 
D~V,,,, Jackson Picvsky Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Jadlowiec Pistella Wright, J. L. 
Daley Jaralin Pittr Wright, R. C. 
Davies Johnson Pressmann Yandrisevits 
~,,;d, Josephs Preston 
Dempsey Kasunic Punt Irvis, 
Dietterick Kenney Raymond Speaker 
Dininni Kosinrki 
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Lashinger 
NOT VOTING-0 

Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
LEAVES ADDED-1 

Freind 

BILLS R E P O R T E D  FROM COMMITTEES, 
C O N S I D E R E D  FIRST TIME, A N D  T A B L E D  

HB 1662, P N  2072 By Rep. COWELL 
An Act amending Title 2 (Administrative Law and Procedure) 

of thc ~ennsylvanla Con,ol~dated Statutes, exempting certaln 
proceedings before the Slate S)stem of H~gher Educa~ion. 

EDUCATION. 

HB 1987, P N  2532 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 

HB 2417, PN 3223 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 
An Act designating a section of Route 255 in Elk County, 

Pennsylvania, as the General Edward Meyer Boulevard. 

TRANSPORTATION. -d 
HB 2418, PN 3224 By Rep. HUTCHINSON - 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 

solidated Statutes, further providing for left turns. 

.TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 2427, PN 3233 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 
An Act designating a bridge over the Allegheny River in Alle- 

gheny County, as the Joseph F. Bonetto Memorial Bridge. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 2429, PN 3346 (Amended) 
By Rep. MORRIS 

An Act amending the act of December IS, 1986 (P.L.1610, 
No.181), known as the "Rabies Prevention and Control in 
Domestic Animals and Wildlife Act," further providing for 
testing. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- AGRICULTURE AND RURAL  AFFAIR^, 
solidated Statutes, removing provisions relating to certain vehicle 
emission inspection requirements. HB 2495. PN 3355 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 

. . 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), 

known as the "Public School Code of 1949," increasing the 
amount of work of any nature which can be performed on prop- 
erty owned by a school district without advertising and without 
competitive bids; and increasing the amount of furniture, equip- 
ment and supplies that can be purchased without advertisement. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 2276, PN 3342 (Amended) 
BV R ~ D .  COWELL 

EDUCATION. 

~. 
An Act designating a certain bridge crossing the Lehigh River 

as the Jim Thorpe Memorial Bridge. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

SB 741, PN 850 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 
An Act designating a certain portion of U.S. Route 1 in Bucks 

County as theMartin Luther King, Jr., Expressway. 

TRANSPORTATION. 
w 

SB 1109, PN 2082 (Amended) 
By Rep. MORRIS 

action. 

' TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 2280, PN 3343 (Amended) 
By Rep. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for notice of department 

HB 2298, PN 3344 (Amended) 
By Rep. MORRIS 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, granting immunity to 
the owners, tenants or lessees of agricultural property from 
certain claims involving individuals picking their own agricultural 
products. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

HB 2332, PN 3345 (Amended) 
By Rep. HUTCHINSON 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of Transpor- 
tation, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to the 
United States Department of Interior portions of certain State 
highways located in Montgomery and Chester Counties, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the criminal 
offense of agricultural vandalism; and providing for a penalty. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

SB 1176, PN 2083 (Amended) 
By Rep. LLOYD 

An Act amending the act of April 25, 1986 (P. L. 89, No. 33), 
entitled "An act amending the act of March 23, 1972 (P. L. 136, 
No. 52), entitled 'An act relating to the practice of psychology, 
providing for licensing of psychologists, making certain acts 
illegal and providing penalties,' reestablishing the State Board of 
Psychologist Examiners as the State Board of Psychology; ....," 
further providing for the issuance of licenses. 

PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE. 

SB 1323, PN 1867 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 
An Act designating the new bridge at Hyner, Pennsylvania, in 

Chapman Township, Clinton County, as the Gold Star Mothers 
Bridge in honor and memory of veterans and their mothers. 

TRANSPORTATION. 
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BILL REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO T MAYOR SOPHIE MASLOFF PRESENTED ~ - 

COMMITTEE ON CONSUMER AFFAIRS 

HB 2292, PN 3044 By Rep. MORRIS 
An Act providing for the regulation of the production and han- 

dling of ice; licensing ice producers; imposing duties on the 
Department of Agriculture; and providing for civil penalties. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

REPORT SUBMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George, who reports the following, which the 
clerk will read. 

The following communication was read: 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 
May 23, 1988 

Hon. K. Leroy Irvis 
Speaker 
House of Representatives 
Main Capitol Building 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17120 
Dear Mr. Irvis: 
I am submitting to the House of Representatives herewith the 
report on the Conservation Committee investigation into the 
mass burn industry, pursuant to House Resolution 28. 

Sincerely, 
Camille George 
Chairman 
House Conservation Committee 

CG/rr 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask for your attention 
and your silence for a moment. Members please pay atten- 
tion. 

All of you remember that the city of Pittsburgh lost our 
mayor only a few days ago. He was a hard-working, success- 
ful mayor who literally gave his life for his city. The city will 
never quite recover from the death of Richard Caliguiri. It 
will always remember him, but the city is fortunate that we 
have been able to find an energetic, compassionate, and 
understanding woman to step into the mayor's office and to 
govern. 

The Chair is particularly pleased that the lady the Chair will 
now present to the hall of the House has been a friend of the 
Chair ever since the Chair was an assistant district attorney 
several years ago or so. The Chair is honored to present to the 
floor of the House the mayor of the city of Pittsburgh of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Mayor Sophie Masloff. 
Sophie, will you please step forward. 

MAYOR MASLOFF. Thank you very much. 
I really do not deserve that ovation. Of course, I have an 

ulcer and I do not deserve that either. 
But I am so pleased to be here today to meet with all of you, 

and I want to express my deep appreciation for the support 
that you have given the city of Pittsburgh in the past. I will be 
calling upon you individually for help in the future, but be 
assured of my appreciation for all that you have done for 
Pittsburgh. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The House will stand at ease. 
The Chair invites the gentleman, Mr. Manderino, and the 

gentleman, Mr. Ryan, to join him at the podium. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will file the report. I CARLISLE HIGH SCHOOL 
(Copy of report is on file with the Chief Clerk.) BASKETBALL TEAM PRESENTED 

MEMBER'S PRESENCE RECORDED The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the hall of the 
House the Carlisle basketball team. They are the guests of 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. 
Lashinger's name will be added to the master roll. 

The SPEAKER. Representative Ed Burns has as guests here 
Mr. and Mrs. Dressner; their daughters, Lisa and Heather. 
Heather is a guest page for the day. Please rise. Welcome to 
the hall of the House. Heather was talking to you, Mr. Dress- 
ner, a few minutes ago. Where did she get to? Stand up, 
Heather. Welcome to the hall of the House, Heather. We are 
delighted to have you as a guest page today. 

Elinor Taylor has David N. Morrow, who is a student at 
Downingtown High School, as her guest. Welcome to the hall 
of the House, David. We are glad to have you here. 

"Representative" Buster Hodge and John Broujos. Now, 
John Broujos is up at the microphone. Buster, would you like 
to stand next to Mr. Broujos and welcome the Carlisle basket- 

I ball team? 
Mr. BROUJOS. Their number-one fan. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 
Mr. BROUJOS. On behalf of myself and Buster, Fred 

Noye and Hal Mowery, who are Representatives of the dis- 
trict, it is my honor to present a very special team. This team 
is the first team to win 4 years straight the quadruple-A bas- 
ketball championship. They are coached by Dave Lebo, who 
was Associated Press Coach of the Year and who has a distin- 
guished record in coaching. Last year's record was 33 and 0, 
and then they won the championship for the fourth time. 

In addition, they have on the team Billy Owens, a team 
member who was there for four straight championship teams 
on the team; he was Associated Press Player of the Year, First 
Team High School All-American, and McDonald's All-Amer- 
ican. 
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congratulate you. Thank you very much for coming. 
Mr. HODGE. I really thank you fellows. This is four years 

in a row, and I really appreciate this. Thank you all of you. 
Thank you. 

And perhaps most significantly, this team has nine out of 
nine seniors heading for college in the fall. Let us have a hand 
for the quadruple-A team. 

And Billy Owens' dad, Billy Owens, is here. Give Billy a 
hand, Big Bill; and Donnie Owens you know from the staff on 
the Republican side. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. We are delighted to have you here. We 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. Are there any more basketball announce- 
ments? 

CALENDAR w 
SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been informed that Robb 
Austin is at the rear of the hall of the House. Congratulations. 
We are delighted to see you back. Robb is a former Represent- 
ative on the floor of the House. We welcome you back on the 
floor of the House. 

Cathi Thomas of Titusville is here. She is the guest of Rep- 
resentative Maine. Welcome to the hall of the House, Cathi. 
We are glad to have you here. 

And the students from Wissahickon High School are here. 
They are now coming in in the balcony. They are here with 
their teacher, Mr. William Rzepko. Four of them, however, 
are to the left of the Speaker - Kim Wilson, Christian Scott, 
Mark Freece. and Amv Ford. Will vou  lease rise. Welcome . . 
to the hall of the House. We are delighted to have you chil- 
dren here. They are the guests of Representative Gladeck and 
Representative Saurman. 

STATEMENTS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, while I offer congratula- 

tions to the Carlisle team and Representative Broujos, who 
represents that area, I want you to know that there is a little 
Carlisle out in my end of the State called Monessen that were 
State champs in basketball in class A this year. Now, I really 
do not think they are going to come down here, because I have 
already presented citations at a banquet at home, but I would 
ask the Houge to note for the record that there are champions 
in the west from the member's district in Monessen, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Kosinski. Why do you rise? 

Mr. KOSINSKI. To talk about the true basketball cham- 
pion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Everyone else has. You may as well have 
your few minutes. Go ahead. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Well, 1 would like to congratulate the 
public league champions in Philadelphia, the team that 
nobody from the State wants to play - the Frankford High 
Pioneers. They are the true State champions as well as the city 
champions. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

1 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 528, P N  
2041, entitled: 

An Act providing for planning for the processing and disposal 
of municipal waste; requiring counties to submit plans for munic- 
ipal waste management systems within their boundaries; autho- 
rizing grants to counties and municipalities for planning, resource 
recovery and recycling; imposing and collecting fees; establishing 
certain rights for host municipalities; requiring municipalities to 
implement recycling programs; requiring Commonwealth agen- 
cies to procure recycled materials; imposing duties; granting 
powers to counties and municipalities; authorizing the Environ- 
mental Quality Board to adopt regulations; authorizing the 
Department of Environmental Resources to implement this act; 
providing remedies; prescribing penalties; establishing a fund; 
and making repeals. 

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

A2174: 

Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 10, by inserting after "that" 
holds an existing permit, 

Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 10, by inserting after "or" 
where it appears the second time 

receives a 
w 

. . . . . . . - 
I Amend Sec. 1302. Page 93, line S. by inserting after "THAT" 

holds an existing permit, 
. 

Amend Sec. 1302, page 93, line 5, by inserting after "OR" 
receives a 

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

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

Mr. SWEET. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, first let me add that this amendment is 

offered on behalf of both myself and Representative 
Lescovitz. 

Mr. Speaker, under the current provisions of SB 528, there 
are fees to be paid both to the municipality and to the host 
county by a landfill operator who has a facility within that 
municipality or within that county. It is my understanding 
that the language of the bill restricts the imposition of such 
fees to newly permitted landfills or  instances where the 
department grants a permit for additional capacity, and in 
both instances those permits are issued after the effective date 
of this act. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there are many 
facilities currently operating in Pennsylvania that produce the 
kind of aggravating characteristics that discourage municipal- 
ities and counties from wanting landfills in their locality. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, what my amendment will do will r* 
be require the imposition of the fees and the payments to 
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either municipalities or to counties by any landfill operator, 
including those that are now permitted, so host municipalities 
and host counties would receive the fees required under the 
bill even though those sites are already present rather than just 
new permitted facilities. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the Sweet amendment, the Chair rec- 

ognizes the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Letterman. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. I would like to question the maker of 

the amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. You may proceed, Mr. Letierman. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, does your amendment 

do anything as far as the person bringing garbage in from 
another county or another State? Does this force or does it 
pay these people if they refuse to take garbage from another 
area? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, this amendment does not pro- 
hihit the movement of garbage from one county to another, if 
that is what you are asking. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. If one of the garbage disposal sites 
that are already in effect had some rules that they would not 
take anybody else's, do you still say they should be paid by the 
municipality using that landfill? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, what 1 am saying is that there 
are fees in this bill to he paid by the landfill operator for every 
ton of garbage that goes into the ground in that landfill for 
that municipality and that county. All I am saying is that 
existing landfills should pay those fees as well as new ones. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Well, okay. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, may 1 make a statement, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. He is in 

order, and he may make a statement; yes. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, my only concern of this 

would be that a lot of the existing landfills have contracts now 
that are existing contracts that are probably good for 2 and 3 
years with municipalities. I am concerned that now they will 
be able to reopen that contract to make them pay for that, and 
it becomes more expensive for our people to pay for garbage 
then, because the garbage collector is certainly not going to 
pay for it; he is going to pass it on down to the residents in our 
communities, and this becomes a great concern. 

1 would ask fora "no" vote on thisamendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Indiana, Mr. Wass, on the Sweet amendment. 
Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The maker of the amendment indicates he 

will stand for interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. WASS. Sir, can you share with the members the 

amount of revenue this would raise? 
Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I do not have any idea exactly 

how much it would raise and how it would be distributed. The 
rates are in the bill. It is $1.50 to the host municipality per ton 
and 25 cents to the county. It goes to the municipality and to 
thecounty, not to the State. 

Mr. WASS. Excuse me. It goes to the municipality. 
Mr. SWEET. Right. 
Mr. WASS. And it would be in addition to any other fee 

that is already established by that county upon the waste 
hauler or the landfill. Is that right? 

Mr. SWEET. Only to the extent that that is permitted by 
the bill currently. It is my understanding that these are the fees 
that municipalities and counties would receive. 

Mr. WASS. I want to follow up the concerns of Represent- 
ative Letterman. There are contracts established as to what 
the hauling would cost and a contract between the municipal- 
ity and the landfill owner. Do you have any way of justifying 
the additional funds that the gentleman must pay? 

Mr. SWEET. Well, first of all, Mr. Speaker, the additional 
amount is not particularly large. We are talking about $1.50 
per ton for the municipality and 25 cents for the county. It is 
my belief that it is going to be a while before this bill becomes 
law. There will be contracts coming up, as they now come up, 
and they will be renegotiated. For the time being, the operator 
would end up paying this additional charge. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, again for the record, what you 
are saying is this will be a fee in addition to any other fees or 
contracts that exist between the municipality and the landfill 
owner. 

Mr. SWEET. This is a fee that will be imposed; it is like a 
tau. For example, next year a municipality could charge a tax 
under Act 511 - a  gross receipts tax or a mercantile tax - that 
would impose more costs on a landfill operator. That opera- 
tor would in the first instance have to pay those costs out of 
his own pocket. Eventually he would incorporate that in his 
negotiations with the various communities and the various 
entities that providethe trash. 

What I am really saying here, Mr. Speaker, is I think it is 
fair to the host municipality and to the host county to receive 
funds if they are going through the aggravation of taking care 
of everybody else's garbage, and it ought not be just newly 
permitted facilities in the future; it ought to be those that exist 
today. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, your point is well taken, unless 
we have a duplication of assessment, and that is my concern. 

That is all I have, Mr. Speaker. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

Do you rise to theamendment? 
Mr. MANDERINO. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to question the maker of the 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he will stand for 

further interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, so that I understand the 

effect of the amendment, my understanding now is that the 
operator of any new facility is going to have to pay a fee to a 
host municipality. 

Mr. SWEET. That is correct. 
Mr. MANDERINO. And the operator of a facility pres- 

ently existing that expands will have to pay a fee to the host 
municipality. 
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Mr. SWEET. If they expand after the effective date of this I 
act. 

Mr. MANDERINO. After the effective date of this act. 
What you are doing is saying even those facilities that pres. 
ently exist will have to pay a fee to the municipality. 

Mr. SWEET. That is right, Mr. Speaker, because those 
facilities- 

Mr. MANDERINO. I understand. I just want to know if 
that is what the effect is. 

Mr. SWEET. Well, let me finish my sentence, Mr. Speaker. 
That is right. 

Mr. MANDERINO. But you want to give your reason why 
you want them to pay, and I have not asked that. I just want 
to know whether they have to pay. 

Mr. SWEET. Fine. 1 will use my time later to give my 
reasons. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you. 
Now, I am not arguing for or against that proposition, but 

in your amendment I can find no disposition of the fee. Is that 
because the section that disposes of the fees that the bill 
already generates will also dispose of the fee that you collect 
from the operator that presently exists? 

Mr. SWEET. That would be my understanding, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Or do you know whether that is the 
case, because we are having difficulty understanding what 
happens to the fee that you generate. 

Mr. SWEET. My understanding of the amendment, Mr. 
Speaker, is that the funds would go to the municipality- 

Mr. MANDERINO. Where the facility- 
Mr. SWEET. -where the site is located and would be 

handled in the same fashion as the new fees. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you. I just want to understand 

what you are doing. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Manderino, are you finished? 
Mr. MANDERINO. Yes, I am through with my inter- 

rogation, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to understand what the total 

effect of the gentleman's amendment would be. I understand 
how it would work. Every existing landfill presently operating 
would pay the same fees to the host municipality that this bill 
provides for host municipalities. 

The reason for the fee to the host municipality as the bill 
was designed was to encourage municipalities to become hosts 
for new sitings. I do not think that what Mr. Sweet proposes 
discourages that incentive that was given. 1 think the incentive 
is still there. A host municipality that is becoming a host 
municipality or is going to site a new facility might well still do 
it because of the incentive of the fee. I am not sure that new 
facilities would be sited where existing facilities already exist. 
I am not sure also, Mr. Speaker, of what effect charging the 
existing facilities the fee to be paid to the host municipality 
will have upon long-term contracts of that facility presently, 
and that is a problem. 

I do not want to take a position on this particular amend- 
ment. I am going to vote against it and say that I am sure this 

- - 

bill is going to go to conference and that aspect will be consid- 
ered. Until I have more information on how many dollars are 
we talking about and how badly might we hurt present opera- 
tors by making them pay a fee that was never anticipated in 
the setting up of this facility, 1 would reserve voting in the 
affirmative, and maybe members might want to do that. If in 
fact it turns out that no damage or no very substantial damage 
is done to operators who have planned, who have long-term 
contracts, this may well be a feature that could end up ill the 
final version of this legislation, but 1 intend to vote in the neg- 
ative for that reason, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. Do you wish to speak on the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman, Mr. 
Hasay. 

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

Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 would request at this time that we vote "no" 

on the Sweet amendment. We already have fees that are estab- 
lished and spelled out in SB 528, and I think any new addi- 
tional fees would just he a burden to the consumers in the long 
run. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, I share the concerns of our 
leader, Mr. Manderino. 1 can understand the willingness to 
attract new landfills into Pennsylvania, but my concern exists 
with those in operation today that are having their life 
reduced because of the importation of garbage. 

Currently, we offer no incentive to these landfill sites for 
dumping our municipal garbage. 1 cannot understand why, if 
this amendment would pass, the current municipalities will 
now be assessed a tipping fee that would ultimately go back to 
the homeowners. They are the taxpayers in their particular 
municipality. 

In the borough of West Mifflin where I live, our current 
landfill fees run approximately $150,000. I think that was the 
figure that they paid last year. The municipality where the 
landfill is located, apparently they were willing to accept the 
garbage. Why should we give them an added advantage now? 
Because someone wants to get into the importing of garbage 
as a business, why should all our communities in Pennsyl- 
vania now he penalized by it? I say if it is a new landfill, let the 
new communities, let the new people pay the fee, not the old 
established communities who have been using these landfill 
sites for years and years and years. 

For that reason I would ask for a negative vote on the 
amendment. Think about those tipping fees. 

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

Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 agree totally with what Mr. Manderino said. 

The city of Scranton presently is faced with a $5 1R-million 
deficit. Under the proposed legislation, the city of Scranton 
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could pay in the neighborhood of $240,000 for tipping fees, 
and 1 amabsolutely against this amendment, because it will 
cost the taxpayers in the city of Scranton an additional 
$70,000. 

I urge a "no" vote on this. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lackawanna, Mr. Serafini. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the maker of the 

amendment would answer a few questions. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he is willing to stand 

for interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, exactly when will this 

amendment go into effect? 
Mr. SWEET. It would go into effect whenever the bill goes 

into effect. 
Mr. SERAFINI. So then it would not relate to the time 

period as to when the counties adopted the recycling plan, 
which would be 2 years to 3 years, depending upon popula- 
tion. 

Mr. SWEET. No; it goes into effect the same time all the 
other fees go into effect. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Well, what would that mean? In other 
words, if this bill were passed and signed by the Governor a 
month from now, when essentially would the landfills be 
required to start paying the host municipality this $1 .SO fee? 

Mr. SWEET. On the effective date of the act. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Which would be- Okay. So that would 

be- 
Mr. SWEET. But-to finish my answer, though-if DER 

(Department of Environmental Resources) approved either a 
new permit or an expansion in volume in an existing facility 
the day after the effective date of the act, that is when the fees 
under the current bill would go into effect. So I do not think 
there is any great, huge-if I understand where you are 
going-I do not think there is a great, huge problem there that 
is not already in the bill. 

Mr. SERAFINI. No; the only thing I am curious about is to 
exactly when the host municipality would have the opportu- 
nity to collect the $1 .SO fee from the landfill which had been 
located within that community. 

Mr. SWEET. It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, it would 
be on the effective date of the act. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Okay. What effect would it have on land- 
fills that include maybe two or three monicipalities? 

For instance, current landfill sitings and current permitting 
have resulted in landfills of acres where some acres are in one 
municipality, others in another municipality. Would you be 
charging the landfill for the host municipality in which the 
garbage is being dumped or would they have to pay for all of 
the municipalities? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, there is language in the bill that 
addresses that particular kind of situation. This amendment 
does not change that language. I refer you to page 92, section 
1301, subsection (a). So there are already provisions in the bill 
which would apportion that fee. 

Mr. SERAFINI. That distributes that fee. 
Mr. SWEET. Yes. 
Mr. SERAFINI. That $1.50fee. 
Mr. SWEET. That is right. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. SERAFINI. So that is how this amendment would be 

affected. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the opportunity to make 

a statement on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. He has the 

floor. He may proceed. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, 1 am in favor of this amend- 

ment, primarily because the $1.50 fee being paid to a host 
municipality from any landfill would almost be a necessity of 
that host municipality in this sense: The new current regula- 
tions which were adopted by IRRC (Independent Regulatory 
Review Commission) currently require double-lined landfills, 
leachate collection systems, and expenses for landfill con- 
struction that could reach anywhere from $30 to $40 million 
per landfill. 

The landfills which are currently operating in this State are 
primarily of a natural renovation nature. Those landfills in 
the future of the State of Pennsylvania will end up being pol- 
luters of not only groundwater but of all other forms of pollu- 
tion, whether it be air, water, or otherwise. It is my opinion 
that those municipalities, those host municipalities, will need 
this money in order to handle some of the environmental 
problems created by the old regulations of DER in the past, 
certainly not the problems of the landfill operators who were 
working in accordance with those regulations. 

So I believe the host municipality will absolutely need what- 
ever funds could be made available to it as the result of it 
having whether it be an old landfill or a new landfill, and the 
taxpayers of not only the cities but also those areas outside of 
our State whose garbage we accept should be ready to pay for 
the disasters and environmental problems that could be 
created because of their garbage coming into our areas. 

I am in favor of the amendment. 1 would like to see the host 
municipalities benefit from what could be an environmental 
problem in the future. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, most of this SB 528 is prospective in nature, 

and the concept of the host fee has been embraced as a neces- 
sary way of creating an incentive for municipalities to help all 
of us deal with this pending crisis in the future. 

Representative Manderino suggested that there were a lot of 
uncertainties about this amendment. I would suggest that the 
one thing that is certain about this amendment is that it would 
simply exacerbate the growing problem confronted by munici- 
palities all over this State in terms of exorbitant costs that the 
municipalities are incurring and that their residents and their 
taxpayers are incurring to do away with or to have disposal 
for solid waste. This proposed amendment to the legislation 
would only enrich a handful of municipalities and only exace- 
rbate a major problem of exorbitant costs that communities 
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all over this State, and particularly in western Pennsylvania, 
are already experiencing. 

I would urge that we defeat this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Michlovic. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman who offered the amendment stand for 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sweet, indicates he 

will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, I am having a little diffi- 

culty understanding the content of the amendment, and I 
would like a little clarification on that second section of the 
amendment where it says, "where it appears the second time 
receives a," and I take it that that would come right before 
line 11, "...receives a permit that results in additional capac- 
ity ...." What does that line really mean and do, "where it 
appears the second time receives a"? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, it is my reading that at the end 
of line 10 there is an "or". 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Correct. 
Mr. SWEET. You see? And that is the "or" that is in the 

quotation marks in the amendment. Do you follow me? 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Right. 
Mr. SWEET. Okay. After the "or," inserted are the words 

"receives a" that are written in the amendment where inden- 
ted. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Okay. 
Mr. SWEET. So it would read, Mr. Speaker, "...receives a 

new permit or receives a permit that results in additional 
capacity ...." 

Now, you can accept my reading of this or, through a par- 
liamentary inquiry, inquire of the Speaker whether or not that 
is an appropriate reading of the language, but that is my 
reading of it. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Let me just get a clarification on how 
you read that again. Would you read the whole sentence 
again, please. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. With your amendment. 
Mr. SWEET. -the sentence starts clear up at line 8. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Okay. 
Mr. SWEET. It says, "There is imposed a host municipal- 

ity benefit fee upon the operator of each municipal waste 
landfill or resource recovery facility that receives a new permit 
or receives a permit that results in additional capacity from 
the department under the Solid Waste Management Act after 
the effective date of this act." 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Well, where is the language "where it 
appears-" Oh, I see. "Where it appears the second time" is 
not part of the amendment; it is an instruction in the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SWEET. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I could not hear 
you. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. The "or7'- 
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The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Michlovic. 
How do you expect the member who is trying to answer a 

question to answer it if he cannot even hear it over your noise? 
Would you repeat the question, Mr. Michlovic. rr* 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I believe 1 understand it. The "where it appears the second 

time" refers to the second "or". Is that correct? 
Mr. SWEET. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Okay. Thank you, Mr.- , 

Mr. SWEET. Excuse me, Mr. Speaker. You see, the lan- 
guage "where it appears the second time" is telling you it is 
thesecond "or". 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Right, and it is not so designated in the 
amendment that way. I thought it was part of the language of 
theamendment. 

Mr. SWEET. I assume, Mr. Speaker, that that is how the 
Legislative Reference Bureau intends to tell you it is the 
second "or". 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May 1 make a comment on the legislation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. He may 

proceed. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think that this is a very important amendment that really 

needs some reflection. Those of us who represent municipali- 
ties which have operating la~dfills in them may wish to 
support this legislation, because the legislation really would 
generate more dollars to those municipalities. 

There had been mentioned here out-of-State waste coming 
into the municipality. It could be before any new permit is w 
granted to a landfill under this new law that the out-of-State 
contract would not be renewed for that new permit. The other 
State or the other operator may decide that that is too much 
money to spend in Pennsylvania, and therefore, we have no 
way of getting at the out-of-State garbage that is coming into 
our landfills. 

This amendment does provide some means to get at that 
problem and it provides a resource that we can use in Pennsyl- 
vania in those host municipalities to prepare for the new regu- 
lations that Representative Serafini had talked about a little 
earlier. Even though it is going to apply additional costs to the 
municipalities, I think it is important that those host munici- 
palities be protected and that they he equipped and prepared 
to deal with the multitude of regulations and the new respon- 
sibilities that are going to be applied to them under this act, 
and 1 think for that reason I would support the amendment. 1 
think they need that money to get prepared so that when there 
are expansions, they are ready to go. So I would support the 
Sweet amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the maker of the 

amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he will stand for w 

further interrogation. You may proceed. 
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Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just a question regarding municipalities' 

current abilities to tax an existing landfill. What other alterna- 
tives, if they have any, exist for a municipality that hosts a 
landfill to tax that landfill now? 

The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Sweet. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces that Les Shrader of 
WGAL-TV is being granted 10 minutes to film on the floor of 
the House. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 528 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. Now, Mr. Sweet. 
Mr. SWEET. It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that 

under current law under Act 51 1, which is the statute that 
allows municipalities to tax in various forms, there are gross 
receipts taxes or mercantile taxes that can be applied to the 
revenues generated by a landfill operator. Now, that is a 
much-litigated provision of Act 511, and I know that there are 
current cases ongoing right now about that. But it is my 
understanding that such taxes have been imposed and r ev -  
nues collected by municipalities. 

Mr. MARKOSEK. Okay. So your amendment then would 
give them this power without having to perhaps challenge it 
within the courts over Act 51 1. 

Mr. SWEET. Well, no. My amendment has nothing to do 
with gross receipts-type taxes. What this amendment is saying 
is that the same, the exact same permit fees Per ton that host 
municipalities and host counties would get if there is any new 
landfill that comes in, that existing landfills Ought to be 
paying the same tonage fees. That is all this does. 

Mr. MARKOSEK. Would your amendment permit the 
landfill operator in the middle of a contract to renegotiate 
that contract or would he simply pay that fee Out of his Own 
revenues prior to the end of that contract? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, most such contracts that 1 have 
ever seen-that is not many, but it is some-and most con- 
tracts in this kind of commercial context have provisions in 
the contract that allow for escalated payments because of tax 
increases, sometimes because of insurance increases, some- 
times because of utility-fee increases and other things. SO 1 
think many of those contracts would allow for some increase. 

If the contract would not allow for that increase, then the 
landfill operator would have to eat the cost, just as the landfill 
Operator will have to eat the cost if a township or a municipal- 
ity imposes a gross receipts-type tax or just as that landfill 
operator will have to eat the cost under the provisions of this 
bill if they get a new permit or expanded volume but neither 
the permit nor the volume expansion end up entailing new 
contracts to communities, and I can envision circumstances 
where that might exist. 

Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That ends my questioning. I would like to make a comment 

on the bill, please. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. MARKOSEK. Mr. Speaker, I rise in favor of this 

amendment. I believe that while some of the members here 
have spoken regarding increased costs that their particular 
municipalities may have to pay because of such a tax, on the 
other hand, I would urge them to take a look at a host com- 
munity and the great deal of costs, not only in financial costs 
but in social costs and psychological costs, involved with 
having a landfill in their particular area. There are very severe 
costs indeed on the community that go far beyond the finan- 
cial costs involved. 1 feel that such a tax will encourage land- 
fills to be provided and those that are in operation to continue 
in operation rather than to see them shut down, which is, in 
the long run, going to help every community. 

I would say to the legislators who currently do not have a 
landfill in their communities and feel that this is just simply 
going to be another financial burden on their local commu- 
nities, I would say to them that in my opinion, being in a com- 
munity with a landfill in it, that that is a very small price to 
pay for having the ability to get rid of your waste in somebody 
else,sarea. 

l-his is a kind of social 11 has gone far beyond the 
financial area, and I think that this amendment will help to, in 
the long run, keep the costs down, because it will help to 
provide landfill space, and it will give some incentive to com- 
munities that either currently have landfills in them or that 
may have landfills in them in the future. 

With that. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to speak in favor of 
this Thank you. 

l-he SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
~ h ,  Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lackawanna, 

M ~ .  staba&, on the amendment. 
MI. STABACK. Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the 

amendment stand for brief interrogation? 
p he SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicares he will stand for 

further interrogation. you may proceed. 
Mr. STABACK. Perhaps my question is repetitious, but I 

would like clarification. 
if a landfill expands prior to this bill becoming law, would 

the municipality in which the expansion is located be entitled 
to [he fee of $1 ,50 a ton? 

M,. SWEET, M ~ ,  speaker, my reading of some of the pro. 
visions on page 92 and 93 of the bill-which I did not draft 
and have nothing to do with, so you are just getting my 
reading of them-my reading is that if the expansion occurs 
prior to the effective date of the passage of this bill, then the 
fee would not be imposed. However, to be fair and to further 
answer your question, if my amendment passes, then that fee 
would beimposed. 

M,, STABACK. okay. ~ h ~ ~ k  you very much, MI. 
speaker. you have answered my question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
clearfield, M ~ ,  ceorge. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I believe what the gentleman 
from Washington County proposes is that when this bill 
becomes law, should his amendment go in, from the point of 
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enactment of that legislation, if you have a facility within 
your borders or your county now existing, a tipping fee will be 
realized by the municipality, because the bill will insist that a 
fee be charged to all of those who are bringing the waste 
stream into that municipality. So the gentleman to some 
degree is saying through his language, well, if you are putting 
the stuff in my area, we want to make you pay for it. So what 
I believe we must do, in the bill we propose an incentive 
through legislation that says, should a facility be started or an 
existing facility be expanded, this type of language that Mr. 
Sweet now does on "existing" we have tried to incorporate 
for the future for an incentive to those areas that are handling 
the waste stream, in most cases not only in their own area but 
a waste stream out of their county and possibly out of the 
State. 

The bill, of course, is going to go to conference-we can see 
that-and we are going to have to tighten up language for 
control, but what Mr. Sweet does is he ups the taxes on every 
ton of that material coming in, not only for the county next 
door that is utilizing that' but for the citizens within that 
county that are supporting that landfill. So in other words, 
everybody's fee is going up whether or not you are from the 
county or out of the county. Anyone who contributes is going 
to have to pay this tipping fee, and that is exactly what the 
gentleman is trying to do. 

This is a very tough decision, but I myself have a landfill 4 
miles from my home where the material is coming from out of 
New Jersey and such. Is it proper to compensate the munici- 
pality when in fact forced upon it are sites such as these sites? 
So your decision is going to have to be, do you want to raise 
the fees on all of those that are now contributing waste stream 
to that existing site? If you do, you will support this amend- 
ment. If you do not, you will want to go against the amend- 
ment. I intend to support the amendment only because I have 
a waste facility in my area that we have no controls on. 

Themajority leader is absolutely accurate in his assessment. 
He says what we are doing is raising the taxes on the responsi- 
ble and those who are not responsible. So this has to be an 
individual decision by you, the individual members, on where 
and how far you want this to go. 1 believe before this legisla- 
tion is passed into law, many of your concerns will he 
attended to. We intend to provide more controls to protect the 
areas that are therepositories. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Olasz, for the second time on the amendment. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the amend- 
ment stand for interrogation, please? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he will stand for 
further interrogation. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, I would ask for clarification of 
the collection of these fees as to who will audit these amounts 
owed to the municipality and how are they to be collected and 
what happens if a hauler fails to pay the fees. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I did not draft this bill. The 
question you are asking has only tangential relationship to 
what I am proposing. If Mr. George or Mr. Manderino or 

someone else would like to answer that, I am sure they could 
do it better than I can. 

Mr. OLASZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Sweet, wish- * 

Well, just a moment, Mr. Sweet. I was trying to give you your 
final chance on it. 

Mr. Manderino, do you wish to speak on the amendment? 
Mr. MANDERINO. Very briefly, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I indicated when I first spoke on the amend- 

ment that I wanted to reserve the affirmative vote because 
there were problems. To many of the speakers there were 
advantages to this amendment that were pointed out that may 
well outweigh the problems, and since we are all talking about 
going to conference anyway, and I am sure that this bill will 
end up in conference, I would think that indicating to munici- 
palities who serve as hosts now that the fee could be paid to 
themmight well beadvantageousat this time. 

I am going to vote for the amendment, the Sweet amend- 
ment. I am going to say, though, that the problems that I raise 
- that being the problem with long-term contracts; that being 
the problem with perhaps carefully calculated cost estimates 
when a place is established -are problems that cannot be dealt 
with, I think, in conference. 

I think it is more important to indicate that if a municipality 
is going to serve as a host municipality for others to send their 
solid waste to, that that municipality ought to come out with 
some advantage, and the Sweet amendment does give them 
that advantage. We must, as I say, in conference balance that 
advantage that we want to give them against hurting any oper- 
ators that are already in the field with landfills that are doing 

w 
the job. 

We do not destroy, with this amendment, the incentive that 
we have built into the bill for the expansions and for the new 
sitings, and that is important to me too, Mr. Speaker. 

I would ask that members vote in the way they deem is in 
their best interests, the best interests of their particular com- 
munities. But, Mr. Speaker, I think that the advantages might 
well outweigh the disadvantages in an affirmative vote, and I 
will take that position. Although I indicated earlier I would 
reserve that, I will take that affirmative position at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Erie, Mr. Cappabianca. 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, I would like to ask a question of the maker of 

the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he will stand for 

further interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 realize that you did not draft the original 

legislation or bill, but in your opinion, if the municipality 
entered into private negotiations with the landfill, and assum- 
mg that they are already paying a $1.50 tipping fee-let us 
assume there was an arrangement made where they were 
receiving $1.50 a ton-would this allow them to collect 
another $1.50per ton? w 
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Mr. SWEET. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is a hard question to I Mr. CAWLEY. What about a contract that does not exist 
answer with just those facts in front of me. It would depend 
on what the contract said. 

I think it probably would, because you are imposing a fee, 
and the other payment is really a negotiated contractual 
payment that the municipality has bargained for. But, I mean, 
usually these things are matters of interpreting a long, very 
involved, and complicated contract. 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you for that explanation, 
but you are aware, though, that there are some landfills that 
have negotiated privately with municipalities for fees that can 
range anywhere from SO cents a ton and up. My concern is, 
are we opening the door, perhaps, to those particular munici- 
palities that have privately negotiated tipping fees of whatever 
amounts that we now are putting on an extra charge of $1 .SO? 

Mr. SWEET. Well, it may, Mr. Speaker, be a problem 
anyway in the bill because Of newly permitted sites, or more 
importantly, if there is additional volume that is newly per- 
mitted. 

I would suggest that you have raised an additional impor- 
tant point that the majority leader and the conferees can con- 
sider when they are trying to resolve some of the significant 
issues that have been raised. 

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

Lackawanna, Mr. Cawley, for the second time. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the maker of the 

amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet indicates he will stand for 

further interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, maybe you can help me out with this so that I 

can be perfectly clear before I vote on this amendment. 
The city of Scranton collects its own refuse, and it takes its 

refuse to another municipality. All right? Under your amend- 
ment, will the city of Scranton have to pay $1.50 a ton for 
each ton that is brought to that other municipality? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not know enough about 
the arrangement. It is possible that the people of Scranton 
would have to pay it. It is also possible that the landfill opera- 
tor- See, 1 do not know whether the landfill operator, in 
terms of your description, is the city of Scranton or is some 
private party. 

Mr. CAWLEY. All right. The landfill operator is a private 
operator. The landfill operator will be charged for that 
tipping fee. Is that correct? 

Mr. SWEET. Under my amendment and under the bill, if 
in fact the landfill operator expands and is permitted for new 
expansion, there will be these two host municipality and host 
county fees; that is correct. 

Mr. CAWLEY. However, that landfill operator has the 
right to pass it on to whoever is delivering refuse to that land- 
fill. Is that correct? 

Mr. SWEET. No. It depends on what the contract says, 
Mr. Speaker. 

and this bill passes? What is that new landfill operator able to 
do? Is he able to pass it on to someone else who is delivering 
it? 

Mr. SWEET. Well, Mr. Speaker, it would depend not only 
on the contract; it would depend on the competitive situation 
in that area. In other words, not all taxes or fees are passed 
on. It depends on what the market will bear. It may well be 
that the next time you renegotiate your contract, it will be 
increased a lot more than $1.50. 

It is certainly likely, Mr. Speaker, if what you want- It is 
certainly possible, even likely, that any new fee that is 
imposed upon the operator will be passed on to the consumer. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. SWEET. I mean, that is certainly a possibility. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Yes. Probably a reality versus a probabil- 

ity. 
Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that it may 

depend on where else they can get garbage. There are people 
in New Jersey willing to spend unbelievable amounts to dump 
garbage, and they may choose to take New Jersey garbage in 
that landfill instead of Scranton's garbage. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Okay. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a statement, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. He is in 

order, and he may proceed. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to address this message to the 

members of this House who do not have a landfill within the 
municipalities that they represent. This will be an enormous 
amount of money. In fact, there is approximately 8 million 
tons of garbage being generated in Pennsylvania every year. 
That will be at least another $12 million that some taxpayers 
in Pennsylvania are going to pay. Regardless of what they are 
paying from New Jersey, regardless of what they are paying 
from New York or anywhere else, if this passes, there will be 
an additional $12 million that Pennsylvania taxpayers will 
have to pay. You Representatives find out if they are going to 
he your constituents. They happen to be some of mine and 
most of mine, and that is why I am voting against this amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Cowell, for the second time. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a strict interpretation of our rules, in my 

opinion, would require a fiscal note for this amendment, 
because it clearly will have an impact on municipalities 
throughout theCommonwealth. 

I think Mr. Cawley was absolutely correct. If you do not 
have a landfill currently in your municipality, you are going to 
pay more. Your municipality is going to pay more; your tax- 
payers are going to pay more; businesses which have some 
type of private arrangement for rubbish disposal will pay 
more. The only beneficiary of this amendment will be those 
communities that currently have a landfill. They will be 
enriched, and everybody else in this State will pay more. 
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an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

This amendment is not necessary and has nothing to do 
with the concept of creating an incentive for future commu- 
nities to decide to entertain future landfill sites or for propos- 
als to expand on current landfill sites. It has nothing to do 
with that incentive idea that most people have been willing to 
embrace to include in this legislation. 

Because most of us would end up paying more, most of our 
communities would pay more, to benefit only a few munici- 
palities, I would encourage us to defeat this amendment. 

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

Mr. SWEET. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There has been an awful lot said. I will try to only comment 

briefly on a number of the points and, obviously, ask for an 
affirmative vote. 

The last speaker, I think, was trying to say that this is some 
kind of selfish grab. In fact, the sentiments expressed by the 
speaker were actually the selfishness that is trying to be 
avoided here. There are many, many municipalities and coun- 
ties in this State that are housing landfills that take care of 
someone else's trash. The whole philosophy behind this legis- 
lation is to make sure that, among other things, the people 
who are generating trash are helping to pay for its disposal 
and that the communities that have to withstand the aggrava- 
tion of this trash get some small payment in response. The 
speaker seemed to indicate that this is some new crisis that is 
just developing. In fact, it is a serious problem that already 
confronts many of our municipalities. 

What I would ask for, Mr. Speaker, is fundamental fairness 
on the part of the members. There are landfills, for example, 
in my own county that are taking thousands of tons of trash 
from not only the city of Pittsburgh, which we never objected 
to, but from the city of Newark in New Jersey, which we do 
object to. This is a reasonable way, Mr. Speaker, to compen- 
sate municipalities and counties that have already faced their 
responsibility, that have already tried to do their environ- 
mental duty to everybody else. 

So I would ask, Mr. Speaker, that you not be selfish, that 
you not just look at is this going to cost or maybe cost some 
landfill operator a couple dollars more, because that is not the 
issue. The issue is whether we have a safe, sensible, sane envi- 
ronmental policy in this State, and I think part of that 
includes making sure that the people who have to endure the 
hundreds and thousands of trucks, the people who have to 
endure the smell, the people who have to endure all the aggra- 
vation, help get some payment in response. It is in line with 
the philosophy of the bill, Mr. Speaker, and I would ask for 

Hutchinson Reber 
Jackson Reinard 
Jarolin Rybak 
Kenney Saloom 
Leh Schuler 

NAYS-136 

Dirtler Kosinski 
Donatucci Kukovich 
Doir LaGrotta 
Duffy Langtry 
Durham Larhinger 
Evans Letterman 
Fargo Linton 
Farmer Livengood 
Fattah McCall 
Fee McClatchy 
Flick McHale 
Freind McVerry 
Gamble Maiale 
Cannon Maine 
Geist Manmiller 
Gladeck Mayernik 
Godshall Merry 
Gruitza Micozzie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagarty Mower). 
Haluska Mrkonic 
Harper Murphy 
Hasay Nahill 
Hayden Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Honaman Olasr 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
ltkin Petrone 
Jadlowiec Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Josephs Pievsky 
Karunic Pistella 

NOT VOTING- 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, that is just the kind of attitude I 
was trying to avoid. 

the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? -mf 
The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-57 

Argall Dombrowski Lescovitl Serafini 
Barley Fischer Levdansky Sirianni 
Black Foster Lloyd Snyder, G. 
Burns Fox Lucyk Staback 
Caltagiione Freeman Manderino Sweet 
Cappabianca Gallen Markosek Taylor, 1. 
Carlson George Melio Tigue 
Chadwick Hayes Michlovic Wambach 
Clymer Heckler Moehlmann Wright. D. R. 
Coiafella Hess Morris Wriaht. J .  L. 
Cole 

E:GzL 
odey 
Davies 

Acosta 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ d t  
Any 

;:$:: 
gelfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
 BOO^ 
Banner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
B~~~~ 
Brandt 

~~~d 
Bush 

zgey 
Cessar 
Civera 

::;En 
cornel~ 
Corrigan 

Coy 
k~~~~ 
Dawida z!?k 
~i,,i,,,,i 

Yandrirevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Richardson 
Rie~er 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Semmel 
Showers 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Trello 
Van Home 
Vean 
vroon 
w a s  
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, R. C. 

-0 

- 
Westmoreland, Mr. Hutchinson. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. We have been arguing this question 
for 1 hour and 15 minutes, and it is a simple one. If you have a 
landfill in your backyard, vote "yes"; if you do not have one, 
vote "no." That is how simple it is. 

~h~ SPEAKER. MY only objection as the chair, Amos, is 
that you did not say that first, Think of all the you 
would have saved. 

Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, if 1 might, with unani- W 

mous consent. There are now well over 83 amendments to this 
bill. Mr. Speaker, we intend to take them up. I am asking 
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members to be judicious in their comments about the amend- 
ments. If it has already been said, do not repeat it. Think of 
whether you must offer the amendment; think of whether you 
must speak on it, because we are going to be here very late 
unless we speed the process up. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

A2308: 

Amend Sec. 103, page 12, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
"Degradable plastic beverage carrier." Plastic beverage car- 

riers that degrade by biological processes, photodegradation, 
chemodegradation or degradation by other natural processes. 
The degradation process does not produce or result in a residue or 
by-product considered to be hazardous waste. 

Amend Sec. 103, page 15, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
"Plastic beverage carrier." Plastic rings or similar plastic 

connectors used as holding devices in the packaging of beverages. 
including, but not limited to, all carbonated beverages, liquors, 
wines, fruit juices, mineral waters, soda and beer. 

Amend Sec. 1701, page 121, by inserting between lines 28 and -" 
LY 

(z) Lnlauful ;onduct.-It shall be unlawful to sell or oficr 
for $ale bc\crages zonnccted to each other by plaitic beverage 
carriers where The carrier is not a degradable plastic beverage 
carrier. The department shall certify whether a plastic beverage 
carrier meets the standards of degradability as defined in this act. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-190 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 

! Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Bellanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 

Dininni 
Distler 
Donbrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 

Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHaie 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 

Rebei 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith. S. H. 

Burd Geist Markosek Snyder, D. W 
Bums George Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Bush Gladeck Melio Staback 
Caltagirone Godshall Merry Stairs 
Cappabianca Gruitza Michlovic Steighner 
Carlson Gruppo Miller Stuban 
Carn Hagarty Moehlmann Sweet 

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

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

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, my amendment concerns 
these loops like I am holding here in the air right now. Right 
now in Pennsylvania there is no regulation of this kind of 
carrier for bottles and cans. The technology exists today to 
have these in a biodegradable or photodegradable composi- 
tion. What that means is that if this is left out as litter, 
through the process of sun and light, it will slowly degrade 
and actually disappear. 

I am offering this amendment for a number of reasons, 
including the fact that this is a litter problem. Number two, it 
is a great hazard to the fish and wildlife of our Common- 
wealth. Many game protectors will tell you about the birds 
and other animals that they will find caught in these. They will 
get caught in the loop, and the loop will get hung up on some- 
thing and they will die. Also, when these are dropped in 

1 cawlev ~aiuska Morris Taylor. E. Z. 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davits 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Herrhey O'Donnell 
Hesr Olasz 
Honaman Oliver 
Howlett Perzel 
Hughes Petrone 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Jackson Pievsky 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
Jarolin Pitts 
Johnson Pressman" 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Punt 
Karinski Raymond 

NAYS-I 

NOT VOTING-2 
water, fish have been known to get caught in these and get 

Fattah hung up and die. Josephs 

The technology exists to make these. The cost is very slight. EXCUSED-4 

The cost for a case of soda or beer which would have four of 
these type loops in a biodegradable composition would cost 
about .024 cents per case. Many bottlers and canners are 
already using these because a number of States require them. 
There are bottlers and canners in Pennsylvania that ship t o  
Delaware or New Jersey where existing laws require this, 
already use this, even for products in Pennsylvania. 

I ask for a positive vote. 

Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trella 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevirs 

IN~s, 
Speaker 

Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. BLAUM offered the following amendments No. 

,42360: 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

Amend Sec. 1301, page 92. line 21, by striking out "$1.50" 
and inserting 

500 
Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 23, by striking out "$1.50" 

and inserting 
=no 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Blaum, on the amendment. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment A2360 reduces the fee that will be given to the 

host municipality from $1.50 to 50 cents. I think what we 
want to do for host municipalities is establish a carrot-and- 
stick effect that will encourage host municipalities to not be 
necessarily opposed to the development of a landfill within 
their boundaries. I believe that 50 cents is that carrot. I believe 
that $1.50, the fee for communities which dump at that partic- 
ular landfill, is much too high. If your municipality gener- 
ates-and an average, midsize municipality, city, may very 
well generate-25,000 to 35,000 to 40,000 tons of garbage per 
year at $1.50 and let us say it is 40,000 tons of garbage, you 
are going to pay about $60,000 from your municipality to that 
host municipality. I believe that is too much. If your commu- 
nity generates 40,000 tons of garbage, under my amendment, 
by reducing it to 50 cents, your municipality would still pay to 
the host municipality $20,000. 

I believe that is a lot of money, and I believe it is fair, and 
that is only the amount of money coming from your munici- 
pality to the host municipality. The host municipality is going 
to get 50 cents per ton, under my amendment, from every 
other municipality that dumps in that host municipality. 
What I am saying is that the $1.50 is too high. 1 think we 
ought to reduce it to 50 cents, and at 50 cents, we still have a 
fantastic carrot for that host municipality. 

1 ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Berks, Mr. Davies, on the amendment. 
Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I oppose this amendment. I am 

currently in a phase in which a landfill has been closed. We 
cannot buy back the stream that has now been contaminated 
and polluted to the point where it is biologically dead. We 
cannot take care of the leachate and materials that are coming 
out of that particular landfill now. We cannot take care of the 
underground pollution that is now occurring in the wells 
offsite at that particular landfill. 

This money is needed and it is needed badly for what we are 
going to do in the future to take care of the very needs, 
because there is no foolproof method. Whether it is a double 
liner or no matter what the liner is, that money is going to be 
needed in our future to take care of those particular needs that 
1 have right now in my own community. 

1 oppose the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, in the committee, the committee felt that 
these fees were necessary for the local municipality to handle 
the balance, to be able to care for the needs of the operating 
facility during its after its closing, 

I would urge that we defeat this amendment, all of us in 4 
Pennsylvania who need these sites to remain for our use. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne. Mr. Hasav. 

Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to support the Blaum amendment. One of the biggest 

problems and outcries that our constituents have right now is 
the monthly cost that they must pay to their hauler to have 
their garbage picked up and removed. Under the present $1.50 
tax that is presently in the bill, it will cost the average family 
of four about $10 a year more. This amendment, the Blaum 
amendment, would at least lower that burden, that tax, that 
would be passed on to our consumers, and I am asking that 
we support the amendment at this time. 

There are also additional fees in SB 528. This will at least 
ease some of the pressure on that. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Jarolin, on the amendment. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am in full support of the Blaum amendment for the simple 

reason that in a particular community where I have a landfill 
located, that community already is charging the landfill 20 
cents per ton of garbage transported over its roads. If in the 
event this $1.50 goes through, we will probably have the 
richest township in the United States. 

1 urge a "yes" vote on the amendment. Thank you, Mr. w 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Blaum, for the second time on the amendment. 

Mr. BLAUM. I would just again, Mr. Speaker, ask for an 
affirmative vote. There are other fees in the bill that I think 
are very good - the $2 fee for the recycling program, the 25- 
cent fee for the closure which will take care of closing a land- 
fill - but I think for the host municipality, I think 50 cents is a 
carrot. 1 think $1.50 is a burden on the municipalities which 
will dump at that host municipality. 

I ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. This is not directed at you, Mr. Reber, but 

this is an illustration of what we are running into. 
For those of you who have comments to make, you know 

what the rule of the Chair is to try to recognize everybody who 
wishes to speak for the first time and then go to the second. I 
wish you would be alert enough to stand up and let me know 
when you wish to speak so that we may keep you in that 
order. 

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would simply urge the members to oppose 

the amendment. I think what we are doing here today is 
moving in a direction that very well is impacting on a lot of w 
areas, and frankly, the main area that is impacted are those 
areas where the sites are located. 
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There are absolutely no entrepreneurs that are in the busi- 
ness, from all the dealings and experience I have had on the 
issue, that in any way, shape, or form seem to quarrel with 
figures in the $1 to $2 range. I think it is a cost of doing busi- 
ness, an occupational hazard that you have to assume, and 
that may very well be the intent behind the maker of the 
amendment, that we are doing something that is rather 
onerous on that particular individual. I feel that it is not, and 
I feel, more importantly, that the many concerns that have to 
be addressed by the host municipality to effectively take care 
of the concerns of the constituents, of the neighbors, of that 
particular facility and the impact that it has on the services 
related to that facility, in and about the municipality, cer- 
tainly necessitate for a funding mechanism such as the bill as 
currently written. 

I would strenuously urge opposition to the amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-51 

AcOSta Flick Kenney Ritter 
Battisto Fox Kosinski Roebuck 
Belardi Geist Lanary Rybak 
Birmelin Godshall McCall Saloom 
Blaum Gruitza McClatchy Showers 
Bush Haluska McHale Smith. B 
Carn Hasav McVerm Stuban 
Cawley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Distler 
Farmer 
Fischer 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cesrar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

~ a y d e n  Maiale 
Herman Mayernik 
Howlett Melio 
ltkin Miller 
Johnson Pistella 
Josephs Pressmann 

NAYS-140 

Dawida Lescovitz 
Dietterick Letterman 
Dininni Levdansky 
Dombrawski Linton 
Donatucci Livengood 
Dori Lloyd 
Duffy Lucyk 
Durham Maine 
Fargo Manderino 
Fattah Manmiller 
Fee Markosek 
Foster Merry 
Freeman Michlovic 
Freind Micozzie 
Gallen Moehlmann 
Gamble Morris 
Cannon Mowery 
George Mrkonic 
Gladeck Murphy 
Gruppo Nahill 
Hagmy Naye 
Harper O'Brien 
Hayes O'Donnell 
Heckler Olasz 
Hershey Oliver 
Hess Perzel 
Honaman Petrone 
Hughes Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
ladlowiec Pievsky 
Jarolin Pitts 

Tigue 
Veon 
Vroon 
Warniak 
Yandrisevitr 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Rabbinr 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Van Home 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 

COY Kasunic Preston Wright, R. C 
DeVener Kukovich Punt 
DeWeese LaGrotta Raymond Irvis, 
Daley Lashinger Reber Speaker 
Davies Leh 

NOT VOTING-2 

Evans Hutchinson 

EXCUSED-4 

Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. BLAUM offered the following amendments No. 

A2334: 

Amend Sec. 303, page 23, by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
(4) May prohibit the acceptance of municipal 

waste from any other county within this Common- 
wealth. 

Amend Sec. 303, page 23, line 21, by striking out "(4)" and 
inserting 

P C ,  
1J1 

Amend Sec. 303, page 23, line 25, by striking out "(5)" and 
inserting 

(6) 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Blaum. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, SB 528 had in it the prohibition that counties 

could regulate garbage coming into their boundaries. That 
was taken out in the Appropriations Committee because of a 
constitutional question of whether or not counties and States 
could regulate garbage coming from another State, whether 
or not we could regulate interstate commerce. 

My amendment goes around that constitutional problem by 
not dealing with what comes from another State. However, 
amendment 2334 would allow any county to prohibit garbage 
from any other county from coming within their boundaries. 

SB 528, I think the whole thrust behind it is that each of our 
67 counties begin to be responsible for the garbage that they 
generate. SB 528 is giving primacy to counties to regulate solid 
waste. My amendment-and I ask for an affirmative vote- 
would allow the county commissioners to prohibit garbage 
generated from outside their county from coming into it, and 
I ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you. 

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

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the maker of the 
amendment would answer a few questions. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Blaum indicates he will stand for 
questioning. You may proceed. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, if there were more than one 
landfill in a particular county and that county decided to not 
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allow waste from another specific county, would the disal- 
lowing of that particular waste apply to all of the landfills 
over which those county officials have jurisdiction? 

Mr. BLAUM. I believe it would be up to the county com- 
missioners as towhether or not they designated both landfills 
or just one or neither. 

M;. SERAFINI. Well, then what you are saying is, they 
could take one landfill and say, well, you cannot take any 
waste from any county but, for instance, my own county, 
Lackawanna, but this other landfill could take garbage from 
any county or any State or anywhere they wanted to. They 
could pick and choose what area could dump in any particular 
landfill. Is that what you are telling me? 

Mr. BLAUM. What 1 am telling you, Mr. Speaker, is that 
the philosophy behind SB 528 is that the counties would have 
primacy, that they would have the ability to decide their solid 
waste future - that is, the capacity, that they would be able to 
regulate it - and they would be able to prohibit garbage from 
outside their county from coming into their county, filling up 
their landfills, and therefore shortening the life expectancy 
and the capacity of the landfills that they undertook to plan 
for. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Well, then what you are saying is that the 
purpose of this amendment is only to let that particular 
county in which the landfill is located account for its own 
waste disposal program for whatever landfill it chooses, 
which I tend to agree with. In other words, you are saying that 
if the county commissioners in a particular county wanted to 
preserve landfill space in a landfill located within their area, 
they would have the right to do so. 

Mr. BLAUM. Yes, that is true, Mr. Speaker; and in addi- 
tion, if they wanted to form a compact, much the way the 
States have formed compacts under the hazardous waste plan, 
if they wanted to form agreements with other counties, that 
would be fine, but the counties we are giving primacy to 
would have the ability to regulate their future as far as solid 
waste goes. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Well, my final question relates to capac- 
ity. 

Under the current DER regulations, it would cost betwee 
$3p to $40 millio to co struct a state-of-the-art landfill and 
approximately 31 1/2 billion for expanded acreage. What 
would, in your opinion, be the amount of daily capacity for a 
landfill in order to offset that kind of a debt? In other words, 
would your county be able to supply the garbage necessary to 
allow that landfill to be profitable or to even barely exist, if it 
were privately owned? 

Mr. BLAUM. 1 do not have the figures on that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Okay. Well, my question related to the 
fact that under the circumstances, municipal landfillscould 
probably be the only landfills that could exist or have the 
ability to maintain the capacity necessary to stay in existence 
with this amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, if I might make a statement on this amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. He may 
proceed. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I think this amendment is 
good in a sense that it would allow counties to regulate landfill 
disposal in order to preserve capacity for their own waste. 

J 

However, under the new IRRC regulations, with the great 
expense of constructing a double-lined landfill with leachate 
collection and the type of sand that is required, it would be 
almost impossible for a landfill to operate with one county's 
waste. Most counties do not produce over 1,500 tons of 
garbage a day, and DER currently allows most landfills to 
accept 5,000 to 10,000 tons of garbage per day. So I believe 
that we would have to allow more restrictions with regard to 
this ability to restrict waste going into landfills in this sense: If 
county commissioners were only to allow landfills to accept 
that particular county's garbage, that would increase the cost 
of disposal per ton maybe four- or five-fold, because most 
counties where landfills are located, as I said, only generate 
between 1,000 to 2,000 tons of garbage per day. 

So although I agree with the intent of this amendment, 1 
disagree with the effect that it could have on the preserving of 
landfills and the ability of landfills to be constructed accord- 
ing to the new, current regulations. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will make some comments in opposition to 

this particular amendment. If I am wrong, perhaps the gentle- 
man will correct me. 

What bothers me about the amendment is, as I read it, it w 
reads, "May prohibit the acceptance of municipal waste from 
any other county ...." He neglects to talk about private carri- 
ers, commercial waste, and the like. 

But I think what really bothers me-and it bothered me 
about Mr. Sweet's amendment, and I kept quiet on it-is it 
seems to me we are infringing in a whole area of "impairment 
of contracts" under the Constitution. Most of our municipali- 
ties today have contracts with landfills or haulers who have 
contracts with landfills to dump for a given amount of 
money, and to today say that a county could come along or 
any government could come along and tell that landfill opera- 
tor that you no longer may accept trash and garbage from 
Bucks County or Philadelphia or  Delaware or Westmoreland 
or wherever it would be just strikes me as being wrong and 
parochial. 

if you want to get parochial, I think you come back to 
where the gentleman, Mr. Hutchinson, was. If you do not 
have your own landfill, you better vote "no" on this particu- 
lar amendment. And I do not believe that is what thegentle- 
man, Mr. Sweet, wants or this gentleman wants, to get that 
parochial, but that is what you are doing. You are starting 
wars between counties in this area, and I do  not know what 
the outcome of it is. 

I saw a divergence from the parochialism when Mr. George 
stood up a moment ago and said, no, give the $1.50 to the w 
host community, and most of us voted to do that, even 
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though it represented an increase of cost to us who are sending 
outside, but it was fair. When you start doing this, it strikes 
me that it is unfair - unfair to the operator of the landfill, 
unfair to the municipalities that have contracted with that 
landfill. I, for one, am against it and think amendments like 
this should be defeated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I agree with much of 

what the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, has indicated. We are trying 
to solve a problem that exists not only in Pennsylvania, it 
exists all over these United States in the disposal of solid 
waste. Beginning to grind in to what has been developed here, 
local veto, local options does not speak well for the solution 
of the entire problem. I know that, as Mr. Ryan said, it is 
popular to be parochial, be a hero at home, but that does 
nothing for the major problem that exists in this Common- 
wealth and exists in the environment of every individual who 
lives on this planet. 

We are trying to solve that problem. We are not going to 
solve that problem today with this particular bill. We are 
taking, I think, a significant step forward as State govern- 
ments can if we enact the bill substantially in the form that it 
was in when we came in here this afternoon. This amendment, 
1 think, does nothing to further the process of getting a good 
bill in this area. 

I would ask for a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cambria, Mr. Wozniak. 
Mr. WOZNIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also urge a negative vote on this particular amendment 

and any subsequent amendments that have anything to do 
with county veto. It is very parochial. This amendment does 
not do anything to involve itself in demographics of standard 
metropolitan statistical areas, communities that border other 
counties, and I think we are creating a situation that we are 
allowing local politicos to get heavily involved in favoritism. 

I think it is a dangerous precedent. I do not want to belabor 
the issue, but I think we can see, everybody here can see, what 
is attempting to be done. I think we should get above the 
parochialism, get above and beyond it. 

We are trying to get a solid waste package together. I think 
if this will do anything, it will kill the bill, and I urge a strong 
negative vote for this and any subsequent amendments that 
have anything to do with veto legislation. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the amendment stand for brief inter- 

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

interrogation. You are in order, and you may proceed. 
Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, how would this amendment 

impact on existing facilities? Would those existing facilities, if 
this particular amendment became part of the legislation and 
was enacted into law, would existing facilities that may cur- 
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rently be involved in accepting out-of-county trash be then 
prohibited in the future from the effective date of this act? 

Mr. BLAUM. Yes, Mr. Speaker. And in saying "yes" let 
me say that I do not believe that this is parochial, and nor do I 
believe that county commissioners would automatically 
outlaw garbage from outside their county from coming in. 

I think the gentleman, Mr. Serafini, made a good point, 
that just for the economic survival of some of our landfills, it 
is necessary to have a constant and adequate flow of trash 
coming into some of the landfills just to make it economically 
feasible for them to continue working. But some of the land- 
fill situations do not fit into that category, and I believe unless 
you put something like this into the bill, there is no incentive 
for many of our counties to get involved, to get involved in 
establishing their ownlandfills. 

If they have a private landfill hauler in your county and you 
can do absolutely nothing about it today, if this amendment is 
not adopted, you can do absolutely nothing about it 
tomorrow. You cannot do anything about New Jersey 
garbage because that is interstate. The only thing you can reg- 
ulate is garbage generated in Pennsylvania, and this amend- 
ment does it. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you for that brief answer to what I 
thought was going to be a simple yes-or-no response. Could 
possibly to the next few questions, since we know the intent 
now behind it, if you could limit it to a yes-or-no response, 
because I do not necessarily personally disagree with what you 
are attempting to do conceptually. I just think we might ulti- 
mately find a little bit better way to do it that is going to with- 
stand a lot of different kinds of tests. 

My concern is, this also then would affect new facilities 
obviously in the future. Correct? 

Mr. BLAUM. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. REBER. And if there are existing contracts that in 

essence would flow over the period of time from the enact- 
ment of this legislation if this amendment was adopted and 
this was enacted into law, would this then also intrude as a 
prohibition on those existing contracts? 

Mr. BLAUM. If the county commissioners of a particular 
county decided that for its future, as far as capacity for solid 
waste goes, decided to prohibit it, 1 would say yes. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if 1 could just briefly be recognized on the 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor on the amend- 

ment. 
Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, I think one of the big, big issues 

that we certainly have an obligation to explore on this particu- 
lar bill today is the issue that Representative Blaum is at least 
expressing with the offering of this amendment. I think what 
he is really trying to do, and I certainly concur with that from 
the statement that he made earlier, is to attempt to force each 
and every county to in essence take control of the situation 
and be somewhat in control of their own destiny on this par- 
ticular issue within that county. Now, I frankly have no 
trouble with that. I think that is something that is laudable 
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and I think the kind of direction this bill ought to move 
towards. I would submit to the members that I think we run 
into some serious problems where we have blanket prohibi- 
tions. I think we run into some serious problems where we 
attempt to vitiate or invade existing contracts and cause prob- 
lems with them, an impairment of contract, if you will. 

1 think later on in the debate there very well may be the 
opportunity for this speaker to put before you an amendment 
that I think will conceptually take care of the problems that 
Representative Blaum is talking about. I think it will take care 
of the problem of not allowing an influx of out-of-county 
trash into a lot or a few counties to their detriment. I think 
there is a long way that we can go to protect what would be a 
fair-share argument on this issue for each and every county to 
be responsible and to handle their own destiny and for no par- 
ticular or for no few particular counties to in essence become 
the garbage dumping capital of Pennsylvania for virtually 
many municipalities to the detriment of those few. 

So for those reasons, I am not against the Blaum amend- 
ment conceptually. I just think for a lot of reasons - constitu- 
tionally, impairment of contract considerations, and various 
things that we have expressed here today - there might be a 
better way to do it. For the time being, I think a "no" vote 
would be in order on this particular amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Letterman. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to bring 
to the attention of the members that one of the things that we 
are not thinking about is the possibility that the rules and reg- 
ulations that we now have in place for a landfill siting is very, 
very expensive. We will require private money. This will not 
all come from help from the State, and there are very few 
small counties that could really afford to put the type of land- 
fill in that is required and run it because of the amount of 
garbage they would be getting per week. I think that we have 
to take a good, solid look at what private money is going to 
do, and I hope we do not ever dry it up, because if we dry it 
up, we are going to have to tax the people in the State of 
Pennsylvania to pay for landfills, and that is the way I see it. 1 
think the rules and regulations are set in such a way that the 
Blaum amendment would reallv do a ereat hindrance to the 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. 
Blaum. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say that this is not-it is 

not-local veto. Local veto would be to allow one of the 
municipalities withinside a county to veto the establishment of 
a landfill within their boundaries. If we did that, certainly we 
would have no landfills in Pennsylvania. But what this is is 
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through the very difficult and expensive procedures and 
making the tough political decision as to where these landfills 
will go, then only to have other counties throughout Pennsyl- 
vania shipping their garbage up to the private hauler who will 
accept garbage from anyone who is willing to pay the price, 

.rr, 
this hurts, I believe, the purpose of SB 528. If we put this 
amendment-in and I ask for an affirmative vote-it forces 
each of our 67 counties to either sign up and cooperate with 
neighboring counties to form compacts or it is going to force 
them to be responsible and establish their own landfills, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The was 
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Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

NOT VOTING-3 

DeWetse Evans Harper 
EXCUSED-4 

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. Send them t o  the clerk. They will be 
accepted. 

Mr. REINARD submitted the following remarks for the 

REQUEST FOR RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I propose that we take a 

recess for lunch. There is another bill that will be considered 
today, and that is the supplemental appropriation bill - SB 
938. We have caucused on all but one feature of the bill, but if 
the Republicans have not caucused, I would suggest that they 
caucus on the bill, if they deem that such is necessary, because 
we will take up that bill today. 

Legislative Journal: 

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 Victor N. Musmanno who has served for 
31 years with the Pennwalt Corporation and most recently their 
state-wide lobbyist in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, Vic has served Pennsylvania well as Pennwalt's 
representative on the Steering Committee of the Pennsylvania 
Chemical Industry Council; Government Affairs Committees of 
the Pennsylvania Business and Industry; the State Government 
Committee of the Greater Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce 
and the Public Information Committee of the Chlorine Institute. 

Whereas, in May, 1988, Vic will officially retire from these 
duties and service. 

Now Therefore, Mr. Speaker and the members of the House of 
Representatives, it is my privilege to recognize officially the past 
service and place in the Legislative Journal the name of Victor N. 
Musmanno. 

SENATE MESSAGE 
I think 1 hour and 15 minutes- / . . - .- - -. . - 
The SPEAKER. One hour and 15 minutes? 
Mr. MANDERINO. -for lunch and a caucus ought to he 

HOUbk BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

enough. I The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
The SPEAKER. One hour and 15 minutes for lunch and 1900, PN 2987, with information that the Senate has passed 

caucus. the same without amendment. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS SENATE MESSAGE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from I SENATE CONCURRENCE 
Perry, Mr. Noye. Do you want to announce your caucus now, IN HOUSE RESOLUTION 

WELCOME I ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 

Mr. Noye? 
Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Republicans will caucus a t  2 p.m.; 2 p.m. for about 15 

minutes, and I ask you to be prompt. 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has concurred in HR 266, PN 3238. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

- 
Representatives adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD June 6 .  1988, unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. Why d o  you rise? 

BROUJOS, I just have some guests here from 
Bermudian, Mr. Speaker, if you could announce them. 

The SPEAKER. There is a group from Bermudian Springs 
High led by Michael McGuff and Neible. 
They are here as guests of Representative Cole and Represent- 
ative Broujos. They are in the gallery. Welcome to the hall of 
the House. We are delighted to have you. 

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, May 23, 1988 
RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That 

when the Regular Session of the Senate adjourns this week it 
reconvene on Monday, June 6, 1988, unless sooner recalled by 
the President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and be it further 

RESOLVED. That when the Reeular Session of the House of 

record. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Reinard. Why do you rise? 

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just wanted f o  submit these comments for a matter of 

of ~epiesentatives. 

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

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

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

HB 1900, PN 2987 

An Act requiring institutions of higher education to provide 
students and employees with information relating to crime statis- 
tics and security measures and to provide similar information to 
prospective students and employees upon request; granting 
powers to the State Board of Education; and providing for penal- 
ties. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The House will stand in recess until 2:30. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

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

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

HB 2228; 
HB 2240; and -- --- 

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

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 2487 By Representatives McCALL, PETRONE, 
SCHULER, FEE, HALUSKA, MRKONIC, 
DALEY, MORRIS, VEON, COLE, 
KOSINSKI, DIETTERICK, MELIO, 
PISTELLA, COY, FOX, MAINE, 
PERZEL, McHALE, LASHINGER, 
STABACK, RAYMOND, SERAFINI, 
CARLSON, BOWSER, JOHNSON, 
HASAY. PETRARCA. CORRIGAN. 
FISCHER, ANGSTADT, McVERRY, 
BATTISTO and RYBAK 

An Act designating Route 22 as the Amvets Memorial 
Highway. 

Referred to  Committee on TRANSPORTATION, May 24, 
1988. 

No. 2488 By Representatives FREEMAN, COY, 
NOYE, MORRIS, BELFANTI, PHILLIPS, 
SAURMAN, SEMMEL, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
CARLSON, JOHNSON, McHALE, BURD, 
PISTELLA, RAYMOND, VEON, 

w 
LEVDANSKY, FOX, BILLOW, MELIO, 
CLYMER, MERRY, ARGALL, 
BATTISTO, BELARDI, PETRARCA and 
BORTNER 

An Act amending the act of May 13, 1915 (P. L. 286, No. 177), 
known as the "Child Labor Law," further providing for training 
for minors who are members of volunteer ambulance corps and 
rescue squads. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, May 24, 
1988. 

No. 2489 By Representatives SAURMAN, PUNT, 
CARN, FOSTER, ITKIN, FOX, TIGUE, 
PITTS, LINTON, BOWSER, BELARDI, 
NOYE, JOHNSON, MERRY, DISTLER, 
SIRIANNI, PERZEL, SCHULER, 
MILLER, E. 2. TAYLOR, S. H .  SMITH, 
HASAY, FARGO and LANGTRY 

An Act relating to the establishment of a system of insurance 
and compensation, irrespective of fault, for victims of motor 
vehicle accidents; setting forth the basis for recovery and the ele- 
ments thereof; requiring all owners or operators of motor 
vehicles to establish and maintain security for legal liability due to 
bodily injury and property damage; establish an assigned risk 
plan to protect injured victims against certain uninsured losses; 
establishing and providing for the maintenance of an assigned 
risk automobile insurance plan; reenacting the motor vehicle 
catastrophe loss trust fund; providing for the right of citizens to 
voluntarily limit their tort liability rights and liabilities; and 
making repeals. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, May 24, 1988. 

No. 2490 By Representative RUDY 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), 
known as the "Public School Code of 1949," further providing 
for economic supplements to school districts. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, May 24, 1988. 

No. 2491 By Representatives REINARD, BURNS, 
DeLUCA, McHALE, D. W. SNYDER, 
DIETTERICK, JOHNSON, RYBAK, 
BORTNER, COLAFELLA, GEIST, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, BOOK, SAURMAN, 
MOEHLMANN, HECKLER, B. SMITH, 
LASHINGER, FOX, NOYE, KOSINSKI, 
LANGTRY, MELIO, CLYMER, 
ROBBINS, BURD, ITKIN and SEMMEL 

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 prizes offered through the mail in connec- 
tion with solicitations to purchase real estate. 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS. J 
May 24, 1988. 
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No. 2492 By Representatives REINARD, BURNS, ] CALENDAR CONTINUED 
~ ~ 

DeLUCA, McHALE, D. W. SNYDER, 1 BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 
DIETTERICK. JOHNSON. RYBAK, 
BORTNER, COLAFELLA, GEIST, 
E. 2. TAYLOR, BOOK, SAURMAN, 
MOEHLMANN, HECKLER, B. SMITH, 

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

LASHINGER, FOX, NOYE, KOSINSKI, 
MELIO, CLYMER, ROBBINS, BURD, 
ITKIN, SEMMEL and LANGTRY 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, A, ~ c t  establishing a volunteer litter patrol program to be 
Mav 24. 1988. administered bv the Deoartment of Environmental Resources; 

HB 2433, PN 3245; HB 2434, PN 3246; HB 2041, PN 2616; 
and HB 2171, PN 2826. 

* * * 
An Act providing for prizes offered through the mail in con- 

nection with solicitations to purchase real estate, time shares, 
vacation club memberships or other items of similar nature. 

. . 
and providing .for the appointment and powers and duties of 

No. 2493 By Representatives ACOSTA, KOSINSKI, patrol members, 
HAYDEN. JOSEPHS. KITCHEN. 

. . . 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 2424, 
PN 3230, entitled: 

ROEBUCK, WESTON, CARN, HARPER, On the question, 

LINTON and RICHARDSON Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, May 24, ations. 

1988. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for use of dealer registration 
plates, for use and suspension of "Miscellaneous Motor Vehicle 
Business" registration plates, and for judicial review of denial, 
susoension or revocation of reeistration. 

On the question, 
No. 2494 By Representatives BURNS, TIGUE, 

CAWLEY, J. L. WRIGHT and HASAY 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 2424 be 

HB 1465, PN 3293; HB 1466, PN 3294; HB 2033, PN 3295; 
SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 1 and HB 1340, PN 1551. 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21). 
known as the "Liquor Code," further providing for the sale of 
malt or brewed beverages in kegs. 

Referred to Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, M~~ 24, 
1988. 

- 
* * *  

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

An Act amending the act of July 12,1972 (P. L. 762, No. 180). Committee On 
referred to as the "Intergovernmental Cooperation Law," 

May 24, 1988. further providing for joint purchases and competitive bidding. 

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

SB 694, PN 2061 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

I * *  

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1341, 
PN 1552, entitled: 

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

I BILL RECOMMITTED 

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

The clerk of the Senate, being iniroduced, returned HB 
1755, PN 3313, with information that'tbe Senate has passed 
the same with amendment in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives is requested. 

~h~ SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. M A N D E R I ~ ~ ,  M ~ ,  speaker, I move that HB 1341 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the committee on ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i -  
ations. 
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The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1343, 
PN 1554, entitled: 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1345 be 
recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

An Act amending the a n  of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. On the question, 

130), known as "The County Cpde," further providing for con- Will the House agree to the motion? 
tracts and purchases where competitive bids and advertising are Motion was agreed to. 
required. I * * 

On the question, The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1346, 
Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? pN 1557, entitled: 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes themajority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1343 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

* * 
The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1344, 

PN 1555. entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 2, 1945 (P. L. 382, No. 164), 
known as the "Municipality Authorities Act of 1945," further 
providing for contract procedures, purchases and advertising for 
bids. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 move ihat HB 1346 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

An Act amending the act of July 29, 1953 (P. L. 1034, NO. 
270). known as the "Public Auditorium Authorities 
increasing the amount of contracts that may be awarded without 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

On the question, 

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

competitive bids; and further providing for the purchase of sup- 
plies and materials. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1344 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

* * * 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1348, w 
PN 3314, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May I ,  1913 (P. L. 155, No. 104), 

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

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1345, 
PN 1556, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 5, 1947 (P. L. 458, No. 208), 
known as the "Parking Authority Law," increasing the 
maximum amount for which an authority may contract or pur- 
chase without bids. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

- 
entitled "An act regulating the letting of certain contracts for the 
erection, construction, and alteration of public buildings," 
increasing the minimum bid requirement. 

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

I BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1348 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1349, 
PN 1560, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 29, 1937 (P. L. 526. No. 
118), entitled, as reenacted and amended, "An act providing for 
and regulating joint purchases by counties (other than counties of 
the first class), cities of the second and third class, boroughs, 
town, townships, school districts, institution districts, and poor * 
districts," increasing the amount of purchases that may be made 
without advertisement. 
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On the ques t i on ,  
Will  t h e  H o u s e  a g r e e  t o  t h e  bill on second  cons idera t ion?  

BILL RECOMMITTED 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  Cha i r  recognizes  t h e  ma jo r i t y  leader.  
M r .  M A N D E R I N O .  M r .  Speake r ,  1 m o v e  t h a t  H B  1349 b e  

r ecommi t t ed  f o r  a fiscal  no t e  to t h e  C o m m i t t e e  o n  Approp r i -  

a t ions .  

O n  t h e  ques t i on ,  
Wi l l  t h e  H o u s e  a g r e e  t o  t h e  m o t i o n ?  
M o t i o n  w a s  a g r e e d  t o .  

* * I  

T h e  fo l lowing bill, having  b e e n  ca l led  u p ,  was  cons idered  
f o r  t h e  s e c o n d  t i m e  a n d  agreed  t o ,  and o r d e r e d  t ranscr ibed  f o r  
t h i rd  cons ide r a t i on :  

HB 2211, PN 2921. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 2425, PN 3356 (Amended )  
B y  R e p .  HUTCHINSON 

k n  Act  amend ing  Tit le  75 (Vehicles) o f  t h e  Pennsylvania Con-  
solidated Sta tu tes ,  authorizing dealers o f  mo to r  carrier vehicles 
a n d  designated agents  o f  the  Depar tment  o f  Transportat ion t o  be  
agents f o r  t h e  Depar tment  of  Revenue fo r  certain purposes relat- 
ing t o  t he  mo to r  carrier  road  tax identification marker.  

T R A N S P O R T A T I O N .  

RESOLUTIONS 

M r .  F O X  ca l led  up HR 270, PN 3264, enti t led:  

Memorial izing Congress t o  favorably  consider H.R. 3436, 
which would  provide  comprehensive h o m e  health care for  Ameri- 
cans  o f  al l  ages w h o  meet  certain requirements o f  need. 

O n  t h e  ques t i on ,  
Wi l l  t h e  H o u s e  a d o p t  t h e  reso lu t ion?  

T h e  fo l lowing ro l l  cal l  was  recorded:  

YEAS-184 

Acosta Dininni Langtry Raymond 
Angstadt Distlei Lashinger Reinard 
Argall Dombrowski Leh Rieger 
Any Donatueci Lescovirz Ritter 
Barley Duffy Letterman Robbins 
Battirto Durham Levdansky Roebuck 
Belardi Evans Linton Ryan 
Belfanti Fanner Livengood Rybak 
Billow Fee Lloyd Saloom 
Birmelin Fischer Lucyk Saurman 
Black Flick McCall Scheetz 
Blaum Foster McClatchy Schuler 
Book Fox McHale Semmel 
Bonner Freeman McVerry Serafini 
Bawley Gallen Maiale Showers 
Bowxr Gamble Maine Sirianni 
Boyei Cannon Manderino Smith, B. 
Brandt Geist Manmiller Smith, S. H. 
Broujas George Markosek Snyder. D. W. 
Bunt Gladeck Mayernik Snyder, G. 
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Burd Godshall Melio Staback 

i:r Gruitza Merry Stain 
GNPPO Michlovic Steighner 

Caltagirone Halurka Micozde Stuban 
Cappabianca Harper Miller Sweet 
Carlson Haray Moehlmann Taylor, E. Z. 
Carn Hayden Moms Taylor, F. 
cawley Hayes Mowery Taylor, J. 
cessar Heckler Mrkonic Tigue 
Chadwick Herman Murphy TreUo 
Civera Hershey Nahill Van Horne 
Clymer Hess Noye Veon 
Cohen Honaman O'Brien Vroon 
Colafclla Howlett O'Donnell Wambach 
Cole Hughes Olasz Wasr 
Cornell Hutchinson Oliver ' Weston 
Corrigan ltkin Perrel Wiggins 
Coweil Jackson Petrone Wogan 
COY Jadlowiec Phillips Wozniak 
D,L,,, Jarolin Piccola Wright, D. R. 
DeVerter Johnson Pievsky Wright, 1. L. 
DeWeese Josephs Pirtella Wright, R. C. 
Daley Kasunic Pitts Yandrisevits 
Davier Kenney Pressmann 
Dawida Kosinski Preston Iwh, 
Dempsey Kukovich Punt Speaker 
Dietterick LaGrotta 

NAYS-0 

N O T  VOTING-9  

clark Fattah Hagany Richardson 
Freind Reber Rudy 

Fargo 

E X C U S E D - 4  

Kennedy Kitchen P e t m  Seventy 

T h e  ques t ion  w a s  de t e rmined  i n  t h e  a f f i rmat ive ,  a n d  t h e  
reso lu t ion  w a s  adop t ed .  

* * *  

Ms. MAINE cal led  u p  HR 271, PN 3265, enti t led:  

Designating the  Chili P e n n  Pod o f  Meadville, Pennsylvania, as 
t he  official sponsor of  t h e  annua l  Pennsylvania S ta te  Champion- 
ship ch i l i  ~ ~ ~ k ~ f f ,  

O n  t h e  ques t ion ,  
Will  the H o u s e  a d o p t  t h e  reso lu t ion?  

T h e  fo l lowing roll  ca l l  w a s  recorded:  

YEAS-191 

Acosta Distler Kosinski Punt 
Angstadt Dombrowski Kukovich Raymond 
Argall Donatucci LaGrotta Reber 
Any Dorr LUlgtV Reinard 
Barley Duffy Lashinger . Rieger 
Batxist0 Durham Leh Ritter 
Belardi Evans Lescovitz Robbins 
Belfanti Fargo Letterman Roebuck 
Billow Farmer Levdansky Ryan 
Birmelin Fattah Linton Rybak 
Black Fee Livengood Saloom 
Blaum Fischer Lloyd Saurman 
Book Flick Lucyk Scheetz 
Bonner Foster MeCall Sehuler 
Bowley Fox McClatchy ' Semmel 
Bowser Freeman McHale Serafini 
Bayer Freind McVerry Showern 
Brandt Gallen Maiale Sirianni 
Broujos Gamble Maine Smith, B. 
Bunt Cannon Manderino Smith, S. H. 
Burd Geist Manmiller Snyder. D. W. 
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Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Banner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymei 
Cohen 
Colaiella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Fattah 

Kennedy 

YEAS-189 

Dininni Kosinski 
Distler Kukavich 
Dombrowski LaGrotta 
Donatucci Langtiy 
Dorr Lashingei 
Duffy Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Evans Leiterman 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer Linton 
Fee Lirrngood . 
Fischer Lloyd 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster McCall 
Fox McClatchy 
Freeman McHale 
Freind McVerry 
Gallen Maiale 
Gamble Maine 
.Cannon Manderino 
Geist Manmiller 
George Markasek 
Gladeck . Mayernik 
Godshall Melio 
Gruiiza Merry 
Gruppo Michlovic 
Hagany Micouie 
Halurka Miller 
Harper Moehlmann 
Hasax Morris 
Hayden Mowery 
Hayes Mrkonic 
Heckler Murphy 
Herman Nahill 
Hershey Noye 
Hess O'Brien 
Hanaman O'Donnell 
Howlett Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
Hurchinson Perzel 
ltkin Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Jadlowiec Piccola 
Jaroiin Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Josephs Pittr 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 

NAY S-0 

NOT VOTING-4 

Richardson Rudy 

EXCUSED-4 

Kitchen Petrarca 

Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritrer 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
W a s  
weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Iwis, 
Speaker 

Wright, R. C. 

Seventv 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
BOnner 
Bowley 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Fattah 

Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmei 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Fostec 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlert 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasvnic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 

Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Lannry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lintan 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nehill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Dwnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitti 
Prersmann 
Preston 
Punt 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Richardson 

EXCUSED-4 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 8. 
Smith, S. H.  
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wesion 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

1r"is. 
Speaker 

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

* * * 

Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

Mrs. TAYLOR calied up HR 281, P N  3310, entitled: 

Designating the month of May 1988 as "Physical Fitness and 
Sports Month." 

On the auestion. 
On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

* * * 

Mr. FLICK called up HR 285, P N  3323, entitled: 

Designating May 1 through May 31, 1988, as "Worldwide 
Bluegrass Music Month in Pennsylvania." 



Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boys 
B1andt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
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Dininni Kukovich 
Distler LaGrotta 
Dombrowski Langtry 
Donatucci Lashinger 
Dorr Leh 
Duffy Lescovitr 
Durham Letterman 
Evans Levdansky 
Fargo Linton 
Farmer Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 

Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 

Lucyk Saurman 
McCall S c h ~ t z  
McClatchy Schuler 
McHale Semmel 
McVerry . Serafini 
Maiale Showers 
Maine Sirianni 
Manderino Smith, B. 
Manmiller Smith. S. H. 

Burd Geirt Markosek ~nyde;, D. W, 
Bums George Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Bush ' Gladeck Melio Staback 
Caltagirone Godshall ' Merry Stairs 
~appabianca Gruitza Michlovic Steighner 
Carlson GNPPO Micouie Stuban 
Cam Hagmy Miller Sweet 
Cawlev Halurka Moehlmann Tavlor. E. Z . . 
Cwar  Hasay Morris Taylor, F. 
Chadwick Hayden Mowery Taylor, 1. 
Civera Hayes Mrkonic Tigue 
Clark Heckler 
Clymer Herman 
Cohen Hershey 
Colafella Hess 
Cole Honaman 
Cornell Howlett 
Corrigan Hughes 
Cowell Hutchinson 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempxy 
Dietterick 

ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kasinski 

Murphy Trello 
Nahill Van Horne 
Noye Veon 
O'Brien Vroon 
6'Donnell Wambach 
Olarr Wass 
Oliver Weston 
Perzel Wiaains 
Petrone w&an 
Phillips Womiak 
Piccola Wright, D. R. 
Pievsky Wright, I. L. 
Pistella Wright, R. C. 
Pittr Yandrirevits 
Pressman" 
Preston h i s ,  
Punt Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Fattah Harper Richardson 

EXCUSED-4 

Kennedy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Why do you rise, Mr. Hayes? 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, it has become necessary for Mr. 
FREIND to request a leave of absence for the remainder of 
today's session. 

The SPEAKER. The leave is granted. 

-1 BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- w 
lowing HB 1549, PN 3151, 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 May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
known as "The Second Class Township Code," further provid- 
ing for contracts and assessments for lighting. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Franklin, Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Senate made only a minor change in this 

bill in which the number of voters required to petition a local 
township board of supervisors went from 80 percent to 70 
percent in order to put a matter on the ballot dealing with 
street lighting projects. 

Because of the minor change and the agreement that we 
have come to with the Senate on the bill,' I would move that 
the House do concur inibe amendments placed by the Senate 
in the bill. 

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

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

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Banner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Bayer 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cersar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fircher 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 

LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Lwdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowev 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Oiasz 

Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbinr 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
kmmcl 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vraon 
Wambach 
Wasr 



LEGISLATIW JOURNAL-HOUSE 

cornell Hughes Oliver Waton ( determine that the capacity which would be produced by the 
Corrigan ~ukhinron Perzel Wiggins new landfill or by the expanded landfill is unnecessary to take 
Cowell ltkin Pnrone Wogan 

Jackson Phillips Wozniak care of the county's own needs. 
COY 
n-r ,,,-> lrdlowiec Piccola Wrieht. D. R. The orinci~le involved is that each county and each State ------ ~.~ -~~~~ - .  
DeVener Jarolin Pievsky Wright. J.  L. 
DeWeese Johnson Pistella Wright, R. C. 
Daley Iowphs Pits Yandrisevits 
Davits Kasunic Pressmann 
Dawida Kenney Preston Irvis, 
Dempsey Korinski Punt Speaker 
Dietterick Kukovich Raymond 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Fattah Harper Richardson 
EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petraica Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. 

ought to be taking care of its own solid waste problem. Unfor- 
tunately, in many counties in the rural part of the State, that is 
not the case. In Somerset County we already have one landfill 
taking New Jersey waste. We have a proposal for another 
that, while they deny at the present time that they have those 
plans, the capacity would be enough to dispose of all Somer- 
set County waste for probably a century, all regional waste 
for probably a third to a half that period of time. So it is very 
clear that in order to make that landfill work, they intend to 
bring in garbage from New Jersey. 

Now, I understand that there is a New Jersey State Senator 
who, in his election campaign that 1 was told about last week, 
his whole campaign pitch is that 1 was the guy who saved New 
Jersey from having to have more landfills and sent all that 
garbage to Pennsylvania. 

Now, I do not think, when we talk about parochialism, 1 do 
not think that this amendment is parochial. People will say 
that it is, and I am sure we are going to hear that again and 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 528 CONTINUED I again this afternoon, but where you stand on this in many 

Amend Sec. 303, page 24, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 1 own solid waste disoosal 

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

amended? 
Mr. LLOYD offered the following amendment No. A2276: 

cases depends upon where you sit. Hopefully there are enough 
people who are really not impactedone way or the other who 
will have an open mind on this subject and who will recognize 
the fairness, the fundamental fairness of allowing each county 
to decide for itself and making each county responsible for its 

..- .... -3 ~-~~~ ~ ~ 

oal waste generated within the county. I Mr. WOZNlAK. Thahk you, Mr. Speaker. 

(6) May prohibit the construction or expansion of a 
municipal waste landfill within its geographic boundaries if 
the capacity of the landfill to be constructed or expanded 
wol~ld exceed the caoacitv needed for the disoosal of munici- 

. 

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

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

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment deals with attempting to have 

sonie kind of rational planning for solid waste landfills with 
regard to solid waste generated outside the county which is 
responsible for that planning. Under this bill at the present 
time, there is to be a 3-year period during which counties may 
put together or actually shall put together solid waste plans to 
show how they propose to have the solid waste in their area 
disposed of in the future. Unfortunately, until that solid waste 
plan is in place, counties have very little ability to try to 
control the importation of solid waste from outside their 
areas. Outside their areas means not only elsewhere in Penn- 
sylvania but also means other States, especially New Jersey. 

What this amendment would do is to give to county com- 
missioners the authority to prohibit the construction of a new 
landfill-a new landfill-or the expansion of an existing land- 
fill. The counties would have that authority only if they deter- 
mined that such a prohibition was necessary in order to 
protect their own capacity; in other words, unless they were to 

MI. speaker, 1 for support of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cambria. Mr. Wozniak, on the amendment. 

This is one of the subsequent amendments that I mentioned I earlier, the last time 1 spoke. 
Once again, this is an effort to have a county veto by the 

county commissioners from various counties. It does not take 
into account the demographics of urban areas versus rural 

I areas,the borders of these counties, and many other provi- 
sions and mitigating circumstances. 

The arguments 1 reiterated for the former amendment are 
the same ones today, and I would hope that the same people 
that voted in the negative the last time will do the same this 
time. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would Mr. Lloyd stand for brief interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd indicates he will so stand. You 

may proceed, Mr. Reber. 
Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the language that 1 am most concerned about 

and would like some clarification on so I understand the 
implications of that, "May prohibit the construction ... of a 
municipal waste landfill ...." Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is a 
permit currently issued, conditional or outright, but yet no 
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construction has begun, would that landfill then, assuming 
the effective date of the act takes place and the landfill has not 
begun construction regardless of whether it is a conditional 
permit or an outright permit for a period in the future certain, 
would they be prohibited from moving forward to construe- 
tion if in fact they show or would have a desire to import out- 
of-county waste? 

Mr. LLOYD. The answer to your question is conditionally 
yes. If they would not be prohibited, the county could pro- 
hibit. 

Mr. REBER. So the determinate factor on this really comes 
down to the county making a determination whether this 
exceeds the capacity needed for disposal of the county's 
needs, and then at that point if the county makes that determi- 
nation, they could appropriately petition DER or advise DER 
of the lack of approval. Therefore, even though there may 
have been a conditional permit issued but no construction 
having taken place, they would have to outright at that point 
prohibit further construction and/or the ultimate opening of 
the facility. Is that correct? 

Mr. LLOYD. That is correct. 
Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Venango, Mr. Black. 
Mr. BLACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the amendment stand for a very brief 

period of interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. Mr. Black, you may proceed. 
Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, do you have a time frame when 

you say "...would exceed the capacity needed for the disposal 
of municipal waste generated within the county"? 

Mr. LLOYD. No. The amendment itself does not specify a 
time period. The planning process in the bill, I am not 
honestly certain whether it specific; how far out into the 
future you have to look. That would be a matter of inter- 
pretation for the department. 

Mr. BLACK. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise and ask the House 

to oppose the Lloyd amendment. 
This amendment is not much different from the last amend- 

ment we had that attempted to give local option to counties to 
prohibit the bringing in of solid waste from any other area of 
the Commonwealth. 

Again, we are trying to solve a problem that all of us must 
face. What this amendment is saying is as long as you are 
taking care of your own problem, let everybody else worry 
about their own problem. If that were so, we would just pass a 
law here that says every county has to take care of its own 
problem. It is as simple as that. That is not what we are about 
here. What we are about here is trying to provide a compre- 
hensive plan, a sane plan, a plan that, yes, does have some sig- 
nificant input at the local area but does not provide local veto. 
This in effect provides local veto. Certainly, you know, to go 
any further than this amendment toward local veto, you 

would say that a municipality is able to prohibit even their 
own waste from being disposed of in that county, which is, of 
course, ridiculous. 

But, Mr. Speaker, again, 1 would urge the members of this * 
body to consider what we are about today. We are about 
trying to solve a very complex, a very critical problem that 
must be solved in this Commonwealth and all over these 
United States. We must find ways to dispose of our solid 
waste. And as Mr. Wozniak indicated, there are certainly 
areas of this State that for any number of reasons will have 
problems meeting the test requirements that are going to be 
set up by DER. Whether they are soil problems, whether they 
are population problems, whether they are building problems, 
Mr. Speaker, we must cooperate one with the other within this 
Commonwealth, and this amendment is not conducive to that 
kind of cooperation. It is conducive to isolation and parochi- 
alism, and I ask for a negative vote. 

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate themaker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. TIGUE. Mr. Speaker, in the drafting of your amend- 

ment you say that the county may regulate based on the size of 
the trash generated within that county. Could it be possible 
that they would approve the construction of such a facility but 
they would have no way of prohibiting it being used up by 
outside garbage? 

Mr. LLOYD. In the long term, once the county's solid' * 
waste plan, which this bill requires, is in place, the answer to 
that question should be no, because the bill provides an arbi- 
tration procedure for the county to get from the landfill oper- 
ator a guarantee of certain capacity to take care of the 
county's needs. The problem is, as I understand the bill, that 
that does not kick in until the solid waste plan is completed, 
and the problem that we have is in the next 2 or 3 years we are 
going to be absolutely buried in New Jersey garbage. It is 
going to be too late. 

Mr. TIGUE. So what you are saying then is in fact it is pos- 
sible that this provision could be accepted but we could fill up 
that capacity with garbage from outside anyway. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is a possibility for the next 3 years, 
except I believe that it is also correct that the bill does give the 
department authority to start putting some volume caps on 
immediately. 

Mr. TIGUE. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a statement. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor, and he may 

continue. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I favor local veto, because I do not think 

there is a county in the Commonwealth-as a matter of fact, I 
am sure there is not a county within this Commonwealth- 
whocannot take care of their own waste disposal problem if * 
they really want to. Right now we are sending it across county 
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lines, and if we could, we would send it across State lines like 
everyone else. However, I do not think that this particular 
amendment is going to solve that problem. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker 
of the amendment, please? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd indicates he will stand for 
further interrogation. 

Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, what would happen in a 
municipality that currently has a landfill and they have a life 
expectancy of say 2 or 3 years and they wanted now to prepare 
for a new landfill? They would have to file an application, 
and this takes several years, I mean, to put it into process. 
Would they be permitted to do  this under this amendment? 

Mr. LLOYD. They would certainly he permitted. The ques- 
tion is whether the county would decide whether that munici- 
pality's plan was consistent with what the county wanted to 
do, and that is one of the whole purposes of this bill, is to take 
from the municipality and to give to the county the responsi- 
bility for deciding where in the county landfills should be. 

Mr. HALUSKA. But your amendment specifically states 
that if there is a landfill present in the county, you could not 
initiate a new landfill. 

Mr. LLOYD. No; you are looking at the wrong amend- 
ment. The amendment that is being offered is 2276. You are 
talking about amendment 2430. 

Mr. HALUSKA. Oh, I am sorry. 
That is right. I am sorry. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Indiana, Mr. Wass, on the amendment. 
Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the amendment. The 

amendment is very, very simple as far as 1 am concerned. It is 
a "may" bill. The county commissioners, I think we have 
enough respect for their knowledge and ability out there to 
determine whether they need additional space or whether they 
are going to allow additional space for landfills. 

It is a "may" bill. I say let us do it. Let us give them the 
ability to make that decision. 

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

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise also in support of the amendment. The 

whole philosophy again behind SB 528 is to make the counties 
responsible for their own solid waste, nor to make some of 
our counties responsible but to make all of our counties 
responsible. And unless we have some kind of control at the 
county level on what solid waste goes in and out of the partic- 
ular counties, we are not going to establish that in Pennsyl- 
vania. Those counties that take the lead to take care of their 
problem are going to be it. We need some kind of control at 
the county level, and I support the Lloyd amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Somerset, Mr. Lloyd, on his amendment for the second time. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Manderino, said that this 

amendment was substantially the same as the one that we 
defeated before lunch. He is incorrect. The amendment which 
we voted on before lunch would not have applied and would 
have given us absolutely no relief from garbage from out of 
State. This amendment attempts to do that. 

People may think that they do not have a landfill problem 
now, but if they have some area in the county that some devel- 
oper thinks he can make a few bucks on and he thinks that he 
can get in on the gravy train from New Jersey, if they do not 
vote for this, they may find about a year from now that they 
have to try to explain to their constituents why there is no 
local power to stop that New Jersey landfill from being 
locatedin their area. 

Secondly, unlike the amendment we dealt with this 
morning, this amendment does not attempt to change con- 
tracts for disposal within current landfills. This deals only 
with new landfills which are not yet built and with landfill 
expansion - a  significant difference. 

Thirdly, Mr. Manderino said, you know, the next step 
beyond this would be municipalities and that is ridiculous. It 
is important to note that this amendment does not do that. 
Mr. Manderino did not say that it did, but by the way, he let 
that hang out there; it kind of implied that this is something 
other than it really is. This is a county control; not a township 
control, not a borough control. 

Mr. Manderino also said this is parochial because this is a 
problem that all of us must face. The fact of the matter is that 
Mr. Manderino and his allies do not want to face the problem, 
and why should they? If there are going to be two landfills in 
my county to take care of their garbage and to take care of 
New Jersey garbage, why should they build any? Why should 
any county build any? And that is the real issue here: should 
each county have to do something. 

Now, we always hear this parochial business, but I see an 
amendment on my desk that talks about banning incineration 
in certain counties. I see a provision already in the bill that 
says if you already have an incinerator, the county gets to stop 
you from having any more. If we are going to do all of those 
things and they are not parochial, they are not parochial 
simply because of the people who happen to be trying to do 
them. If you really want everybody to share in solving this 
problem, then you have to give the counties control. 

Finally, we heard about Cambria County and about how 
parochialism prevails just a few miles south in Somerset 
County. But do you know what? One of those county com- 
missioners that I saw on my television screen about 2 weeks 
ago being parochial was .a county commissioner from 
Cambria County who said, we will not let any garbage into 
municipal landfills in Cambria County; we will not have any 
more landfills in our county. And I know what that means. 
That means they are going to ship it to Somerset County. If 
that is parochial, that is what I am here to do and that is what 
you are here to do. 
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Vote "yes." 1 NAYS-121 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. Dorr Letterman Raymond 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Duffv Linton Reinard 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Blaum 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Colafella 
Cornell 
COY 
DcWme 
Daley 
Dempsey 

Lloyd, characterized my remarks in a number of ways, all of  
which were incorrect, Mr. Speaker, as he characterized my 
description of his amendment as incorrect. I maintain, as I 
said when 1 came to the microphone just a few minutes ago, 
that this amendment is very little different than the amend- 
ment we defeated. It is a local-control amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, it does not seem to me that we gain anything 
by raising that specter of New Jersey garbage or out-of-State 
garbage coming into our local municipalities as reason for this 
kind of an amendment. Mr. Lloyd would be hard pressed to 
tell you that if his county that may have a landfill already 
operating there decides not to have any other landfill, he 
would be hard pressed to tell you how he is going to keep New 
Jersey garbage out of that one landfill. He knows it, I know 
it, we all know it; he is raising a red herring. 

What we are really about here, Mr. Speaker, again I say, is 
trying to solve a major problem, a critical problem, a problem 
that the bill addresses, a problem that I think is addressed well 
without this amendment. This amendment complicates the 
process. This amendment penalizes areas of the State who 
may make every effort under the sun, every effort possible 
and still not be able, for all of the reasons that I mentioned 
before - whether population, whether soil, whether dollars - t o  
solve their own problem. What Mr. Lloyd's amendment is 
saying is even if you cannot solve your own problem and even 
if you can prove you cannot solve your own problem and even 
if you have difficulty solving your own problem and even if it 
is going t o  cost you seventeen times as much to solve your own 
problem as we solve it here in Somerset County, even if that is 
so, you go ahead and solve your own problem, and 1 say that 
that is parochial. 

I maintain that that is not what we ought to be about here 
today, and I ask for a negative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-68 

Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowrki 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
George 
Gladcck 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Herman 
larolin 

BaAes ~ u z a m  Livengood Richardson 

i:;::i: Evans McClatchy Rieger 
Fattah McVerry Robbinr 

sillow Fee Maiale Roebuck 
Bimelin Flick Manderino Rudy 

FoT; Foster Manmiller Ryan 
Gamble Markosek Rybak 

Bortner Gannon Mayernik Saloom 
Bowser Geist Melio Saurman 

~ : ~ ~ ~ s  
Godshall Merry Seheetz 
Gruitra Michlovic Semmel 

B~~~ Harper Micouie Showers 
Burd Hayden Morris Smith, S. H. 

g2 Hayes Mowery Lyder .  D. W. 
Heckler Mrkonic Taylor, E. Z. 

cessar Hershey Murphy Taylor, J. 
Civera Hess Noye Trello 

:;Ze, Honaman O'Brien Van Horne 
Howletl O'Donoell Vroon 

Cahcn Hughes Olasz Wambach 
Cole Hutchinson Oliver Wiggins 
Co"gan ltkin Petrone Wogan 
Cowell Jackson Phillips Wozniak 
D ~ L ~ ~ ~  Jadlowiec Piccola Wright, J. L. 
Deverter Johnson Pievsky U'righl, R. C. 

Josephs Pistella 
Kenney Pittr Irvir, 

~i,,i",,i Kosinski Pressmann Speaker 
Donatucci LaGrotta Preston 

NOT VOTING-3 

Lashinger Moehlmann 
EXCUSED-5 

EjFiy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

The question was determined in the negative. and the 
a m e ~ d ~ e n t  was not agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
will the ~~~s~ agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. LUCYK offered the following amendments No. 

A225 1 : 

Amend Sec. 303, page 23, by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
(4) May prohibit municipal waste processing or dis- 

posal facilities located within the geographic boundaries of 

Kasunic 
Kukovich 
Langtry 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Maine 
Miller 
Nahill 
Perzel 
Punt 
Reber 
Ritter 

Schuler 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Veon 
Wass 
Werton 
Wright, D. R 
Yandrisevits 

the county from processing or disposing of municipal waste 
generated or produced outside the geographical boundaries of 
the county if this processing or  disposal would significantly 
diminish the processing or disposal capacity of the facilities. 
Amend Sec. 303, page 23, line 21, by striking out "(4)" and 

inserting 
( 5 )  

Amend Sec. 303, page 23, line 25, by striking out "(5)" and 
inserting 

(6)  

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Schuylkill, Mr. Lucyk. 

Mr. LUCYK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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I beg the indulgence of the House in offering this amend- 
ment. I realize that it is very similar to the one offered this 
morning by Representative Blaum. However, I think it is 
imnortant in that the last several s~eakers.  the last several - ~ - ~  

~~ 

people who have offered amendments have addressed this 
point of outside the veto, or whatever you want to call it, by 
county commissioners of outside solid waste. 1 might add that 
the amendment I am offering was also going to be offered by 
Representative George, who is the chairman of the Conserva- 
tion Committee. We had drawn similar amendments. 

As I said, I apologize to the House. However, I want the 
House to realize that the language which is contained in my 
amendment is the language that came over in SB 528 from the 
Senate. It was removed in the House Conservation Commit- 
tee; it was reinstated in the House Conservation Committee; 
removed again in the Appropriations Committee. The Senate 
and the House Conservation Committee reinstated this lan- 
guage or installed this language in this bill for the simple 
reason that we are telling our county commissioners, you have 
to plan for solid waste; you have to come up with some way to 
dispose of the solid waste of your residents; you have to come 
up with flow control. However, we are denying them, the 
county commissioners, the basic right to deny outside solid 
waste coming into their county. 

I hope as we proceed today the House members will come 
to the realization that this must be done, that we have to give 
our county commissioners some way that they can control the 
flow of outsidesolid wastecominginto the county. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for an affirmative vote on the amend- 
ment. 

On the auestion recurring, - 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-79 

Angsfadt Dawida LaGratta Punt 
Argall Dempsey Langtry Ritter 
Belardi Dietterick Lashinger Rybak 
Belfanti Distlcr Leh Saloom 
Birmeiin Dombrowski Lercovitr Schuler 
Blaum Fee Letterman Serafini 
Book Fischer Levdanrky Siiianni 
Bowley Fox Lloyd Snyder. G. 
Boyes Freeman Lucyk Slaback 
Broujos Gallen McCall Steighner 
Bush George McHale Stuban 
Caltagirone Gladeck Maine Taylor, F. 
Cappabianca Hagarty Mayernik Tigue 
Carlson Haluska Mrkonic Trello 
Cawley Hasay Murphy Veon 
Chadwick Herman Nahili Wass 
Colafella Hutchinson Perzel Weston 
Cornell Jaralin Petrone Wright, D. R 
COY Kasunic Pisrella Yandrirevits 
DeWeese Kukovich Preston 

NAYS-I 11 

Acosta Evans Linton Reinard 
Arty Fargo Livengood Richardson 
Barley Farmer McClatchy Rieger 
Battisto Fattah McVerry Robbins 
Billow Flick Maiale Roebuck 
Black Foster Manderino Rudy 
Bortner Gamble Manmiller Ryan 

Bowser Cannon Markosek Saurman 
Brandt Geist Melio Scheetr 
Bunt Godshall Merry Semmel 
Burd Gruitza Michlovic Showers 
Burns Grup~o Micozzie Smith, B 
Carn 
Cessai 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
Davier 
Dininni 
Donatucci 
Doir 
Duffy 
Durham 

Dale) 

Freind 
Va..--A., 

Harper Miller 
Hayden Moehlmann 
Hayes Morris 
Heckler Mowerr 
Hershe) Noye 
Hers O'Brien 
Honaman O'Donnell 
Howlett Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pievsky 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephr Pressmann 
Kenney Raymond 
Koiinski Reber 

NOT VOTING-2 

Sweet 
EXCUSED-5 

Kitchen Petiarca 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, 3. 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Seventy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. LUCYK offered the following amendments No. 

A2284: 

Amend Chaoter Heading. oaee 92. line 6. bv insertine after . . . I "MUNICIPALITY- - 
. HOST SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Amend sill, page 93, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
Section 1302. Host school district benefit fee. 

(a) Imposition.-There is imposed a host school district 
benefit fee upon the operator of each municipal waste landfill or 
resource recovery facility that receives a new permit or permit 
that results in additional capacity from the department under the 
Solid Waste Management Act after the effective date of this act. 
The fee shall be paid to the host school district. If the landfill or 
facility is located within more than one host school district, the 
fee shall be apportioned among them according to the percentage 
of the permitted area located in each school district. 

(b) Amount.-The fee is $1 to the host school district per 
ton of weighed solid waste or $1 per three cubic yards of volume- 
measured solid waste for all solid waste received at a landfill or 
facility. 

(c) School district options.-Nothing in this section or 
section 1304 shall prevent a host school district from receiving a 
higher fee or receiving the fee in a different form or at different 
times than provided in this section and section 1304. if the host 
school district and the operator of the municipal waste landfill or 
resource recovery facility agree in writing. 

(d) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following 
words and phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this 
subsection: 

"Host school district." The school district in which a 
municipal waste landfill or resource recovery facility is located or 
is proposed to be located. 
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Amend Sec. 1302, page 93, line 2, by striking out "1302" and I Amend Sec. 1305, page 97, line 3, by inserting after "munici- 

1304 1307 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 1, by striking out "AND Amend Sec. 1306, page 97, line 7, by striking out "OR 1302" 

1302" and insertine and insertine 

. . 
inserting 

1303 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 93, line 28, by striking out "1303" 

and inserting 

-~ ~- ' 130: and 1303 
- 
, 1302 or 1303 

Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 2, by inserting after "fee" Amend Sec. 1306, page 97, line 14, by striking out "AND 
where it appears the first time 1302" and inserting 

pality" 
,host school district 

Amend Sec. 1306, page 97, line 4, by striking out "1306" and 
inserting 4 

Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 17, by inserting after "fee" On the question, , host school district benefit fee 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 20, by inserting after "munici- Willthe agree the amendments? 

~ ~ 

the host school district 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 6, by inserting after "fee" 

, host school district benefit fee 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 15, by removing the period 

after "municipality" and inserting 
, host school district and host county. 

, I302 and 1303 
Amend Sec. 1306, page 97, line 20, by inserting after "fee" 

, host school district benefit fee 
Amend Sec. 1306, page 97, line 21, by striking out "1303(a)" 

and inserting 
1304(a) 

- 
1305 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 95, line 9, by inserting after "fee" 
, host school district benefit fee 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 95, line 16, by inserting after "fee" 
, host school district benefit fee 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 95, line 23, by inserting after "munici- 
pality" 

, host school district 
Amend Sec. 1304, page 95, line 26, by inserting after "fee" 

, host school district benefit fee 
Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 2, by inserting after "munici- 

pality" 
, host school district 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 4, by inserting after "fees" 
, host school district benefit fees 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 6, by inserting after "munici- 
pality" 

, host school district 
Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 8, by inserting after "munici- 

pality" 
, host school district 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 17, by striking out "OR 

pality" 
h o s t  school district 

Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 25, by inserting after "munici- 
pality" 

, host school district 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 94, line 29, by inserting after ''fee'' 

, host school district benefit fee 
Amend Sec. 1304, page 95, line 7, by striking out "1304" and 

insertine. 

- ~ 

1302" and inserting 
, 1302 or 1303 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 18, by inserting after "munici- 

The SPEAKER. On the queslion, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Schuylkill, Mr. Lucyk. 

Mr. LUCYK. Mr. Speaker, we have offered monetary com- 
pensation to host municipalities and host counties. What my 

amendment does is compensates the school districts to the 
tune of $1 a ton for solid waste facilities and tipping fees in 
the school districts. 

pality" 
, host school district 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 21, by inserting after "munici- 
nalities" e ~~ 

, host school districts 
Amend Sec. 1305. Daze 96. line 23. bv strikine out "1305" . . . 

and inserting 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-49 

Angstadt Fee Leh Serafini 
Argall Fox Lescovitz Sirianni 
Bowley Freeman Letterman Snyder, G. 
Boycs George Levdansky Steighner 
Broujos Gladeck Lloyd Sweet 
Caltagirone Hagang Lucyk Tigue 
Cappabianca Hasay McHale Veon 
Colafella Hutchinson Nahill Wass 
Cole Jaralin Perzel Wearon 
DeWeese Kenney Reber Wogan 
Dawida Kvkovich Ritter Wright. D. R. 
Dietterick LaGrotta Rybak Yandrisevits 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-138 

Acosta Dininni Kosinski Punt 
Arty Distler Lashinger Raymond 
Barley Donatucci Lintan Reinard 
Battiito Darr Livengood Richardson 
Belardi Duffy McCall Rieger 
Belfanti Durham McClatchy Robbins 
Billow Evans McVerry Roebuck 
Birmelin Fargo Maiale Rudy 
Black Farmer Maine Ryan 
Blaum Fattah Manderino Saloom 
Book Fischer Manmiller Saurman 
Bonner Flick Markosek Scheetr 
Bowser Foster Mayernik Schuler 
Brandt Gallen Melio Sernmel .,"" 

Amend Sec. 1305, page 96, line 25, by inserting after "FEE i::i Gamble Merry Showers 
Geirt Michlovic Smith, B. , host school district benefit fee Burns Godshall Micazie Smith, S. H. 

Amend Sec. 1305, page 96, line 27, by inserting after "munici- R , , ? ~  Gruina Miller Snvdcr. D. W 
pality" 

, host school district 

~ ~~~~~~ - ~~ ,~~~ . 
Gruppo Moehlmann Staback 
Halurka Morris Stairs 

Cawley Hayden Mowery Stuban 
Cessar Hayes Murphy Taylor. E. 2. 
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Chadwick Heckler 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hershey 
Clymer Hers 
Cohen Honaman 
Cornell Howlett 
Corrigan Hughes 
Cawell ltkin 
COY Jackson 
DeLuca Jadlowiec 
DeVerte~ Johnson 
Davies Josephs 
Demprey Kasunic 

NOT \ 

No ye Taylor, F. 
O'Brien Taylor, J. 
O'Donnell Trello 
Olasr Van Horne 
Oliver Vroon 
Petrone Wambach 
Phillips U'iggins 
Piccala Wozniak 
Pievsky Wright, J. L. 
Pistella Wright, R. C 
Pitts 
Pressman" Irvir, 
Preston Speaker 

IOTING-5 

Daley Harper Langtry Mikonic 
Gannon 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. CORRIGAN offered the following amendments No. 

A2378: 

Amend Sec. 502, page 37, line 27, by inserting after 
"MEETS" 

either of 
Amend Sec. 502, page 38, line 10, by striking out "A" and 

inserting 
The facility has a permit on the effective date of this act or within 
one year of  the date written notice of the development of a plan 
or a plan revision is given to municipalities pursuant to section 
5031b). whichever is later. or a 

kmend Sec. 502, page 38, lines 12 and 13, by striking out 
"WITHIN ONE YEAR OF THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE" 
in line 12, all of line 13 and inserting 

by such date. 

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

The SPEAKER. On  the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Corrigan. 

Mr. CORRIGAN. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
My amendment is intended t o  clarify the language as it 

applies t o  reasonable expansion in the case of privately owned 
landfills, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Blaurn 
Bonner 
Boyes 
Broujar 

Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Evans 
Fattah 
Fee 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gamble 

Lashinger Richardson 
Leh Rieger 
Lescavitr Ritter 
Letterman Roebuck 
Levdansky Rudy 
Linton Ryan 
Livengood Rybak 
Lloyd Saloorn 
Lucyk Semmel 
McCall Serafini 
McHale Showers 

Bunt 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVertei 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 

Arty 
Barley 
Billow 
Black 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowrer 
Brandt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlion 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
Dininni 

Gladeck Melio 
Gruppo Moehlmann 
Hagarty Morris 
Haluska Mrkonic 
Hasay Murphy 
Hayden Nahill 
Hayes O'Brien 
Herman O'Donnell 
Hershey Olasz 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perrel 
Hutchinson Petrone 
Jarolin Pistella 
Josephs Pins 
Kasunic Pressman" 
Kenney Preston 
Kosinski Punt 
LaCrotta Reber 
Langrry Reinard 

NAYS-71 

Doir 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fircher 
Flick 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gruiiza 
Harper 
Heckler 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 
ladlawiec 

NOT 

Johnson 
Kukavich 
McClarchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mawery 
Noye 
Phillips 
Piccola 

VOTING-I 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 

Pievsky 
Raymond 
Robbins 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Stain 
Stcighner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Wass 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C 
Yandrirevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

ltkin 
EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. TRELLO offered the following amendments No. 

A2484: 

Amend Sec. 103, page 14, by inserting between lines 23 and 24 
"New municipal waste landfill or resource recovery facil- 

ity." A municipal waste landfill or resource recovery facility for 
which a permit application is filed after the effective date of this 
act. A new municipal waste landfill shall not include a lateral 
expansion of an existing municipal waste landfill so long as the 
expansion is adjacent to the existing municipal waste landfill and 
on property owned or controlled by the existing municipal waste 
landfill owner or operator. 

Amend Sec. 1111, page 84, line 19, by striking out "THE 
FOLLOWING PERMITS" and inserting 

A permit for a new municipal waste landfill or 
resource recovery facility 

Amend Sec. 1111, page 84, line 22, by striking out 
"REQUIRE" and inserting 

requires 
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Amend Sec. 1111, page 84, line 27, by striking out the colon I The SPEAKER. We would love to have it. The Chair would 

Amend Sec. 1111, page 88, by inserting between lines 26 and ( waste landfill or resource recovery facility for which a permit 

after "PERIOD" and inserting a period 
Amend Sec. 11 11, page 84, lines 28 through 30; page 85, lines 

1 through 5, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 
Amend Sec. 1111, page 88, line 21, by inserting after "of" 

new 

be absolutely ecstatic to get order. In short of such ecstasy, 
will you quiet 

Continue, Mr. Trello. w 
Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, this deals with a municipal 

~ ~~ r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  -~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

,~~~~ ~~ ~~~ ~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~ ~~~ 

the immediately preceding year, the municipal waste landfill's I a landfill owner wants to expand, as long as he owns the prop- 

27 
(e) Municipal waste landfills with limited remaining capac- 

ity.-When a municipal waste landfill has a remaining existing 
caoacitv of three vears or less on the volumes received in 

permit shall be deemed to include a provision requiring the I erty and gets permission from the local municipality to 

application is filed after the effective date. What this would 
do is say that a new municipal waste landfill shall not include 
the lateral expansion of an existing landfill. In other words, if 

municipal waste landfill not to exceed those volumes so as to 
allow the municipal waste landfill to remain operational for the 
three year period. Existing municipal waste landfills shall make 
an annual calculation of remaining existing capacity. At such 

expand an existing facility, he would not require a permit to 
enlarge his existing landfill. That is part of the amendment. 

The other part of the amendment, Mr. Speaker, deals 
. ~ 

time as the owner or operator of a municipal waste landfill deter- with- 
mines that it has only three years of remaining capacity, the I TheSPEAKER. Just amoment, Mr. Trello. Hold on. 
owner or ooerator of the municioal waste landfill shall notifv all I 
customers of the extent to whichill volumes shall be limited until 
such time as the facilitv closes or is exnanded to handle additional 
waste. 

Amend Sec. 11 12, page 88, line 28, by inserting after "A" 
new 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 89, lines 6 through 8, by striking out 
", OR" in line 6, all of line 7, and "LANDFILL," in line 8 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 89, lines 12 and 13, by striking out ", 
OR THAT WOULD" in line 12, and all of line 13 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 90, lines 1 through 30, by striking out 
all of lines 1 through 29, "(E)" in line 30 and inserting 

(C) 
Amend Sec. 1112, page 91, line 1, by striking out "(I)" 
Amend Sec. 1112, page 91, lines 10 through 22, by striking 

out all of lines 10 through 21, "(F)" in line 22, and inserting 
(dl 

Amend Sec. 1 1  12, page 92, line 1, by striking out "(G)" and 
inserting 

(e) 
Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 

Section 1902. Inconsistent rules and regulations. 
All regulations and parts of regulations inconsistent with this 

act are hereby declared to be of no force and effect to the extent 
of the inconsistency. 

Amend Sec. 1902, page 136, line 16, by striking out "1902" 
and inserting 

1903 
Amend Sec. 1903, page 136, line 30, by striking out "1903" 

and inserting 
1904 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? - 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Trello. 
Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, what this amendment does is 

it refers t o  the municipal waste landfill or resource recovery 
facility for which a permit application is filed after the effec- 
tive date. 

What this does is says that a new municipal waste landfill 
shall not include a lateral expansion of an existing municipal 
waste landfill. In other words- 

Mr. GLADECK. Excuse me. 
A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The House will stand at ease. 
Mr. Trello, you have been called out of order. We apolo- 

gize to you. We will come back t o  you later. 
We had changed your position thinking that that was the 

request of the majority leader. It is not his request. The next 
person will be Mr. Burns. 

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

amended? 
Mr. BURNS offered the following amendment No. A2230: 

Amend Sec. 51 1. oaae 50. lines 1 through 21. bv strikine out . - . .  - 
all of said lines and inserting 
Section 51 1. Site limitation. 

The department shall not issue a permit for, nor allow the 
operation of, a new municipal waste landfill, a new residual waste 
treatment facility, a new resource recovery facility, or a new dis- 
posal facility within 1,500 yards of a building which is owned by a 
school district and is used for instructional purposes, parks or 
playgrounds existing prior to the date the department has 
received an administratively complete application for a permit for 
such facilities. For the purpose of this section, a municipal waste 
landfill or resource recovery facility shall include facilities for the 
processing, compacting, treatment, storage, offloading or trans- 
ferring of municipal waste. This section shall not affect any mod- 
ification, extension, addition or renewal of existing permitted 
facilities. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment. the Chair recoenizes - 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 

1 Mr. BURNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment simply says that no  resource 

recovery plant may be built within 1,500 yards of an existing 
State park. Basically that is what the amendment does and 
that was the reason why it was put in. 

There is a recovery facility planned within that distance, 
and it will, for all intents and purposes, close down this State 
park and marina and prevent a lot of people from enjoying 
the pleasures that that park and marina now give. With a 
resource recovery material plant right beside it, the traffic and w 
the problems created would be horrendous. 
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1 would ask for your support on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the Burns amendment, the Chair rec- 

ognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I did not have an opportunity 

really to look at this amendment. From the description of it, 
though, I have to oppose it. I think of my own county of 
Delaware. When you put on a 1,500-yard prohibition, today 
there are two incinerators proposed for the city of Chester, 
and 1 have to think that within a mile of those proposed sites 
there is a park of some sort, and with an automatic prohibi- 
tion, I think that that would be unfair, particularly in the case 
of a highly urbanized area. If Philadelphia wanted to put in 
an incinerator one of these days, I am sure there are parks 
within 1,500 yards of any site in Philadelphia. 

So under the circumstances, although I understand what 
the gentleman is trying to do, 1 think that, speaking only for 
myself-it was sprung on me too quickly-I do not have a 
chance to see just what it would do with a number of the pro- 
posed sites and would oppose it. 

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to question the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Burns indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. TIGUE. Mr. Speaker, in the amendment it says " ... a 

building which is owned by a school district ...." Therefore, 
would this amendment eliminate those higher education 
schools, private schools, etcetera, since they are not owned by 
school districts? 

Mr. BURNS. That would be the case, Mr. Speaker, and I 
guess I was looking at one particular area and trying to solve a 
problem that may come up in that area. I suspect you are 
correct. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, with some humility I must 
oppose my majority leader, and for the reason that as the bill 
came to the Committee on Conservation, there were members 
on that committee that felt that we should in fact protect our 
aquifers, and as Mr. Manderino so well explained how long 
1,500 yards is, we daresay that aquifers move in an area much 
longer than 1,500. The bill was amended in the Appropri- 
ations Committee down to 300 yards, and also there was a 
provision put in there that could completely overlook even the 
300 yards. 

I urge that we support this amendment to protect this 
school property. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-84 

Angsradt 
Argall 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cawlev 

COY 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Diettcrick 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Fatlah 
Fee 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Geist 
Georee 

Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Karunic 
Kosinski 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 

Phillips 
Punt 
Raymond 
Rebei 
Reinard 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Sauiman 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Snyder, G 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Tavlor. F. 

~essa ;  Gladeck Maiale Taylor, 1. 
Chadwick Hagany Maine Veon 
Civera Hasay Morris Wambach 
Clymer Hayes Mowery Wass 
Cohen Herman Nahill Wright. D. R 
Colafella Herr Noye Wright, J. L. 
Cole Howlett O'Brien Yandrisevits 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from I Acosta Durham McClatchy Roebuck 

Bucks, Mr. Burns. 
Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, just one quick comment. I keep 

trying to hide these amendments from the minority leader, but 
he is too fast for me and he gets to me on those. But all I can 
say is the situation that I am presented with presents a State 
park 1,500 yards from the mouth of this proposed plant. I 
think it would be a disaster in that particular area, and I have 
just tried to prevent it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly. 
This is another one of the same group of amendments that 

say "not in my backyard." That is what they say. 
This prohibits the siting of new facilities within 1,500 yards. 

That is almost 1 mile from any school, any school property, 
any playground, park, owned by a school district. It does not 
even have to be using it, as long as it is owned by them. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for anegative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Any Evans McVerr y Ryan 
Barley Fargo Manderino Saloom 
Ballisto Farmer Manmiller Scheeu 
Billow Fischer Markosek Schuler 
Birmelin Flick Mayernik Semmel 
Blaum Foster Merry Showers 
Bonner Gamble Michlovic Smith. B. - ~ 

Bowley 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Bush 
Carn 
Clark 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeVerler 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dininni 
Dirtler 
Dorr 
Duiiy 

Cannon 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
GWPO 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Heckler 
Hershey 
Honaman 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kukovich 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Livengood 

Micozzie 
Miller , 

Moehlmann 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Riegei 
Ritter 
Robbins 

smith; S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
Vroon 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 



Amend Sec. SlO, page 48, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
(c) Environmental impact statement.-The department shall 

not issue any approval or permit for a resource recovery facility 
under the Solid Waste Management Act, unless the applicant has 
submitted to the department an environmental impact statement 
on the short-term and long-term effects of the facility on the envi- 
ronment. This statement shall be in the manner and form as pre- 
scribed by the department. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, this one is just different than 
the other. This one would say that before a permit could be 
issued for either a landfill or  a waste recovery facility, an envi- 
ronmental impact study must be made. Right now it is my 
understanding that DER "may" require an environmental 
impact study. This would make it absolutely clear to the 
department that before any permits could be issued, this envi- 
ronmental impact study would have to be made. This would 
take into account the traffic, the wetlands, and all of the other 
environmental features that would have to be given an okay 
prior to a resource recovery material plant or a landfill being 
built. 

I think that is a reasonable request. There is no prohibition 
here. It is something that if it does not harm the environment, 
then it may be constructed, and I ask your support. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this again is in the same 
form of, how do I prevent landfills; how do I prevent resource 
recovery, and this is just another stumbling block or  require- 
ment, unnecessary really, because Act 97 now requires the 
Department of Environmental Resources to do an environ- 
mental study-they call it an environmental assessment- 
before any of these things are sited. 

This is putting the burden on the applicant, and no one 
really knows what we are talking about when we arc asking an 
applicant to do an environmental impact statement on short- 
and long-term effects of the facility on the environment. I 
think that is redundant; not only redundant, it puts in a 
second place, do you think anyone filing an application is 
going to send anything to the department but a favorable 
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ment of Environmental Resources. They are just not going to 
accept anything that comes up out of hand from the builder, 
and because of the tremendous impact that these facilities 
may have on the environment of a particular community at 
the time that they are built, to say that that is something that 
might be done if the department feels like it, I think we ought 
to tell the department that they must do it. We are not prohib- 
iting anybody from building anything, provided that they do 
not hurt the environment, and if they d o  not, they are 
welcome to build as many as they would like. 

I cannot see any harm to such an amendment, and I would 
ask for your support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-89 

Angstadt Fischer Kenney Prerrmann 
Belfanti Foster Kosinski Reber 
Black Fox LaCrorta Reinard 
Blaum Freeman Langtry Ritter 
Bowser Geist Lashinger Robbins 
Boyes George Leh Rybak 
Burns Gladeck Lescovirz Saioom 
Carlson Gruppo Lloyd Saurman 
Cawley Hagany Lucyk Schuler 
Clymer Harper McCall Serafini 
Cohen Hasay McHale Smith, S. H. 
Colafella Hayes McVerry Snyder. G. 
Corrigan Heckler Miller Staback 
Cowell Herman Morris Steighner 
DeWeese Hershey Mowery Stuban 
Davier Hess Murphy Taylor. F. 
Dawida Howlett Nahill Taylor, 1. 
Dietterick Hutchinson O'Brien Tigue 
Distler Jadlowiec Perzel Veon 
Dorr Jarolin Phillips Wass 
Fargo Johnson Pistella Wright, 1. L. 
Farmer Kasunic Pitts Yandrisevitr 
Fee 

NAYS-96 

Acosta COY Levdansky Roebuck 
Argall DeLuca Livengood Rudy 
Any DeVener McClatchy Ryan 
Barley Daley Maiale Scheetr 
Battisto Dempsey Maine Semmel 
Belardi Dininni Manderino Showers 
Billow Dombrowski Manmiller Smith, B. 
Birmelin Donatucci Markorek Snyder, D. W. 
Book Duffy Mayernik Stairs 
Banner Durham Merry Sweet 
Bowiey Evans Michlovic Taylor, E. 2. 

NOT VOTING-6 

Linton Pistella Richardson Hughes 
Kenney Melio 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. BURNS offered the following amendment No. A2176: 

report on the environment? I would think not. I think it is 
better that the environment is assessed so far as this facility's 
impact by the Department of Environmental Resources. 

I ask,for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. w 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Bucks, Mr. Burns. 
Mr. BURNS. The majority leader points out that the 

Department of ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l  R~~~~~~~~ does it now. ~h~~ 
d o  not have to d o  it now. They may do it, but they do not 
have to. That is my understanding of the present law. 

I cannot see what harm it is going to d o  anybody to have the 
company go out and do an environmental impact study that 
will be checked-I hope it would be checked-by the Depart- 



Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Calragirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cole 
Cornell 

Fattah 
Hughes 

Freind 
K r n " d \ .  

Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 869 

. . - . . . . - - , 
The question was determined in the negative, and the 

amendment was not agreed to. 

Flick Micozzie Trello 
Gallen Moehlmann Van Horne 
Gamble Mrkonic Vroon 
Cannon Naye Wambach 
Godshall Olarr Weston 
Gruitra Oliver Wiggins 
Haluska Petrone Wogan 
Hayden Piccola Wozniak 
Honaman Pieviky Wright, D. R. 
ltkin Presron Wright, R. C. 
Jackson Punt 
Josephs Raymond Irvis, 
Kukovich Rieger Speaker 
Lelterman 

NOT VOTING-7 

Linton O'Donnell Sirianni 
Melio Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 
problem with health and safety. I Mr. MANDERINO. But should there not be a threat to 

Mr. MANDERINO. Will the gentleman offering the 
amendment submit to interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Dempsey indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, on page 68 of the bill, 
there is a clause that says, "The municipal inspector has the 
right to halt operations of the facility if the inspector deter- 
mines that there is an immediate threat to health and safety." 
Now, that seems to be about the same thing that you are 
saying in this amendment. Can you tell me what thedifference 
is? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. We are talking about regulations, not just 
a broad term of health and safety. We are saying that he 
should only be able to find that the regulations are not 
enforced, not just to make a determination that there is a 

health and safety, whether it is in violation of the law or in 
violation of the regulations? It should make no difference, 
should it? As long as there is a threat to health and safety, we 

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

amended? 
Mr. DEMPSEY offered the following amendment No. 

A2223: 

Amend Sec. 1102, page 68, lines 10 through 20, by striking 
out all of said lines and inserting 
The municipal inspector has the right to halt operations of the 

halt in operations. If the department determines that there is no 1 them cane bianche: he can term anvthine as beinz azainst 

can shut it down with the local inspector. I do not see what 
you are adding by this amendment, and 1 am asking you, 
because on a health and safety issue, I want to make sure I 
understand what you are doing. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. We are saying that the regulations govern 
the health and safety, and they must be following the regula- 
tions, not just a broad term of health and safety. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Aeain, can you explain to me what the 
facility if the inspector determines that there is a violation of 
Department of Environmental Resources regulations which con- 
stitute an immediate threat to health and safety. This halt in oper- 
ations shall remain in effect until the department evaluates the sit- 
uation and determines whether there is a continuing need for the 

violation of its regulations, the department shall lift the halt order 
whereupon the municipal inspector has the right to appeal this 
determination to the court of common pleas which shall consider 
the matter immediately, thereby enabling operations to resume 
until the court orocess is consumated. 

difference is between you are-doing-and what is already 
in the bill? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. It narrows the parameters upon which the 
municipal inspector can shut down a facility. We are giving 

. - - - 
health and safety. But we are saying he must follow the regu- 
lations; that is all. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Are you saying that if there is an 
imminent threat to health and safety which does not hamen 

the gentleman from Lycoming, Mr. Dempsey. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment attempts to address the discretionary 

power that is given to the municipal inspector and to temper 
that power so that the municipal inspector cannot hold 
hostage the rest of the county and its solid waste disposal 
efforts by declaring that regulations constitute an immediate 
threat to health and safety after the Department of Environ- 
mental Resources has inspected this and say they have not. 
What we are doing is saying that the power is with the Depart- 
ment of Environmental Resources. If the municipal inspector 
feels that they are wrong, he must petition the court to have 
that overthrown. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

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

  he SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

with somebody who has some knowledge, and we do not want 
a municipal inspector to use that excuse to hold a township or 
acounty hostage for some other means. 

Mr. MANDERINO. All right. I understand what the gen- 
tleman is doing. 

Mr. Speaker, I would oppose the amendment. If there is an 
imminent danger, imminent threat, to health and safety, there 
ought to be an ability by the local people to shut down the 
facility. If it is shown that that is not a threat to health and 
safety, certainly the shutdown will certainly be lifted. I do not 
think that we ought to say, you can only shut down the facil- 
ity, local official, local inspector, if they are violating a regu- 
lation, even though there might be a threat to health and 
safety. If there is a health and safety threat, I think they ought 
to have the right to shut down the facility. 

. . 
to be a violation of any regulation, it is perfectly all right to 
keep operating? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. We are saying that we do  not want to give 
that kind of power to a municipal inspector. We want it to go 
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I ask for a negative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I think we are all trying to get to 

the same target. It is a question of what is the best way togo. 
Now, as I listened to Mr. Manderino, 1 was swaying over 

towards his line of argument. If there is an immediate threat 
to health and safety, well, by golly, we should be able to close 
it down. But the other side of the argument I think is the 
Dempsey side, which is someone can arbitrarily say, I am 
closing you down because I perceive this as a threat to health 
and safety, despite the fact that it is in no regulation. 

1 am going to side with Mr. Dempsey, and I think my argu- 
ment being that, to take care of the problem raised by Mr. 
Manderino, if there is a threat to health and safety and it is 
not covered by a regulation, which is hard to conceive of, you 
can immediately go into court and get an injunction and close 
it down. 

For that reason, 1 think it is best that these inspectors have a 
set of guidelines, a set of rules. They are the rules of the 
department, and if there is a violation, that inspector, who 
usually is not highly, highly trained and sophisticated, if he 
can spot a violation of a rule, fine; close them down. If it is 
something more serious and it is not in the rules, well, then- 
I have trouble seeing something like this happening, but you 
can go into court and get an immediate injunction; if it is that 
serious. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, there need not be any Ian- 
guage for an inspector to shut down a facility if in fact he or 
she recognizes a violation of regulations. But you know, we 
talk about our responsibility to each county as legislators and 
that we should not do anything to confine or eliminate the 
safe disposal of our trash, and that is the reason in the com- 
mittee we gave localgovernment the opportunity to have their 
own inspector, who might be there when a DER inspector is 
not there, who will be there because he is a part of the commu- 
nity. And if that inspector does not have a right to make an 
honest judgment call when he feels something has gone on or 
is taking place, even whether he is sure that it is in violation of 
a regulation but a violation of a good logic, I think he should 
have the opportunity. That is why we say to people, we will 
make this material much more safe to handle, and this amend- 
ment basically alleviates and removes the inspector's ability to 
do what he believes is necessary and most right in protecting 
the citizens in his area. This is not an argument of where it is 
coming from but the fact of where it is going and the fact that 
it should be handled properly. 

1 think we should defeat this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lehigh, Mr. Pressmann. 
Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the Dempsey amend- 

ment. 
In the Lehigh Valley, we have a proposal for a resource 

recovery plant - a trash to steam, whatever - and one of the 

promises that has been made to us and one of the commit- 
ments that has been made to us and the people of our commu- 
nities was that the municipalities would exercise some control 
over that plant and would be able to shut it down when some- W 
thing was happening that appeared to be an environmental 
hazard. I think that Mr. Dempsey's amendment weakens that 
control that the municipality will have. For those of us who 
are skeptical of the trash-burning system that is being pro- 
posed in this State, we feel that it is necessary Jo have these 
kinds of controls. 

I recognize what Mr. Dempsey is trying to do, but I think he 
is making a mistake in that those of us who must live in areas 
where there will he trash to steam, where there will be these 
mass burn incinerators, we want some kind of control so that 
our environment is protected and our municipalities are repre- 
sented in the decisionmaking on whether or not a plant should 
be closed down because it represents a threat to our environ- 
ment. 

I ask for a "no" vote on Mr. Dempsey's amendment. 
The SPEAKER. 'The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Montgomery, Mr. Reber. 
Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the amendment. 
I think the amendment goes a long way to strengthening the 

bill. The particular language that is in the bill that is the 
subject to this amendment introduces something rather novel, 
to my knowledge, and it also introduces something 1 think is 
necessary and something that many of our local municipalities 
would desire to have in place and specifically regulated. 

The problem we have is, 1 think that there has to be funda- 
w 

mental fairness; 1 think there has to be an equal application of 
the rules of the game. As the legislation is currently before us 
without the amendment, it provides for what I like to phrase 
as a very subjective test. The amendment of Mr. Dempsey 
provides what appears to be an objective test. What we are 
getting into is in fact delineating what would he the reasons 
why operations should be halted, and I think those operations 
that are going to be halted should be done so in a very speci- 
fied form. 

Now, more importantly, 1 think what we are talking about 
is that only regulations, only laws, if you will, as to the effec- 
tive operation which promotes the health and safety of the 
surrounding people and of the facility's environment itself, 
can be carried out and, frankly, should be carried out in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We have those regulations 
on the books. 1 think if we do not have regulations on the 
books that in essence cover each and every particular concern 
for health and safety, certainly DER is remiss in not doing 
that and appropriately remedying that after today's debate. I 
feel confident that the particular regulations as they currently 
are are specific enough, and I would daresay, without looking 
at all the Pennsylvania Code regulations for DER on these 
subjects, that there frankly is probably a section in there that 
gives the subjective catchall that I think Representative Mand- 
erino would like us to feel is absolutely necessary. v 
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Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of the amend- 
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Daley Kosinrki Olasr W G i a k  
Dawida Kukovich Oliver Wright, D. R. 
Dietterick LaGrotta Petrone Wright, J. L. 

So I think by adopting the Dempsey amendment, we have 
the best of all worlds, and more importantly, we do not 
subject that particular operation that is halted legitimately to 
get off the hook because it was done so under a very nebulous 
justification, whereas under the Dempsey amendment, it will 
be done under a very specific statutory codification violation, 
which can be delineated in the halt order at the outset. 

I would support the Dempsey amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Indiana. Mr. Wass. 

Billow George McCall Roebuck 
BOnne' Gruitza McHale Rudy 
Bowley Haluska Maiale Rybak 
Bayer Harper Maine Saloom 
Broujos Hayden Manderino Snyder. G. 
CdtagirOne Markasek Staback 
Cappabianca Howlett Mayernik Sweet 
Colafella Hughes Melio Taylor, F. 
Cole Hutchinson Michlavic Tigue 
Corrigan ltkin Morris Van Home 
Cowell Jaralin Mrkonic Veon 
Coy Josephs Murphy Wambach 
DeLuca Kasunic O'Donnell Wiggins 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Dempsey indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, you relate to problems beyond 
the regulations. Is that right? If it is not in the regulations, 
then the gentleman would d o  what? The inspector would do 
what if it is not in the regulations and he sees an unsafe situa- 
tion? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. He could go to DER and ask them to 
check the facility. If he felt that they were wrong, he has relief 

ment? 

by applying through the courts. 
Mr. WASS. Okay. So his move would be- If the provi- 

sions are not in the legislation or  in the regulations, you are 
asking him, now, if you are going to shut this down, you call 
DER and verify whether this is necessary or not or whether we 
have an unsafe condition. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes; that is right, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. WASS. Thank you very much. 

1 Dombronrski Leh Pievsky 

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

The following roll call was recorded: I 
Argall 
ARY 
Barley 
Battisto 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlron 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dorr 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
FOX 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godrhall 
Gruppa 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 

Johnson 
Kenney 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Philli~s 

Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Sreighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Trello 

Donatucci Lescovitz Pistella h i s ,  
Duffy Letterman Pressmann Speaker 
Evans Levdansky 

NOT VOTING-11 

Blaum Clark Fartah Taylor, 1. 
Cam Cohen Flick Wright, R. C. 
Cersar Durham Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. DEMPSEY offered the following amendments No. 

A2224: 

Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, lines 13 and 14, by striking out 
"The fee shall be paid to the host municipality AND COUNTY." 

Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 18, by inserting after "the" 
where it appears the first time 

site 
Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 20, by inserting after 

"42awXw." 
The fee shall be paid as follows: 

(I) Sixty percent of the fee shall be paid to the host 
municipality as a site fee. 

(2) Forty percent of the fee shall be paid to the host 
municipality and the surrounding municipalities in amounts 
equal to that proportion of the municipal services rendered by 
each municipality to the facility as a percentage of the total 
municipal services rendered to the facility. For the purpose of 
this subsection, municipal services shall mean those services 
normally performed by a municipality in the ordinary course 
of conducting municipal business and is intended to include, 
but not he limited to, such services as fire and police protec- 
tion, snow removal, maintenance of roadway access and 
medical services. 

Clymer Herman piccola Vroon On the question, 
Cornell Hershey Pitts Was 
DeVener Honaman Raymond Weston Will the House agree to the amendments? 

AcOSta Fee Linton Preston 
Angstadt Foster Livengood Punt 
Belardi Freeman Lloyd Rieger 
Belfanti Gamble Lucyk Ritter 

DeWeese Jackson Reber Wagan 
Davier Jadlowirc Reinard Yandrisevits 
Dempsey 

NAYS-92 
Mr. Speaker, what we are attempting to address here is a 

problem that we have, especially locally, in that the host 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lycoming, Mr. Dempsey. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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municipality really does not provide any service at all to our 
landfill. These services are provided by neighboring munici- 
palities, when it comes to fire service, road service, and that 
type of thing. What we are saying is that this tipping fee that is 
going to the municipalities should be distributed and distri- 
buted fairly, and we are asking that 60 percent of the fee go to 
the host municipality, but 40 percent of it should be divided 
among those municipalities that are offering the services that 
areneeded by the landfill. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the committee approved 
what is in the bill now so far as these fees are concerned. I 
think that everyone trying to change it and split it is not the 
way that this should be done. If there are valid reasons for 
changes, they should have been submitted to committee. If 
they were not submitted to committee, we ought to under- 
stand more about them before we put them in the bill and 
send it to the Senate. 

I would ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. I simply echo the majority leader's logic. It 

is absolutely necessary that this be defeated. The host munici- 
pality is the municipality where the site is located, where the 
odor emits from, where we have a degradation of the land 
itself, and we therefore should not take this away from the 
local municipality or the county. 

I urge we defeat this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cerrar 
Chadwick 
Clymer 
Cornell 
DeWeere 
Davies 

Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dori 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Gcist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
GNPPO 
Hagany 
Hasay 
Heckler 
Herman 
Herrhey 

Honaman 
Jackson 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
McVerp 
Manmiller 
Merry 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Punt 
Raymond 

NAYS-102 

Acosta Duffy Lescovitz 
Battirto Fattah Letterman 
Belardi Fee Levdanrky 
Billow Flick Linton 
Black Foster Livengood 
Blaum Gamble Lloyd 

Reber 
Reinard 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Vroon 
Wasr 
Weston 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Preston 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 

Bortner 
Bowiey 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy  
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
Daley 

George 
Grvitza 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Hess 
Howiett 
Hughes 
Hutchinsan 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 

McCall 
McHale 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Petrone 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R 

~ a w i d a  Kosinski Pievsky 
Dombrowrki Kukovich Pistella IN~s. 
Donatucci LaGrotta Pressmann Speaker 

NOT VOTING-3 

Evans Richardson Taylor. J. 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. DEMPSEY offered the following amendments No. 

A2225: 

Amend Sec. 304, page 26, line 28, by striking out "(1)" v 
Amend Sec. 304, page 27, lines 6 through 16, by striking out 

all of said lines 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lycoming, Mr. Dempsey. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what this amendment does, again, is to try to 

take away some of the discretionary powers that the host 
municipality can hold. The group of people who are collecting 
the sewage and things that we need, the solid waste, they can 
be held hostage by setting discretionary hours and making 
rules and regulations that make it almost impossible for 
anybody to follow. So what we are doing is we are asking for 
that whole paragraph to be struck. 

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

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, under this bill at the present time, those 

municipalities which are unfortunate enough to be the site of 
landfills have the opportunity to have some ordinances to 
control traffic, to control hours of operation. 1 have been to 
countless meetings of local citizens groups Over the last 7 1/2 
years, complaining about landfills and other kinds of solid 
waste disposal, and always, always, one of the top complaints w 
are the truck traffic and the hours of operation. This bill at 
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the present time attempts to give the municipalities some 
ability to reasonably control that. It provides that if the land- 
fill thinks it cannot live with that ordinance, it can go to the 
county court. 

Mr. Dempsey proposes to take away from those municipali- 
ties any ability, any ability, to regulate those things. If we 
actually are going to be involved in a mutual effort to try to 
solve this problem and if it is not a situation in which you are 
saying, we are going to put it in your county and to heck with 

Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Broulos 
Burns 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carlsan 
Carn 
Cawlev 

Gallen 
Gamble 
Geirt 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Havden 

Lucyk Saloom 
McCall Saurman 
McHale Scheetr 
McVerry Schuler 
Maiale Semmel 
Maine Serafini 
Manderino Showers 
Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Melio Snyder, G. 
Merry Staback 
Michlovic Stei~hner 

- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentle- 

man, Mr. Lloyd. You know, when I stand at the microphone 
and I tell you that we should not adopt amendments that say 
"not in my backyard," we should not have local veto amend- 
ments, I honestly believe that we will not get a good bill unless 
we take that philosophy. But by the same token, local munici- 
palities and local counties must have significant input - the 
inspection, the closing down when there is a threat to health 
and safety, the ability to pass reasonable ordinances of times 
of operation. Certainly you cannot take that away from them. 
If you take that away from them, I do not blame them for 
insisting on local veto, but I think that there is a balance that 
can be struck. I think that we can get a good bill. I think the 
locals can have their input, significant input, protections for 
their people, and yet not a complete prohibition by local veto. 

I ask for a negative vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I urge all of those who hear 

our voices today to turn down this amendment. This probably 
is the most significant part of the entire bill, which gives an 
opportunity to the local area to at least have some input into 
the future of their area. 

I urge that we defeat this amendment. 

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

you, then you have got to give us these kinds of protections. 
You cannot vote to take this out of the bill, as Mr. Dempsey 
proposes. 

I ask for a negative vote. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-36 

~essa ;  ~ a i e s  Micazrie stuban 
Civera Herman Moehlrnann Sweet 
Clark Hers Morris Taylor, F. 
Clymer Honaman Mowery Tigue 
Cohen Howlett Mrkonic Van Hornc 

Barley 
Birmelin 
Book 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Chadwick 

Angrtadt 
Argall 
Any 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 

Cornell 
DeWeese 
Dempsey 
Distler 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
nick 
Fox 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fattah 
Fee 
Foster 
Freeman 

Gannon 
Hagmy 
Heckler 
Hershey 
Langiry 
McClatchy 
Manmiller 
Miller 
Nahill 

NAYS-143 

Leh 
Lescavitz 
Letterma 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 

Noye 
Petrane 
Piccola 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Stairs 
Taylor, E. 7. 
Trello 
Vroon 

Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbinr 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 

Colafella 
1 Cole 

Corrigan 
Coivell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
Daley 
Davier 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Dombiawrki 

Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kenney 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Lashinger 

NOT 

Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Phillips 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 

VOTING- 

Veon 
Wambach 
wars 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, I .  L. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Acosta Kosinski Perzel Taylor, J. 
Donatucci O'Brien Richardson Wcston 
Evans Oliver Roebuck Wright, R. C. 
Kasunic 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Gladeck, rise? 

Mr. GLADECK. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently voted "yes" 
on amendment 2224 to SB 528, and I would like to be 
recorded as a "no." 

The SPEAKER. All right. No one else rise to correct the 
record now, please. Let us get the business out of the way, and 
then we will recognize all of you who want to correct the 
record. 

I WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. While we have the temporary hiatus, the 
Chair welcomes in the gallery visitors who are the guests of 
Mr. Piccola - Mrs. Ruby Broaden and guests from the 
Broaden House in Susquehanna Township. They are in the 
balcony. Welcome to the hall of the House. We are delighted 
to have you here, ladies. There they are in the balcony. 
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CONSIDERATION OF SB 528 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. G. M. SNYDER offered the following amendments 

No. A2195: 

Amend Table of Contents, page 4, by inserting between lines 
14and 15 
Section 151 I. Municipal special waste collection programs. 

Amend Bill, page 120, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
Section 151 1. Municipal special waste collection program. 

(a) Waste collection programs.-Any sponsoring entity may 
conduct a nonprofit municipality hazardous waste collection 
program for the purpose of collecting small quantities of hazard- 
ous household waste and encouraging residents, homeowners and 
small businesses to properly dispose of small quantities of haz- 
ardous household waste. These programs may be conducted at 
such times and at such places as the sponsoring entity determines 
would best encourage proper disposal of waste, would demon- 
strate environmentally sound disposal procedures and would 
provide the best educational value to the municipality. 

(b) Receptacles.-Materials collected under the program 
shall be deposited in a receptacle provided by a transporter 
licensed under applicable Federal and State statutes and regula- 
tions for the handling and transportation of hazardous waste. 

(c) Collection events.-Collection events shall be scheduled 
for not more than seven consecutive days, and no waste shall 
remain at the collection site for more than 24 hours following the 
event. Collection receptacles shall be removed by the transporter 
within 24 hours following the conclusion of the collection event. 

(d) Sites.-Collection events may be conducted on sites 
selected by the sponsoring entity or entities. Such sites may be on 
public or private property, including, but not limited to, property 
owned, leased or controlled by the Commonwealth, its agencies 
or 11s political subd~visions. Written permission to usc the site for 
theconduct of thce\.cnt shall be obta~ned from the owner prior to 
the event. 

(e) Liability.-In order to encourage the establishment of 
programs for the education of the public and for the proper dis- 
posal of household hazardous waste, an owner who, without 
charge, permits any property to be used as a site for a collection 
event shall not be liable for any damage, harm or injury to any 
person or property which results from the use of the property as a 
site for a collection event. 

(f) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following 
words and phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this 
subsection: 

"Owner." The possessor of a fee interest; a tenant, lessee, 
occupant, or person in control; or the Commonwealth, its agen- 
cies and its political subdivisions. 

"Small business." Any commercial establishment not regu- 
lated under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 
(Public Law 94-580.42U.S.C. 5 6901 et seq.). 

"Sponsoring entity." A municipality, a group of municipal- 
ities, a nonprofit organization, a nonprofit association or a vol- 
unteer organization. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Snyder, on the amendment. 

Mr. G. M. SNYDEi3. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment is designed to encourage the proper collec- 

tion and disposal of what is commonly known as household 

hazardous waste. Much of this waste is now deliberately or 
even indeliberately being disposed of in solid waste municipal 
landfills where it really should not go. Throughout the Com- 
monwealth, numerous volunteer groups have organized to 
properly collect this household waste and properly dispose of 

e 
it in hazardous waste sites. Unfortunately, they have been 
having a lot of  difficulty obtaining sites where the collection 
of  this household hazardouswaste can be held for later trans- 
port to a permanent disposal site. 

What my amendment simply does is it relieves property 
owners, including the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, who 
allow collection sites on their property from liability for 
damages that may occur during the collection process. It does 
not relieve either the volunteer organization or the profes- 
sional collector and disposer of that hazardous waste from 
any liability. It simply assures that the property owner who 
has donated his site for the collection event will not be added 
as a defendant in a liability suit brought as a result of alleged 
damages during the collection process. 

I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-189 

Aeosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bimelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
B~oujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cesrar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DcWeese 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dnmbrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Halurka 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Herr 
Hanaman 

Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdanrky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maialc 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micavie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkosic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brian 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
RLbak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 

Stairs 
Steighner 
Sfuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F, 
Tavlor. J. . . 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wrisht. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
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Daley 
Davier 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Jarolin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Punt 

NAYS-1 

NOT VOTING-2 

O'Donnell Richardson 
EXCUSED-$ 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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 

unavailability of a market, the board may dispose of empty 
containers to persons other than those engaged in recycling 
activities. In such cases, the board shall justify and substanti- 
ate its action in the report to the General Assembly required 
by subsection (0. 

(2) The board is hereby authorized to contract with any 
party, including the manufacturer or his agents, for the 
removal and recycling of empty containers from the custody 
of the board. 

I (3) Any revenues generated by the sale of empty con- 
tainers shall be used by the board to offset the costs of the 
recycling program established herein, including the costs of 
container identification required by subsection (c). 
(f) Report.-Within two months following the end of one 

year from the effective date of this section, and annually there- 
after, the board shall prepare and submit to the General Assem- 
bly a report summarizing its activities under this section. The 
report shall include, but not be limited to: 

(1) the total number of containers subject to a recycling 
value and the total number of containers returned for recy- 

amended? I cline: -. . . . . . - . - . -. 
Mr. BRANDT offered the following amendments No. I (2) the level of participation by regions of the Com- .-.".~ monwealth: 

XLID*: 
(3) the cost of the program; 

Amend Sec. 102, page 11, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 (4) the number of containers disposed of by recycling 
(15) To orovide a substantial initial Commonwealth and the number of containers disposed of other than by recy- . . 

recycl~ng effort by a State agenc" thru es:abllshmenr of a recy- cling, with ~ustificauon as required by subsection (e): and 
;line oromam utilizlne exlsune, resources of the Penn,\lvanu (5)  an analysis of [he henefitb of and recommendations 
~ i q i d r  control ~oardT 

- 
Amend Sec. 1501, page 99, line 5, by striking out "The" and 

inserting 
Exce~t as orovided in section 151 1, the 

Amend Bill, page 120, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
Section 151 1. Container Recycling Control. 
(a) Recycling value.- 

(1) There is hereby established a recycling value, in an 
amount as set forth in this section, on each container sold or 
offered for sale in Pennsylvania Liquor Stores except contain- 
ers of nonalcoholic beverages. The recycling value shall be 
collected on each container at the time of sale by the liquor 
store. 

(2) The initial recycling value of each container shall be 
500 per container. The alternate recycling value of each con- 
tainer shall be 750 per container. 
(b) Redemption.-Each liquor store shall accept for 

redemotion anv container identified as orovided in subsection (c) 

regarding the program. 
(g) Alternate recycling value.-The board shall impose the 

alternate recycling value established m subsection (a) if, at the 
end of two years following the effective date of this act, the total 
number of containers returned for recycling is less than 75% of 
the containers sold which are subject to the recycling value 
imposed by this subsection. 

(h) Definitions.-As used in this section, the term "board" 
means the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board. 

Amend Sec. 1902, page 136, line 17, by striking out all of said 
line and insertine 

(a) Absoluie repeals.- 
(1) Section 491(5) of the act of ADril 12. 1951 (P.L.90. 

~ o . 2 l ) ,  known as the'~iquor Code, is repealed: 
(2) The last sentence in section 2Ol(b), 

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

(d) procedure.- he processing, handling, container identi- I handle every day. 

. . 
and &all pay to the person presenting ihe container for redemp- 
tion the initial recycling value of the container as established in 
subsection (a), subject to the provisions of subsection (g). 

(c) Value affixed to containers.-The board shall cause 
every container subject to the provisions of this section to have 
clearly indicated thereon by a mark securely affixed to the con- 
tainer that the container has a recycling value pursuant to this 
section. The mark may he made by embossing, stamping or label- 
ing the container in such a manner that it is securely affixed pur- 
suant to requirements established by the board. 

fication, transportation and storage of containers subject to the 
provisions of this section shall be accomplished by the hoard, in 
accordance with regulations and guidelines established pursuant 
hereto, utilizing existing procedures, contractors, facilities and 
personnel to the maximum extent possible. 

(e) Disoosa1.- 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the chair  recognizes 
the gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. Brandt. 

Mr. BRANDT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If we look to lines 8 and 9 on page 1 of SB 528, we see that 

we are requiring the commonwealth agencies t o  procure recy. 
cled materials, ~h~ amendment [hat I propose to [his bill, M ~ ,  
Speaker, would look a t  this idea from the other side and 
require a Commonwealth agency to recycle materials that they 

. . 
(I) All empty containers received by the board shall be 

disposed of only to persons, including the manufacturer and 
its agents, engaged in recycling activities, except that if the 
hoard, after investigation, determines it to be impossible to 
dispose of empty containers by recycling because of the 

As we get into the issue of recycling across Pennsylvania, 
we are going to start with our  constituents and the citizens of 
Pennsylvania a whole new attitude-and it will start with edu- 
cation; it will start with planning and enforcement-of chang- 
ine our lifestvle as far as recvcline goes across our Common- . - -  
wealth. The idea that is imposed in the amendment that 1 have 
proposed here, Mr. Speaker, is that we would require the 
Liquor Control Board to recycle all of the glass that they 
handle through our Commonwealth agencies. If anybody is 
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I would urge an affirmative vote on this amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Brandt even asked for an affirma- 
tive vote on that with a smile on his face. I do not know why 
the smile was on his face. It could not he because of the 75 
cents a bottle or the 85 cents a bottle; that was not it. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this is one of those amendments that 
punishes, does not solve a problem, does not belong in this 
bill. I would ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think any further 
explanation is needed when we read this. I would urge the 
defeat of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster, Mr. Brandt, for the second time. 

Mr. BRANDT. The smile on my face, Mr. Majority 
Leader, was from a comment made by June Honaman when I 
was speaking here. 

But I really believe that if this State is to get serious on recy- 
cling- Here we have in place a State agency that has the 
warehouses, has the trucks, has the capabilities of bringing 
that recycled glass back to a particular point and forcing it 
into that recycling stream. That is the key part of this amend- 
ment I have, Mr. Speaker, and it says that not only will they 
have to collect the glass but they have to make sure that it gets 
recycled. I think that is important rather than having this 
wind up in a landfill. If we are going to require other State 
agencies to do thus and so in this bill, why can we not tell the 
Liquor Control Board to recycle all the glass that they have? 

Now, you talk about the 75 cents or 50 cents or whatever it 
is. We are not talking about a 50-cent Coke or a 75-cent Pepsi- 
Cola here. We are talking about booze that comes out of our 
liquor stores, the price of which is probably in the $5, $6, and 
$7 range, and they are going to get that 50 cents back or that 
75 cents back once they bring that bottle back. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

looking for a sample program on recycling - in this case, glass 
- I think a good place to start would be in the Liquor Control 
Board. 

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

Clymer Gruppo Miller Snyder. D. W 
Cornell Hagarty Moehimann Snyder, G. 
COY Hasay Nahiil Taylor. E. 2. 
DeWeese Heckler Noye Wright. J .  L. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Argall Dietterick Hershey Phillips 
Arty Distler Honaman Pitts 
Barley Dorr Jackson Punt 
Battisto Durham Johnson Raymond 
Birmelin Fargo LaGrotta Reber 
Book Fischer Langtry Robbins 
Bowley Flick Leh Rudy 
Bunt Fostcr Llovd Schectr 

Davier Herman perk1  right, R. C. 
Dempsey 

NAYS-104 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cessar 
Clark 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
Dalev 
~ a w i d a  
Dinimi 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

Duffy 
Evans 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Gamble 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
Haluska 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukavich 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 

NOT 

McCall 
McHalc 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Brien 
OlasZ 
Oliver 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roebuck 
Ryan 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Showers 
Smith. S. H. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
T~ellO 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Black Harper Larhinger Ritter 
Bowser Hess O'Donnell Stairs 
Brandt Hughes Pistella Weston 
Cohen Jadlowiec Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendments No. A2178: 

Amend Sec. 702, page 53, line 7, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

(a) Quarterly payments.- 
(I) Subject to paragraph (2), each operator of - -~ 

a municipal waste 
Amend Sec. 702, page 53, by inserting between lines I2 and 13 

(2) If the operator of a municipal waste disposal facility 
is a municipality or municipal authority which is conducting 
any plan or study approved by the department for which an I allocation may be made under section 706(c), the municipality 
or municipal authority may deduct from the quarterly pay- I ments the amount expended by such municipality or munici- 

I pal authorir! on a n )  program or study for which an allocation 
may be made under sc;llon 706(c). 

Bush Fox ~ u & k  Schuler 
Carlson Freeman McClatchy Semmel 

On the question, 

Cawley Gallen McVerry Serafini Will the House agree to the amendments? 
Chadwick Cannon Merry Sirianni 
Civera Geirt Micouie Smith, B. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The first amendment which I am offering only applies 

where the operator is a municipality or a municipal authority. 
We are looking here where we have a program that is already 
in place, a recycling program that has already been approved 
by DER, and where the operator is already making a contri- 
bution at the local level in the area of recycling. 

I ask, Mr. Speaker, that my colleagues join me in allowing a 
credit against quarterly payments in this, and this only, 
instance. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
themajority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
consent to interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, my understanding of the 
procedures in this bill are such that the local municipality will 
receive back from the State a reimbursement for costs of the 
recycling system that they put into effect up to about 90 
percent of not only planning but trucks and stations, etcetera, 
from the moneys that are generated from the fee that is put on 
theoperators. Do you understand the bill that way? 

Mr. FLICK. Well, that is true, Mr. Speaker, but we are 
speaking here- 

Mr. MANDERINO. I understand, but do you understand 
the bill that way? 

Mr. FLICK. That there will be a rebate to local municipali- 
ties. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Now, what you are saying is, instead 
of a rebate or reimbursement, when they collect the fees 
locally, instead of sending it to the State to be reimbursed, 
they can just keep it locally. 

Mr. FLICK. No, Mr. Speaker, I am not saying that. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Then I do not understand. Would you 

tell me what you are doing? 
Mr. FLICK. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I will. 
In the case where we have a municipal authority operating a 

landfill and that municipal authority is a part of a countywide 
recycling plan and that plan has been approved by DER and 
where that authority is now making contributions to that 
county plan, the quarterly payments that would be remitted to 
the State, we would ask to have a credit against those local 
contributions made to the county plan. I am certain there 
would be very few plans. The county to which I refer, my 
home county, has already adopted a recycling plan. We have a 
municipal authority which operates a landfill, and that land- 
fill is already making a significant contribution to the county 
recycling plan. We ask that there be a credit against the 
amount of money- The recycling fee that would be remitted 
to the State, we ask for a credit against that amount of money 
which has been already given to the local county plan. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, are you not taking from 
the moneys that will be available to pay municipalities all over 
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this Commonwealth by not making the payment that is due to 
the Commonwealth through the county agency? 

Mr. FLICK. Well, Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. MANDERINO. Are you not taking from that fund? 
Mr. FLICK. No, Mr. Speaker, we are not taking from that 

fund because we are asking for consideration where we 
already have a plan that is in effect at the local level. Now, if 
you levy this fee over the amount that we are collecting, not 
only will the local county be dealing with its local problem, 
you will be asking them to submit to the State additional 
funds which will not be returned to them dollar for dollar in 
the recycling plan. You therefore are levying on this one par- 
ticular county a fee greater than what would be the statewide 
fee. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, are there not municipali- 
ties presently with municipal authorities that operate either 
resource recovery facilities or landfill facilities that deal with 
solid waste other than their own solid waste - solid waste from 
other States, solid waste from other counties? There are 
municipal authorities operating that do that presently. 

Mr. FLICK. 1 do not know that to be true. There may be. I 
do not know that there- 

Mr. MANDERINO. And it would be unfair in those cases 
to apply, just because they are a municipal authority, what 
you want to apply here. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I think "unfair" is an improper 
usage. 

Mr. MANDERINO. All right. 
Mr. FLICK. What we are trying to do, we are here at the 

State level trying to encourage counties to develop plans to 
control their waste; we are trying to offer an incentive for 
counties to develop recycling plans. We have a plan that is 
working. We would request that a credit be given for that con- 
tribution made by our authority to that local plan. It seems to 
me to be common sense, if I might, that we try to promote 
what is already working rather than say send the money up 
here, we will figure out what is best, and we will send you 
back a part of it. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have no 
other questions. 

I ask the members of the Assembly to oppose this amend- 
ment. It is my understanding this amendment was offered in 
committee and did not make it into the bill, and I would think 
that, yes, we do want to encourage municipalities, counties- 
that is what this bill is all about-to take the responsibility for 
solid waste and the stream of solid waste within the county. 
but you do not encourage counties to do this by taking from 
the pot of money that is set up to give the counties for setting 
up such a system. 

What Mr. Flick is asking is special consideration for his 
county that may have already designated a municipal author- 
ity to do  some or all of the work of solid waste disposal in that 
county. There are some counties that have a dual system 
where there are still private operators and there is a county 
system, and there are some counties that are doing a very 
favorable job operating with only private operators, and 1 



Mr. F L I C K ~ T ~ ~ ~ ~  you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would ask my colleagues here to be the judge of what is 

right and what is wrong. Here we have exactly what we would 
like to profess and promote in the Commonwealth. We have a 
local county that has adopted a recycling plan. They happen 
to operate through an authority a landfill, and that landfill is 
contributing funds to the recycling effort countywide. Now, 
that is what we are trying to develop for the entire Common- 
wealth - a scenario such as that. Now, are we to penalize a 
forward-thinking county that has already implemented, that 
has already been permitted, and that is already approved by 
DER? I think not, Mr. Speaker. 

1 would urge your support of my amendment. Thank you. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

think ail of those things have not been taken into consider- 
ation in the Flick amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is unfair to treat one county, one 
municipal authority, differently than all the rest and all the 
other situations that exist throughout the Commonwealth, 
and I ask for a negative vote on the Flick amendment 2178. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, the majority leader was accu- 
rate in that this amendment was provided identically by a 
member of the committee who wisely saw fit to withdraw it 
because of the inquiries made by the members of the commit- 
tee into the confusion that this would cause and into the fact 
that holding back payments would cause us problems with the 
department being able to show the accountability that was 
necessary. 

Respectfully we urge that you defeat this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 

the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

NAYS-86 

Aco~ta Dufiy Lloyd Roebuck 
~ ~ t t i ~ t ~  Evans Lucyk Rudy 
Belardi Fee McCall Rybak 
Belfanti Faster McHale Saloom w 

Freeman Maiale Semmel 
Blaum George Maine Showers 
Bonnet Gruitza Manderino Snyder. D. W. 
Bowley Halurka Markorek Snyder, G. 
Braujos Hayden Mayernik Staback 
~altagirone Howlett Melio Steighner 
Cappabianca Hughes Michlovic Stuban 

Erk ltkin Murphy Sweet 
Jarolin O'Donneli Taylor, F. 

colafella Jorephs olasz van Horne 
Cole Kasunic Oliver Veon 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Kosinrki Petrane Wiggins 
Kukovich Pievsky Wozniak 

coy LaGrotta Pistella Wright, D. R. 
DeLuca Lescovitz Prersmann Yandrisevits 
Daiey Levdansky Preston 
Dawida Linron Rieger Irvir, 
D O ~ ~ ~ O W S ~ ~  Livengoad Rittcr Speaker 

NOT VOTING-14 

Angrtadt Dietterick Jackson Raymond 
Areall Dininni Jadlowiec Reber 
A$ 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 

Dirtler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Fox 
Gallen 
Geirt 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Cruppo 
Hagany 
Hasay 
Haves 

Johnson 
Kenney 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Nove 

Reinaid 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Savrman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Vroon 
Wambach 

~ - - ~ 

Cohen Fattah Hutchinson Piccola 
DeVener Gamble Letterman Richardson 
DeWeese Cannon Mrkonic Trello 
Donatucci Harper 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendment No. A2325: 

Amend Sec. 701, page 52, lines 28 through 30; page 53, lines 1 
through 5, by striking out "FIVE YEARS AFTER THE" in line 
28, all of lines 29 and 30, page 52 and all of lines 1 through 5, 
page 53 

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. 
, This amendment would remove the authority of the Envi- 
I ronmental Quality Board to review and reset the recycling fee 

after 5 years have elapsed. I believe that this is a matter for the 
General Assembly to address, and I would suggest that it 
might be certainly before the 5-year period has elapsed that 
there would need to be an adjustment of fees. It might be that 
that fee structure is working well, and I would suggest that we 
ought to keep that decisionmaking authority within our hands 
and not allow it to eo into the hands of an a~oointed board. - . . 

Civera ~eck l e r  0'9rien Wass 
Herman Perzel Weiton 

I  hank y o u i ~ r .  Speaker. 
Clymer 
cnrnell ~~~~h~~ phillins wnrln The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. - -. . . -. . . . -. -. . ., . . ... ..- . ---. 
Davies Hess Pins Wright, J .  L. Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 suspect-l am not 
Dempsey Honaman Punt Wright, R. C. sure-that the gentleman, Mr. Flick, in trying to protect that w 

municipal authority that does solid waste management in his 
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you allow this amendment to be passed so that that arrange- Belfantl Evans Levdansky Rudy 

ment can continue. Thank you. Billow Fargo Livengood Rybak 
Birmelin Fatrah Lloyd Saloom 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from n,,r F~~ L U E V ~  Saurman 

Mr. SCHULER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In my situation 1 have a facility in my district which is 

owned by a county outside Lancaster County, of course. 
What this would do is it would take away the rights of my 
county to have any input into what occurs at that landfill. I 
think this is a total injustice. 

For you members who do not have a landfill in your area 
owned by a municipality outside your area, be very, very cau- 
tious about how you vote on this. Maybe in the future you will 
find that you will be confronted with this situation. But to 
take this out of the bill as it now is written will be a total 
injustice to many of the counties that are in this situation. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 completely agree with 

the gentleman who spoke. We ought not to exempt, just 
because they are a municipal authority, a municipal authority 
from the county plan. There are municipal authorities by very 
small communities, large communities, communities that are 
not even in the county, as the gentleman indicated, and I think 
that just a blanket exemption to them because Mr. Flick is 
protecting one particular municipal authority-or at least it 
appears that way-is not good policy for this Assembly to 
adopt. 

I ask for a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment for the second time, 

the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
You know, I think that we here in the General Assembly 

have to recognize the chronology of what has happened. We 
are sitting here now voting on a piece of legislation which, in 
essence, is going to have retroactive provisions. The counties 
of Chester and Lancaster worked out an arrangement 
whereby they would jointly-and correct me, Mr. Speaker, if 
I am wrong in any area-where they would jointly operate a 
Lanchester solid waste disposal facility. There are legal agree- 
ments. Lancaster County certainly has considerable input into 
the operation. We are not asking for any special privilege. 
What I ask for here is if there is an expansion of that facility, 
that it be done in accordance with the terms, conditions of the 
contract which the two counties used to enter into this rela- 
tionship. Why should there be the General Assembly, repre- 
senting the entire State, dictating to one municipal authority 
how it should or should not operate a landfill? 

Mr. Speaker, 1 think the contract has been written. I believe 
the parties are in agreement. I know of absolutely no disagree- 
ment at this point between the counties, and I would ask that 

. .. 
Lancaster. Mr. Schuler, for the second timdon the amend- 1 Blaum Fischer Scheetz 

County authority has tried to condemn land in Lancaster 
County to expand its landfill. Under your proposal what 
would happen is Lancaster County would be denied some of 
theinput into that decision. w 

Again, I do not know of any contract that you are referring 
to. In fact, Lancaster County deposits most of her sanitary 
landfill in Creswell, not Lanchester. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. Miller. 

Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, rise to oppose theFlick amendment. The gentleman, 

Mr. Flick, just said to you that if Lancaster and Chester 
Counties may work out a disagreement, there is no need for 
this General Assembly to become involved. Yet precisely what 
he would have you do is have the General Assembly preclude 
any future contractual arrangements on behalf of both parties 
- Lancaster and Chester Counties. 

I ask you to reject the amendment so that the business of 
contracting for joint landfills may indeed be negotiated 
amongst the two parties-in this case, Lancaster and 
Chester-without interference from the General Assembly. 
Let us not forget one of Lancaster County's positions is we 
are concerned with the long-term impact of operating this 
landfill to begin with and that there may be additional costs 
down the highway that we need to be prepared for; hence, 
necessary modifications to the contract. 

Indeed, a position of opposing this amendment is one of 
supporting the general bill before us. We would ask your con- 
sideration to defeat the Flick amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

w 

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

The was 

YEAS-25 

ARY Farmer Harper Raymond 
Bowley Flick Hershey Ryan 
Chadwick Fox Micouie Taylor, E. 2. 
Civera Gannon Morris Vroon 
Cohen Gladeck O'Brien Wambach 
Dempsey Godshall Pitts Wogan 
Durham : 

NAYS-159 

Acosta Dininni LaGrotta Reber 
Angstadt Dirtler Langtr~ Reinard 
Arsall Dombrowski Lashinger Richardson 

~~~~~~o 
Donatucci Leh Rieger 
Dorr Lescovia Robbins 

&iardi Duffy Letterman Roebuck 

ment. 
Mr. SCHULER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In response to the gentleman's statement, I know of no con- 

tract that he is referring to between Chester County and 
Lancaster County. In fact, what has happened, the Chester 

Book Foster McClatchy Schuler 
Bonner Freeman McHale Semmel 
Bowser Gallen McVerry Serafini 
Boyes Gamble Maiale Showers 

~ : ~ ~ ~ s  
Geirt Maine Sirianni 
George Manderino Smith, B. 
Gruitza Manmiller Smith, S. H. 

Burd G C U P P ~  Markosek Snyder, D. W 
Bums Haluska Mayernik Snyder, G. 
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Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Clark 
Clymer 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hers 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
larolin 

Melio 
Merry 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Petrone 
Phillios 

Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Wass 
Wiggins 
Wozniak 

training programs at least twice a year. The depart- 
ment shall certify host municipality inspectors upon 
completion of the training program and satisfactory 
performance in an examination administered by the 
department. 

That is all it says about the training and/or qualifications of 
these inspectors to whom you are going to give the authority 
to shut down an entire countywide, possibly multicountywide, 
solid waste disposal facility. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe 
that this language is sufficiently clear for you to base such an 
important decision upon. 

-. . . - . . - - - . 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendment No. A2374: go the with an 

We have constantly heard that we have to have these kinds 
s mend Sec. 1102, page 68, lines 10 through 20, by striking of facilities across the State, that it is not parochial that you . . - . . . . 

COY Johnson piccola Wright, D. R. 
DeLuca Josephs Pievsky Wright, J. L. 
DeWeese Kasunic Pistella Yandrisevits 
Daley Kenney Preasmann 
Davies Kasinaki Preston Irvis. 
Dawida Kukovich Punt Speaker 
Dietterick 

NOT VOTING-8 

DeVener Linton Perrel Weston 
Hagarty Michlovic Ritter Wright, R. C. 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Perrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

1 ~ ~ ~ r l . 4 7  

out allot sald llnes I want to put them in mv area and not into "ours. The fact of 

Mr. Speaker, I urge your consideration of my amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Somerset, Mr. Lloyd, on the amendment. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 oppose the amendment. What the gentle- 

man wants to take out of the bill is a very limited ability for 
local inspectors to call a halt to the operation until somebody 
from DER can look at the situation. Mr. Flick makes it sound 
as though somehow this is going to be a long-term shutdown. 
Under the language in the hill which he wants to strike, that 
could happen only if when the highly trained DER people 
come in and look at it, they agree that the local inspector was 
right. What this says in the bill now is that the local inspector 
may halt the operation if he thinks there is an immediate 
threat to health and safety. The department then has the right 
to remove that hold or that halt if it disagrees, and the remedy 
that the municipal inspector has is not to reimpose the hold 

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. 
This amendment in many respects is similar to the amend- 

ment offered by Representative Dempsey, but I think it is 
important to point out and it was not pointed out at that 
time-l do not believe it was pointed out at that time-that- 
and if you will refer to page 67 of SB 528-what I would hope 
to do is to strike the ability of the local inspector to shut down 
a facility. I feel that when you voted just several minutes ago 
to disallow the inclusion of DER regulations, I am going to 
assume that you did not have the benefit of what I am about 
to point and direct to your attention. 

As far as the training of the inspectors, let me read what is 
in the bill. It is the only area that I could find that relates to 
training of these inspectors who are going to be able to shut 
down an entire solid waste disposal facility. It says: 

The department shall establish and conduct a train- 
ing program to certify host municipality inspectors 
for municipal waste landfills and resource recovery 
facilities. This program will be available to no more 
rhantwo persons who have been designated in writing 
by the host municipality. The department shall bold 

the matter is, if you want us or you are going to force us to 
take these, we have got to have some minimal protections. 
One of those protections is that until that DER inspector can 
get there, if our local inspector out there, maybe not trained in 
a sophisticated way as the DER inspector, sees something that 
he thinks is an immediate threat to health and safety, he has to 
have the power to say stop and get on the phone and call the 
DER. And I am quite certain that if he does not get on the 
phone and call the DER, the landfill operator will. 

This is not inevitably something that is going to gum up the 
works for days on end. This is something that is going to give 
a needed ability to stop before an emergency situation is made 
worse. Vote "no." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George, on the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, previously there was an 
amendment that was defeated and with good reason. This 
amendment even goes further. It removes from the bill the 
right for those individuals who live within the area of these 
sites to have someone looking over somebody's shoulder in 
order to protect the masses. 

It is wrong to accept this amendment. The people deserve 
and need our consideration, so we should defeat this amend- 
ment. I urge you to do so. 
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The SPEAKER. On the Flick amendment for the second 
time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester, Mr. 
Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We have heard "highly trained," "highly trained" munici- 

pality inspector. Who says they are highly trained? We do not 
even have a training program. We do not even know what the 
qualifications should be. Should they be a civil engineer? 
Should they have a medical background? Should they know 
different types of poisoning, different types of soil contami- 
nation? We do not have any kind of program at all here. We 
are putting the cart before the horse. You should not give one 
person the ability to shut down a facility without even 
knowing what the grounds are on which that person will be 
selected. I just think that it is normal, sound reasoning. Do 
not put the cart before the horse. 

I urge support of my amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-29 

MY Cole 
Barley Cornell 
Birmelin Dempsey 
Black Distler 
Brand1 Durham 
Broujos Fargo 
Bunt Farmer 
Bush 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Burd 
Bums 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cesrar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DcLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 

D o n  
Duffy 
Evans 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
H a m y  
Haluska 
Harper 
Haray 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 

Flick McVerry 
Fox Moehlmann 
Godshall Morris 
Hershey Pittr 
Honaman Scheetz 
Jadlowiec Taylor, E. Z 
L a n m y  ROO" 

Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengwd 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Maycrnik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miller 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Prersmann 
Preston 
Punt 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Wambach 
W a s  
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrirevitr 

Dietterick LaGrotta Raymond 
Dininni Lashinger Reber Iwis. 
Dombrowski Leh Reinard Speaker 
Donatucci Lescovitz Richardson 

NOT VOTING-6 U 
Cannon Perrel Wiggins Wright, R. C 
Micouie Werton 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Scventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendment No. A2179: 

Amend Sec. 701 ,  page 52, line 4, by striking out "$2" and 
inserting 

$1.25 

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. 
My batting average has dropped from 1,000 to 250. It is 

going down quickly, but I think we might be able to pull it up, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment I offer here-if 1 can find it. Mr. Speaker, 
I can speak while I am looking for it-this amendment would v 
reduce the recycling fee from $2 to $1.25. In reducing this fee, 
the fiscal note indicates we would still have $83 million 
coming into the State recycling fund for red~stribution 
throughout the Commonwealth to those counties who operate 
these recycling plans. 

Mr. Speaker, I think $83 million is a significant amount of 
money. I think that we all have to recognize that it is our con- 
stituents who are going to be paying these fees, and I think 
that we should be reasonable in assessing them the fee. 

I urge support of my amendment. 
Roll it before anybody speaks against it, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Flick is reducing the 

fee from $2 to $1.25 for the stated volume or the stated 
weight. From all the calculations that committee staff has 
indicated, $2, the bill will pay for itself, but $1.25, the whole 
recycling aspects of this bill and the support for those are not 
able to be funded and the whole bill will fall. 

Mr. Speaker, unless we want to put General Fund moneys 
into the recycling program, I would ask for a negative vote on 
the Flick amendment A2179. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, this $2 figure is very impor- 
tant to the realization of the effective program that we are w 
trying to put forth. Everything - the pay to the municipalities, 



Bush Flick Merry stairs 
Cawley Fox Miller Taylor, E. Z 
DeLuca Gruitza Morris Tigue 
Dietterick Hasay Mowery Vroon 
Distler 

NAYS-152 

1988 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 883 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cersar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 

the money going back to the communities that are going to be 
involved in recycling - it is all going to come out of this $2 fee. 
If in fact we reduce it, there inevitably will be a shortfall. So I 
would urge the defeat of this amendment. 

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

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would only point out that $83 million is a significant 

amount of money. I would suspect we should be able to 
operate a very good resource recovery recycling plan in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We must consider the 
amount of money we are going to be charging our constitu- 
ents, and that is what this is; it is a tax. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 ask for your affirmative 
support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-33 

Belardi Durham Heishey Olasz 
Birmelin Evans Lanary Pistella 
Bowrer Farmer McClatchy Pitts 
Rmnior Fireher McVerrv Raymond 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Foster 
Freeman 
G d e n  
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Herr 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
lrkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 

Dininni Kukovich 

NOT VOTING-7 

Aigall Perzel Weston Wright, R. C. 
DeVerter Serafini Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Pelrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A2178 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has before it a reconsideration 
motion whereby Mr. Manderino moves that the vote by which 
amendment A2178 to SB 528 was passed on this the 24th day 
of May be reconsidered. 

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

The following 1011 call was recorded: 

LaGrotta 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Moehlmann 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Reber 
Reinard 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wars 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Angstadt Dininni Kasunic Punt 
Argall Distler Kcnney Raymond 
An? Dombrowski Kukovich Reber 
Barlev Donatucci LaGrotta Reinard 
~a t t i i t o  
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowsei 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cersar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corneil 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lercovitr 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Mifozie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Oiasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Richardson 
Ritter 
Robbinr 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, I. 
Tigue 
Tnllo 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vrmn 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Yandrisevits 



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

The SPEAKER. Do  all of you have A2178? Those members 
who were not in their seats, the Chair trusts you are there this 
time; A2178. 

The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. Flick, 

tell us which one of his amendments this is? 
The SPEAKER. The first one, Mr. FBck, A2178. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is the amendment which allows the credit against the 

local program which is currently approved, permitted, and in 
place. It is something I think that we should continue to 
promote. It is again what we are trying to accomplish 
throughout the Commonwealth. It is already working, oper- 
ating soundly in one particular county. It is also the only 
amendment that got through. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would ask you t o  allow me to at least 
have a batting average. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, there are 

municipal authorities who have taken up county plans that are 
in effect. I have one in my county. The Municipal Authority 
of Westmoreland County is in business in the solid waste busi- 
ness. It received a planning grant from the Department of 
Environmental Resources. It would be unfair to reimburse 
them twice. Your amendment would certainly do that. 
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Distler 

Dawida Jarolin Pitts 
Dempsey Johnson Pressmann Irvis, 
Diettcrick Josephs Preston Speaker 

NAYS-6 

Acosta Kosinski Morris Mrkonic 
Calragirone Letterman 

NOT VOTING-4 

Rieger Sirianni Wiggins Wright, R. C. 
EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 
The clerk read the following amendments No. A2178: 

Amend Sec. 702, page 53, line 7, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

(a) Quarterly payments.- 
(1) Subject to paragraph (2). each operator of 

a municipal waste 
Amend Sec. 702. page 53, by inserting between lines 12 and 13 

( 2 )  If the operator of a municipal waste disposal facility 
is a municipality or municipal authority which is conducting 
any plan or study approved by the department for which an 
allocation may be made under section 706(c), the municipality 
or municipal authority may deduct from the quarterly pay- 
ments the amount expended by such municipality or munici- 
pal authority on any program or study for which an allocation 
may be made under section 706(c). 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

I think that we ought not to take up special-consideration 
amendments here. I think we ought t o  leave everyone where 
they are in the bill, and I ask for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
J 

Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, we firmly, honestly believe 

that this would provide a great deal of destruction to the 
sanctity of the bill. They should not be allowed to do this, 
because the bookkeeping itself would be derelict of what we 
have tried to do. So we ask for the defeat of this amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the agree the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-74 

Argall Dorr Jackson Raymond 
Any Durham Jadlowiec Reber 

i?$lin Fargo Johnson Reinard 
Farmer LangtW Robbins 

Book Flick Lashinger Ryan 
Brandr Foster Leh Saurman 
B,,,,~ Fox McClatchy Scheetz 
Burd Gallen McVew Schuier 
Burns Gannon Manmiller Semmel 
Bush Geirt Micouie Serafini 
Carlson Gladeck Moehlmann Sirianni 
Cessar Godshall Morris Smith, B. 

:z:r Gruppo Mowery Smith, S. H. 
Hayes Noye Snyder, D. W. 

Cornell Heckler Phillips Taylor, E. Z. 
Davies Herman Piccola Vroon 
~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ k  Hershey Pitts Wass 
Dininni Hesi Punt Wright, J. L. d 

Daley 
Dawida 

Honaman 
NAYS-114 

Dombrowski Levdanrky 
Donatucci Linton 
Duffy Livengood 
Evans Lloyd 
Fattah Lucyk 
Fee McCall 
Fischer McHale 
Freeman Maiale 
Gamble Maine 
George Manderino 
Gruina Markosek 
Hagarty Mayernik 
Haluska Melio 
Harper Merry 
Hasay Michlovic 
Hayden Miller 
Howktt Mrkonic 
Hughes Murphy 
Hutchinsan Nahill 
ltkin O'Brien 
Jarolin O'Donnell 
Josephr Olasz 
Kasunic Oliver 
Kenney Perzel 
Kosinski Petrone 
Kukovich Pievsky 
LaGrotta Pistella 
Lexovitz Pressmann 
Letterman Preston 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Rittcr 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Salmm 
Showers 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 
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Freind Kitchen Petrarca Sevemy 
Kennedy 

NOT VOTING-4 

DeVener Dempsey Wiggins Wright. R. C. 

EXCUSED-S 

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

Failure to post the required notice following warning shall subject 
a civil penalty of $25 per day, collectible by the department. 

(0 Lead acid battery wholesalers.-Any person selling new 
lead acid batteries at wholesale shall accept, at the point of trans- 

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

amended? 
Mr. ARGALL offered the following amendments No. 

A2227: 

Amend Sec. 102, page 9, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
(24) Vehicle batteries are particularly difficult to 

dispose of and potentially harmful if improperly disposed of, 
and that it is necessary to adopt a special plan to control dis- 
posal and promote recycling of such batteries. This act sets 
forth a comprehensive plan for disposal of vehicle batteries. 
Amend Bill, page 120, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 

Section 151 1. Lead acid batteries. 
(a) Certain disposal prohibited.-No person may place a 

used lead acid battery in mixed municipal solid waste, discard or 
otherwise dispose of a lead acid battery except by delivery to an 
automotive battery retailer or wholesaler, to a secondary lead 
smelter permitted by the Environmental Protection Agency, or to 
a collection or recycling facility authorized under the laws of this 
Commonwealth. 

(b) Disposal by dealers.-No automotive battery retailer 
shall dispose of a used lead acid battery except by delivery to a 
secondary lead smelter permitted by the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency, or to a collection or recycling facility authorized 
under the laws of this Commonwealth, or to the agent of a 
battery manufacturer or wholesaler for delivery to a secondary 
lead smelter permitted by the Environmental Protection Agency, 
or a collection or recycling facility authorized under the laws of 
this Commonwealth. 

(c) Penalty.-A violation of subsection (a) or (b) constitutes 
a summary offense subject to a fine not to exceed $100. Each 
battery improperly disposed of shall constitute a separate 
offense. 

(d) Collection for recycling.-Any person selling or offering 
for sale at retail lead acid batteries shall: 

(1) Accept, at the point of transfer, in a quantity at 
least equal to the number purchased, used lead acid batteries 
from customers in exchange for new batteries purchased. 

(21 Post written notice which must be at least 8 1/2 . . 
inches by I I inches in size and must contain the universal recy- 
cling symbol and the following language: 

(i) "It is illegal to discard a motor vehicle or other 
lead acid battery." 

(ii) "Recycle your used batteries." 
(iii) "State law requires us to accept used motor 

vehicle or other lead acid batteries for recycling, in 
exchange for new batteries purchased." 

(e) Inspection of automotive battery retailers.-The depart- 
ment shall produce, print and distribute the notices required by 
subsection (d) to all places where lead acid batteries are offered 
for sale at retail. The deoartment shall also insoect all places 
where lead acid batteries a;e offered for sale at retail at lead once 
every two years to determine compliance with this section. In per- 
forming its duties under this section, the department may inspect 
any place, building or premises governed by this act. Authorized 
employees of the department may issue warnings and citations to 
persons who fail to comply with the requirements of this section. 

fer, used lead acid batteries from customers in a q"antity at least 
equal to the number purchased. A person accepting batterieiin 
transfer from an automotive battery retailer shall be allowed a 
period not to exceed 90 days to remove batteries from the retail 
point of collection. 

(g) Enforcement.-The Department of Environmental 
Resources shall enforce this section. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Schuylkill, Mr. Argall. 

Mr. ARGALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
One of the things that I was interested to learn in attending 

the public hearings on the Conservation Committee on the 
mass-burn-incinerator issue was that environmentallv soeak- . . 
ing, one of the worst things to go into the municipal solid 
waste stream, either to an incinerator or to a landfill, is your 
average, ordinary household battery, a lead acid battery. 
What this amendment would d o  would be to get them out of 
the incinerators, get them out of the landfills, and get them to 
the smelters where they can be taken care of in an environ- 
mentally sound fashion. 

This legislation is based on some model legislation. We 
looked at some things in what the other States have been 
doing, and that is what we are going to try to d o  through this. 

Right now it is estimated that about 80 to 90 percent of 
these batteries are taken care of through recycling. What we 
are trying to do is capture the remaining 10 or 20 percent 
which are now ending up in landfills and incinerators and 
really causing us some environmental problems. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks, Mr. Leh, on the amendment. 

Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Argall 
amendment. This amendment eoes a lona wav to address the - - .  
problem of those industries that are recycling hazardous 
materials and other such things, and this would not penalize 
them. Under the present language it does. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the maiority leader. - . ~ 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the Argall amendment 
presently before us is an amendment that deals with what 
should definitely be considered a hazardous waste. We are 
dealing with solid waste in this particular bill. I really do not 
think that this particular amendment belongs in this particular 
bill. ~. 

Be that as it may, the problem that Mr. Argall addresses is a 
problem that ought to be addressed by this Commonwealth 
and members of this Assembly, and my guess is that this 
amendment may not survive the conference committee, but 
then again, it may if tailored in the proper manner. No one 
has had the opportunity to look bard at the method of dis- 
posal of  lead acid batteries that Mr. Argall uses here, but rec- 
ognizing it as a problem that must be addressed, I am going to 
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ask members to go ahead and suppon the amendment, and we 
will either look to including this in our hazardous waste bill 
and maybe remove it in conference from this bill or tailor it in 
such a manner that it fits. 

I would ask members t o  suppon the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Berks, Mr. Gallen. 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the majority 

leader's remarks. Whereas these batteries are and can be a 
hazardous waste and this is a bill dealing with solid waste, 
these batteries are getting into the solid waste stream, and I, 
too, support theamendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, let me make it clear that 

there are some things in the amendment, such as the manner 
in which you must dispose of  a battery before you can sell a 
battery, that I think are not the best way to handle that kind 
of a problem. But there is a problem that exists here, and I 
think that supporting the amendment does not necessarily 
mean that we support it in all of its aspects. I am simply 
saying that it is a problem that should be addressed, and 
perhaps recognizing that there is a problem at this time in the 
process is more important than the particular manner in 
which it is solved. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angrtadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battiisto 
klardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bow ley 
Bowser 
Boys 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 

Dininni 
Dirtler 
Dombrowski 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fanner 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Gein 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitla 
Gruppo 
H a m y  
Haluska 
H a r p  
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 

Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovie 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mochlmann 
Moms 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olarz 
Perzel 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloorn 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Tayior. J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 

Coweli 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Acosta 
Donatucci 

Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Jorephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 

Petrone Wozniak 
Phillips Wright, D. R 
Piccola Wright. 1. L. 
Pievsky Wright, R. C. 
Pistella Yandrisevits 
Pirts 
Pressmann Iwis, 
Preston Spcaker 
Punt 

NAY S-6 

Kosinski Rieger Steighner 
Oliver 

NOT VOTING-5 

DeVener Linton Richardson , Wiggins 
Fattah 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. RAYMOND offered the following amendments No. 

A2170: 

Amend Title, page I, line 9, by inserting after "materials;" 
providing tax credits for taxpayers who purchase 
and install recycling equipment; 

Amend Bill, page 120, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
Section 151 1. Recycling equipment tax credit. 

(a) Amount of credit.-A taxpayer who purchases recycling ‘J 
equipment to be used exclusively within this Commonwealth for 
recycling postconsumer waste materials shall be entitled to a 
credit against the taxes imposed pursuant to Articles IV or VI of 
the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.Z), known as the Tax 
Reform Code of 1971, in an amount equal to 50% of the installed 
cost of the recycling equipment. The amount of credit claimed in 
the tax year during which the recycling equipment is purchased 
shall not exceed 20% of the amount of the total credit allowable 
and shall not exceed 50% of the total of each tax liability which 
would be otherwise due. 

(b) Application procedure.-Application for a tax credit 
shall be made to the Department of  Revenue on or before April 
15 of the year following the calendar year in which the recycling 
equipment is purchased. The application shall include a descrip- 
tion of each item of recycling equipment purchased, the date of 
purchase and the installed cost of the recycling equipment, a 
statement of where the recycling equipment is to be used and such 
other information as the Department of Revenue may require. 
The Secretary of Revenue shall review all applications received to 
determine whether expenditures for which credits are requested 
meet the requirements of this section and shall advise the tax- 
payer of the amount of credit for which the taxpayer b eligible 
under this section. 

(c) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following 
words and phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this 
subsection: 

L ' P ~ ~ t ~ o n ~ ~ m e r  waste." Any product generated by a busi- 
ness or consumer which has served its intended end use, and 
which has been separated from solid waste for the purposes of 
collection, recycling and disposition and which does not include 
secondary waste material or demolition waste. 

* 
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"Recycling equipment." Any machinery or apparatus used it is going to favor not necessarily in every case the municipali- 
exclusively to process postconsumer waste material and manufac- ties that are doing this but the private contractors who will be 
turing machinery used exclusively to produce finished products 1 in the svstem. because remember, a municipality, a county, 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Raymond. 

Mr. RAYMOND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment would provide a 50-percent 

tax credit against the corporate net income tax or the capital 
stock franchise tax for the installed cost of recycling equip- 
ment and machinery. It would process postconsumer waste 
materials into finished products containing substantial quan- 
tities of postconsumer waste. 

This is an attempt to encourage Pennsylvania corporations 
and companies to establish these kinds of facilities so that we 
can meet the requirements of the procurement sections of this 
bill. The procurement sections of the bill require certain 
amounts of postconsumer waste that I understand none of 
our companies in Pennsylvania can now meet. So the inten- 
tion here is to try to encourage them to invest in our State and 
to keep some jobs here and maybe establish some new jobs. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Northampton, Mr. Freeman, on the amendment. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Raymond amendment. 
The intention of the prime sponsor, 1 think, is a good one. 1 

think it is a very positive incentive to encourage the paper 
industry in Pennsylvania to purchase the kind of recycling 
equipment that will be necessary for them to produce recycled 
paper, to adopt recycled paper techniques in their processes. 

One of the major intents of SB 528 is obviously to encour- 
age recycling, and one of the positive aspects of the Raymond 
amendment is that it will help to create a demand for recycled 
paper goods here in the Commonwealth. 

1 would urge the membership to vote "yes" for the 
Raymond amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I will be the first to 

confess I am not sure that I understand the complete ramifica- 
tions of all the language in this amendment on tax credit, but I 
do know that the whole scheme of this hill is to reimburse 
municipalities, counties, for the costs of the recycling system 
that is put into effect, including the equipment that must be 
purchased for the recycling stations. 

I think this is a double dip. They not only get reimbursed, 
but then there is going to be a tax credit for the purchase, and 

composed of substantial postconsumer waste materials. 
"Secondary waste paper material." Paper waste generated 

after the completion of a papermaking process, such as post- 
consumer waste material, envelope curtings, bindery trimmings, 
printing waste, cutting and other converting waste, butt rolls and 
mill wrappers. The term shall not include fibrous waste generated 
during the manufacturing process, such as fibers recovered from 
wastewater or trimmings of paper machine rolls, fibrous by-prod- 
ucts of harvesting, extractive or woodcutting process or forest 
residue such as bark. 

State. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a negative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Clearfield, Mr. George, on the amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment were 

accepted, it would bring about chaos to what we are trying to 
i do. It would mean that just anyone with an idea could go out 

and buy thousands of dollars of equipment under the guise 
that he was interested in recycling and then several months 
later just sell it after he had already received the tax credit, 
and I do not think that is what this is all about. 1 think that the 

i department, the communities, and the counties should in 
effect have the realm and control over these matters. 

I urge the defeat of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Delaware, Mr. Raymond, for the second time on his amend- 
; ment. 

Mr. RAYMOND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment talks to the production of 

finished products using recycled materials. It is dealing with 
private companies. It is not just dealing with what Mr.  ad- 
erino referred to or the other speakers referred to. We are 
talking about companies that use this product to produce fin- 
ished products, such as Scott Paper Company in Chester and 
Delaware Counties or the different paper companies through- 
out Pennsylvania. 

This amendment is very similar to the New Jersey 1987 
Mandatory Recycling Law and the provisions that they have 
in their amendment in New Jersey, and it is also under consid- 
eration right now by California. 

This is dealing with finished products and not with what 
Mr. Manderino referred to. 1 would ask for an affirmative 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Crawford, 
Mr. Merry, rise? To debate the amendment? 

Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to remark on the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. You are in order, and you may proceed, 
sir. 

Mr. MERRY. 1 believe Mr. Raymond's amendment has a 
good deal of merit. 

One of the problems that we have with attempting to get 
recycling started in Pennsylvania and in fact throughout the 
United States is the fact that in most cases there is no market. 
There has been no incentive for our industries to crank up a 

that provides a plan may provide a plan that is contracting 
with private operators. The municipality does not necessarily 
have to set up the recycling stations and the whole system 
itself. It may well submit a plan wherein they will contract 
with private operators and be reimbursed, and 1 think the 
private operators would be getting a double dip on the whole 
thing to get a tax credit in addition to the sale of the equip- 
ment, in addition to the reimbursement that comes from the 



888 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE MAY 24, 

recycling program to accept this. How many of us have tried 
to sell newspapers from time to time? Currently, I under- 
stand, the aluminum recycling market is excellent because it 
sets an incentive on behalf of aluminum manufacturers to 
create this recycling market. There is such a market, I under- 
stand, in glass, but some people suspect it may not last. 

It is my understanding of Mr. Raymond's amendment that 
it provides a tax incentive to those people who want to get 
involved in the recycling industry. Now, there is no possibility 
that somebody is going to go out and buy hundreds or 
thousands of dollars' worth of equipment to get a tax advan- 
tage and then sell it. You are not talking about a marketplace. 
There is going to be somebody going out there to make a 
dollar, and in so doing, creates a way that we can have a 
market for our recycled materials, whether it be newspapers, 
cans, glass, or whatever. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I urge that amendment 
2170, Mr. Raymond's amendment, be approved. 

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

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment addresses 
something that is very important to all of us, and that is jobs. 
There is a provision in SB 528 that calls upon the Department 
of General Services to purchase recycled paper. 

Now, we have a lot of papermills in Pennsylvania. We have 
a lot of people who work in those papermills, and if we start 
buying recycled paper as mandated in SB 528, we are going to 
put those people out of work. So this amendment is a fair 
compromise between those members who want to have recy- 
cled paper and put people out of work and those people who 
want to have paper that is manufactured in Pennsylvania 
papermills and keep our paperworkers on the job. This is a 
compromise between those two points of view. This says 
simply that, okay, those papermills in Pennsylvania that 
would want to purchase that equipment that is going to permit 
them to manufacture that recycled paper will get a tax credit 
on that equipment. So it simply helps them make that capital 
investment that is going to be necessary for selling that recy- 
cled paper to the Department of General Services so that those 
paperworkers can stay on the job and at work. 

I urge a "yes" vote on the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I have heard, I guess, 

two arguments for this amendment: one is that we need an 
incentive, and there have been companies too slow getting 
into the recycling business and we need an incentive for them 
to buy equipment. Well, what more incentive can you provide 
than what we provide in the bill where we are going to require 
municipalities to have the garbage separated so that recycling 
can take place? That is the biggest incentive of all for people 
to get into recycling. There will be a product to recycle. It will 
be readily available. It will be abundantly available, and the 
municipalities that set up the system-and we require munici- 
palities either to find a system in existence or set up a system; 
we require counties to do that-they are going to be reim- 
bursed from the State to give them a tax credit on top of that 

or to give a tax credit to anyone who buys, a recycling corn- 
mission. We will certainly create a double dip. It will cer- 
tainly, in some cases, create the chaos that Mr. George talked 
about. 

Now, Mr. Gannon thinks that somehow giving a tax credit 
for recycling equipment that is going to throw people out of 
work is going to save jobs, and that makes no sense to me at 
all. Giving tax credits for recycling equipment that is going to 
put people out of work is also going to save people's jobs. 
Now, I think Mr. Gannon, if he thinks about it, would think 
that the argument that he made was strong and it was heated 
but it had very little light to it. 

I ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker, on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Somerset, Mr. Lloyd, on the amendment. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I oppose the amendment. What we are doing 

in this bill is requiring our constituents to have three or four 
different bags or cans of garbage. We are requiring them to go 
to the inconvenience of separating things. We are requiring 
the county to do planning and to establish some sort of pickup 
process or program. We are requiring our constituents to 
eventually shoulder a tipping fee for garbage and for recycled 
materials. All of the burden is being placed on our constitu- 
ents who are generating the waste and being placed on the 
local officials, and then who is going to get the break? The tax 
break is going to go to people who are in business to make 
money out of recycling. They are already making a profit out 
of this. Why in the world, if we are going to pass on some 
break to somebody, do we not give it to our constituents who 
are the ones who are going to shoulder the higher cost for 
garbage as a result of this hill? 

Now, I hear all about Scott Paper. Several years ago this 
General Assembly forced the Philadelphia Electric Company 
to help Scott Paper reduce its energy costs, and I thought that 
was an appropriate thing to do and I helped to do that, but 
today for them to come back and say that they have got to put 
their hand in the State till again to get money to do something 
that they are already in the business of doing and that they are 
going to make a profit from doing, that is just wrong, and I 
hope we vote down this amendment. 

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

Mr. R. C. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I stand to support the 
Raymond amendment. As has been explained, this amend- 
ment would be helpful to corporate entities such as Scott 
Paper. Scott Paper is a major employer in my legislative dis- 
trict, and it would help an economically depressed area. 

I would urge all the members to support this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Northampton, Mr. Freeman, for the second time on the 
amendment. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think there is a lot of misunderstanding 

about the intent of this amendment. The major intent is to try 
and provide the kind of incentives to industry to purchase the 
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equipment necessary in order to create a demand for recycled 
goods. As in the case of Scott Paper, which was cited earlier, 
there is a tremendous cost involved in purchasing recycling 
equipment - the inking facilities, whatnot. If we provide tax 
credits for that purpose to local Pennsylvania industries, we 
make it possible for the great amounts of recycled goods that 
will be generated within Pennsylvania as a result of this very 
good legislation to find a demand, to find a market. This is a 
very positive approach. It is a very positive amendment 
designed to try and help create that demand for those recycled 
goods. 

I would ask my colleagues, the members of this House, to 
look at the last sentence in section (b), which allows the Secre- 
tary of Revenue to review all applications. There are some 
safeguards in this amendment as well. 

So I would urge the membership to vote "yes" on the 
amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-120 

Angstadt Donatucci Jadlowiec Raymond 
Argall Dorr Johnson Reber 
An? Durham Kenney Reinard 
Barley Evans L ~ ~ S I Y  Richardson 
Billow Fargo Lashinger Ritter 
Birmelin Farmer Leh Robbins 
Black Fattah Linton Ryan 
Book Fischer Livengood Rybak 
Bonnei Flick Lucyk Saurman 
Bowley Foster McCall Scheetz 
Bowser Fax McClatchy Schuler 
Boyes Freeman McHale Semmel 
Brandt Gallen McVerry Serafini 
Broujos Gannon Maine Sirianni 
Bunt Geist Manmiller Smith, B. 
Burd Cladeck Merry Smith, S. H. 
Burns Godshall Micouie Snyder, D. W. 
Bush Gruitra Moehlmann Snyder. G. 
Carlson Gruppo Morris Stairs 
Cessar Hagatiy Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Chadwick Haluska Nahill Taylor, J.  
Civera Hasay Noye Trello 
Clymer Hayes O'Brien Vroon 
Cornell Heckler Olarz Wars 
DeVerter Herman Perrel Weston 
Davier Hcrrhey Phillips Wogan 
Dempsey Hess Piccola Womiak 
Dietterick Honaman Pitts Wright, J. L. 
Dininni Hughes Pressmann Wright, R. C. 
Distler Jackson Punt Yandrisevits 

NAYS-71 

Acosta Dawida Letterman Rieger 
Battisto Dombrowski Levdansky Roebuck 
Belardi Duffy Lloyd Rudy 
Belfanti Fee Maiale Saloom 
Blaum Gamble Manderino Showers 
Caltagirone George Markorek Staback 
Cappabianca Harper Mayernik Steighner 
Carn Hayden Melio Stuban 
Cawley Howlett Michlovic Sweet 
Clark Hutchinson Miller Taylor, F. 
Cohen Itkin Mrkonic Tigue 
Colafella Jaralin Murphy Van Horne 
Cole Jasephs O'Donnell Veon 
Corrigan Kasunic Oliver Wambach 

Cowell Kosinski Petrone Wright, D. R. 
COY Kukovich Pievsky 
DeLuca LaGrotta Pistella Inis, 
DeWeese Lercovitz Preston Speaker 
Daley 

NOT VOTING-I 

Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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? 
Mrs. HAGARTY offered the following amendment No. 

A2420: 

Amend Bill, page 28, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
Section 305. Control over vehicles. 

(a) General rule.-Every vehicle which is used for the collec- 
tion, transportation or disposal of municipal waste, leaf waste or 
residue waste shall not be driven or moved on any highway or 
street unless that vehicle is so constructed or loaded or secured as 
to prevent any of its load from dropping, sifting, leaking or oth- 
erwise escaping. 

(b) Enforcement.-Every Commonwealth agency or local 
public agency which owns and operates, leases for operation or 
contracts for the operation of vehicles for the collection of 
municipal waste, leaf waste or residue waste under the provisions 
of this act shall insure that all such vehicles comply with subsec- 
tion (a). 

(c) Criminal penalty.-Any person who violates subsection 
(a) or (b) commits: 

(1) For a first offense, a summary offense and shall, 
upon conviction, be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than 
$3W and to imprisonment for not less than 90 days. 

(2) For a second offense, a misdemeanor of the third 
degree, with the penalties prescribed in section 1705(b). 

(3) For a third or subsequent offense within two years 
of a second offense, a misdemeanor of the second degree, 
with the penalties prescribed in section 1705(c). 

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

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

Mrs. HAGARTY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment carves out a new offense of 

carrying specific kinds of waste - municipal waste, leaf waste, 
or residue waste - unsecured in a vehicle. 

The first offense is a summary offense. It creates a misde- 
meanor for a second or  third or  subsequent offense. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, last week this body deliber- 
ated and passed over to the Senate legislation that would in 
fact deal with the matter of hauling waste across the highways 
in Pennsylvania in vehicles that were not properly constructed 
as t o  prevent leakage to a degree. But what I am concerned 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE MAY 24, 

about and I would wonder is that the way this amendment is 
constructed, it would assume and make illegal for any type of 
leak that might be emitting with no knowledge whatsoever of 
the individual and make it a criminal act. I am concerned 
about this kind of language, even though I am an advocate of 
making sure that these vehicles indeed do not leak, but the 
way this amendment is drafted, I am somewhat concerned 
that we are getting into something that we do not want to get 
into. 

Mr. Speaker, it is what we do not read that concerns us, and 
because we do not read the propriety that we feel that the 
sponsor did indeed intend, until we recognize the propriety 
and the logistics of what is in that amendment, perhaps we 
had better deny passage of the amendment, unless the author 
would care to maybe have it redrafted. But if that is not the 
case, I would urge its defeat and support anything that would 
protect the roads and keep these materials from leaching onto 
the road, but not with a criminal offense should a leak occur 
which would not be the fault of anyone, especially the individ- 
ual who is driving it. 

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Representative Hagarty and I have offered this amend- 

ment, and 1 think the amendment is certainly sufficiently art- 
fully drawn to be explanatory of what we are trying to do. 

First of all, under current law, there is a $100 fine under the 
Motor Vehicle Code for unsecured loads. You may recall a 
few weeks ago-it was correctly stated-in this body I believe 
a bill of Representative Battisto's went out of this body which 
increased the current $100 maximum fine on a summary for 
that type of motor vehicle violation to $300. 

This particular piece of legislation does not concern itself 
with every and any kind of load that is being transported in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. It very germanely, in my 
opinion, addresses only those particular types of municipal 
waste that are being carried out under the particular act which 
is before us here today - the Solid Waste Act. For that reason, 
there appears to be a blatant violation on many instances of 
appropriately securing a load from either dropping, sifting, 
leaking, or otherwise escaping from the particular carrying 
transport. 

There is a tremendous concern in our county on many of 
the expressways that have recently sprung up that a lot of 
these transporters in the very high volume municipal waste 
transportation trucking business do not appropriately have 
those loads secured, and I would submit that the current $100 
fine under current law is virtually a slap on the wrist, and it is 
worth it for these people to be indiscriminate violators on 
numerous occasions as opposed to try and comply with what 
is the current law, the current device that has to be used. 

I would submit that for something as serious as this type of 
transportation waste and the fact that there is going to he a 
tremendous amount of such transportation of this particular 
kind of waste going on, there ought to be an appropriate 
grading for various repeat offenders. It is the repeat offender, 

the person that indiscriminately violates the current law in this 
particular area of waste and only in this particular area, that 
this particular amendment addresses. 

I would respectfully ask for full support of this body, con- * 
sistent with what we did a few weeks ago on a similar concept 
regarding all types of transportation of vehicle loads through- 
out the Commonwealth, and zero in on the problem that may 
very well be exacerbated by the current legislation and the 
desire to remedy this problem throughout the Common- 
wealth. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There has been an important shift in the emphasis of this 

debate that I would like to call to the attention of the members 
of the House. We have moved from discussions of waste dis- 
posal and remedial systems to implement those proposals and 
incentives to get those things done, and we are now in the 
criminal law, so I would urge you to pay particular attention 
to this amendment. 

The thrust of the amendment is, as always, of good inten- 
tion. Those good intentions, as Representative George 
pointed out, have been taken care of in previous bills that 
have passed this House. But what this amendment provides- 
and I would like to call your attention to two words in this 
amendment, "any" and "criminal"-this amendment says 
that if there is any leakage from a truck, it is a violation of the 
criminal law. That is so grossly out of proportion to what we 
are trying to accomplish here that I would urge you that it vio- 
lates common sense and we ought to vote "no." W' 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

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

Mrs. HAGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I came upon a mistake in 
the drafting of this amendment, and I am going to withdraw it 
at this point. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

amended? 
Mr. BOWLEY offered the following amendment No. 

A2358: 

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

I 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Warren, Mr. Bowley. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment, 2358, would amend page 99, 

line 6. The legislation as it is currently drafted reads "...clear 
glass OR colored glass ...." 1 am removing the words "clear 
glass OR colored," just leaving the word "glass" there as one 
of the seven items that a municipality can choose to recycle. I 
think if a municipality is going to choose to recycle, they 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 99, line 6 ,  by striking out "clear glass 
OR colored" 
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probably will want to do both clear and colored glass at the 
same time. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr: GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the majority leader. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Would the gentleman, Mr. Bowley, 

consent to interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Bowley indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed, Mr. Manderino. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 

effect of this amendment, presently there are two categories 
of glass in the bill - colored glass and clear glass - and the 
effect of your amendment is to say so far as recyclable mate- 
rial is concerned, there is going to be one category of glass - 
glass. So both colored and clear will be in the same category. 

Mr. BOWLEY. That is correct. As the legislation was origi- 
nally drafted, clear glass was one item and colored glass was a 
second item. In committee I took out the comma and put in 
the word "or" - "clear glass or colored glass." However, 
talking to the industry, who supports this amendment, they 
feel that they would like to get back as much glass as possible 
and just have glass as one of the items, and hopefully a munic- 
ipality will choose to recycle both clear and colored glass. 
Therefore, when a municipality chooses glass, they are going 
to have to recycle clear and colored glass. Under the legisla- 
tion as it is drafted, they can choose either clear or colored 
glass. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I am having some difficulty. I under- 
stand what you want to do, but 1 think that the amendment 
takes out the words "clear glass OR colored glass," both. 

Mr. BOWLEY. No; it just takes out the word "colored." 
The word "glass" would be left in the legislation. 

Mr. MANDERINO. All right. Okay, Mr. Speaker. 
One other question, Mr. Speaker. Are you telling us that 

the industry indicates that their desire to receive glass back- 
we are talking about the recycling industry, I guess-is so 
great that they want both colored and clear? Even though 
there is a separate market, there is some manner in which they 
prefer more glass rather than separated glass. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Yes; I am telling you that the Pennsylvania 
glass container manufacturers would like to receive back as 
much glass as possible, both clear and colored, and by having 
just the word "glass" in the legislation, hopefully municipali- 
ties will do that. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, since Mr. Bowley made 
the mistake in committee, I am going to let him correct it here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George, on the Bowley amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, this amendment had been 
handled in the committee, and through the interrogation and 
the various inquiries and with the contact with the department 
and even the glass people, it was legitimately thought that this 
in fact would not help the situation as far as recycling but 
impede it, that there might be a market for the individual glass 
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- the plain and the colored - and that mixing it would in fact 
produce a situation where the market would not apply to the 
benefit of those who were recycling. So I would hope that we 
would defeat this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, you know, I do not 

know much about glass, obviously, but I am now being told 
by people that there is a distinct market for clear glass and a 
distinct market for colored glass, and if you mix them, you 
cannot sell it. Now, that is not what Mr. Bowley is saying, and 
I do not know whether Mr. Bowley is right, or the people who 
say if you mix clear and colored, you cannot sell it and there is 
no market for it, I do not know whether they are right. But I 
will say this: We are going to find out by the time a conference 
report comes back to us, and whichever way you vote, 
hopefully we will know by that time enough about glass so it 
will be right in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Warren, Mr. Bowley. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to dear up 
this issue so hopefully there is no misunderstanding when the 
conference committee does report this and for the majority 
leader's sake. 

As the legislation is written, a municipality has to choose 
three of eight items to recycle. As the legislation was originally 
written, clear glass could be one of the items and colored glass 
could be the second item. The intent of my amendment is to 
make glass just one item. So if a municipality is going to 
recycle glass through regulations, they can have the home- 
owners separate the clear glass and the colored glass out; 
however, they would still have to pick two additional items to 
recycle. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. That makes sense, Mr. Speaker, but I 

think that the way you have drafted your amendment is such 
that it could be interpreted as meaning they can ask that all 
glass be a separate and clear and colored mix, and that being 
the case, I think that would be bad because there is a separate 
market, but we will fix it up in conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Wass. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May 1 interrogate the maker of the amendment, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Bowley will stand for interrogation. 

You may proceed. 
Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, you did relate to the three desig- 

nations. We must recycle three. Is that right? 
Mr. BOWLEY. That is correct, under the current legisla- 

tion. 
Mr. WASS. And when we recycle colored and clear glass, 

the homeowner would have to have two separate bins. They 
could not mix that glass. Is that not right? 

Mr. BOWLEY. 1 would think that would be up to the man- 
ufacturer that they have contracted with to buy this glass. If 
they are going to sell it to a manufacturer that will take it 
mixed, then the homeowner would not have to separate it at 
the source. 
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Mr. WASS. But if it was decided that the colored glass and 
clear glass would not be mixed, then the homeowner would 
have to have four bags under your amendment, select four. 
They would have clear glass, colored glass, and two others, if ' 
they were asked to separate the clear and the colored glass. Is 
that not right? 

Mr. BOWLEY. That is correct. If the municipality chose 
glass as one of the three items that has to be recycled in their 
municipality and whoever is going to buy that glass says, we 
will take the glass hut it has to be separated, then the home- 
owner would have to put the clear glass in one container and 
the colored glass in another. 

Mr. WASS. And then he would have to recycle two others. 
Mr. BOWLEY. That is correct. 
Mr. WASS. That would make four. 
Mr. BOWLEY. That is correct. 
Mr. WASS. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Chester, Mr. Morris. 
Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I hate to do this, hut the issue 

is slightly more complicated than we have had so far. There is 
a distinct difference in the market for brown glass as con- 
trasted to green glass, and I think we have to leave this up to 
the municipalities to make the best deal they can. I think Mr. 
Bowley's amendment probably takes care of the situation. 

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, while the intent of Mr. Bowley's amendment 

is to make glass a single category, the effect of his amendment 
is to make glass a useless recyclable. As Mr. Manderino has 
indicated, once you mix that colored glass with the clear glass, 
you do not have a usable product, and while the intent of Mr. 
Bowley's amendment may be useful, the way he has drafted it 
makes the hill and the amendment ineffective. 

I would suggest that we vote against the Bowley amend- 
ment. Even if we have two categories of glass, you have to 
understand that when people recycle that glass in their home 
use, most of the time that glass gets broken in the process of 
recycling it, in throwing it into the basket. Once it gets 
broken, if you put it into the same container, it becomes much 
more difficult to separate out the colored from the light glass. 
The,value of that glass in recycling it is keeping it separate, so 
let us do that. Let us continue to keep it separate the way it is 
in the bill and defeat the Bowley amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if we keep the language as we now have it, if 

you look, it says "clear glass OR colored glass," and that 
means you have to choose between one or the other, and that 
is one category. You cannot even collect clear and colored 
glass; you have to choose three out of that series. So we have 
to do something with that language. What Mr. Bowley's 
amendment does is to clarify that, to make "glass." 

And I can tell you from recycling glass that you will not 
recycle glass by mixing white and clear. If you are going to 
recycle glass, you are going to have to separate it, because that 
is the way the market will take it. But if you choose to recycle 
glass, you are going to rccycle glass, and you are going to 
handle it the way the market will allow it. But if you allow the 
language to remain "clear glass OR colored glass," then you 
can only choose one of those two as this language reads. 

We need the Bowley amendment. Thank you. 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Jefferson, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you,'Mr. Speaker. 

! If the majority leader is accurate that this will he clarified in 
the conference committee, perhaps this is all elementary, but I 
believe the Bowley amendment as it stands would be a nega- 
tive factor for recycling glass. If the municipality were to 
choose glass -just glass, not saying colored, clear, whatever - 
the municipality would be forced to take all glass, as I inter- 
pret this, and I think the industry would he hetter served by 
choosing specific types of glass. The municipality will be 
hetter served by picking out specific types of glass - whether it 
be clear, brown, or flint - and go from there. So I think the 
bill stands better as it reads, although I think there is a 
problem because of the way the punctuation is established 
between the several other items and glass. 

I would urge a negative vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment for the second time, 

the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Warren, Mr. 
Bowley. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank vou. Mr. S~eaker .  . . 
Mr. Speaker, I thought this was a very simple, technical 

amendment, but I guess I was wrong on that. 
Mr. Speaker, the sole purpose of my amendment was to 

clarify so that when a municipality chooses glass, hopefully 
the municipality and the residents of that municipality will 
recycle both their clear and colored glass, but glass will be one 
of the three items that a municipality has to choose to recycle. 
How they specify in their regulations within a municipality 
how that glass is to he separated, how it is to he put out by the 
curb, that is up to each municipality. I just would like to have 
glass as one item to be recycled of the three that a municipality 
has to choose. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, very quickly, I just want the 
members to know that the municipality is not beleaguered or 
limited to the three items. They can choose four or five. The 
bill insists on three as a minimum. By the same token, a 
municipality in another county or a county can be recycling 
three different items. There is going to be diversity, but it has 
nothing to do with the argument. It will not limit a commu- 
nity from picking four and having colored glass and the 
regular glass and two other items. That really does not hold as 
far as the argument. I still think we ought to defeat the 
amendment. * 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northampton, Mr. Gruppo, on the amendment. 

Mr. GRUPPO. I really hate to do this, but since we are dis- 
cussing it and it has gotten to be a major topic here, I would 
just like to ask the maker of the amendment, Mr. Speaker, if 
it would be possible- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Bowley, agrees to 
stand for interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. GRUPPO. -if you would be able to amend your 
amendment to say "glass sorted by type and color," if that 
would satisfy the objections that are being raised. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I realize what you are trying 
to do, but if that would be the case, I would just go with the 
language already in the legislation. I do not think we need to 
do that. Then someone will want to do that for the type of 
metal cans that we have torecycle. It is either, I think, go with 
my amendment, which 1 hope we do, or leave the language as 
is already in the bill. 

Mr. GRUPPO. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Bucks, Mr. Clymer, on the amendment. 
Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, just a few comments. 
Perkasie Borough, which is in my district, has a recycling 

program, and recently they received an award for having the 
most innovative recycling plan in the State. Now, what they 
do with the glass is, whether it be the colored glass or the clear 
glass, it goes into one carton, which is put on the curbside. It 
is then collected, taken back to a holding station, and then 
workers will then separate the glass bottles into separate bins. 
But again, the glass is placed into a carton combined, at the 
curbside, and then it is broken down into components when it 
eoes back to the holdine station. - - 

Whether that is of help, of clarification, I do not know, but 
I wanted to share that information with the members. Thank 
you. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-125 

Cohen Heckler Noye Tigue 
Colafeila Herman O'Brien Trello 
Cole Hershey O'Donnell Veon 
Cornell Hess Olasz Wambach 
Corrigan Honaman Petrone W m  

2Luca Hutchinson Phillips Wright, 1. L. 
Jadlawiec Piccola Wright, R. C. 

DeVener Jarolin Pitts Yandrirevits 
Davies 

NAYS-63 

Barley Duffy Lloyd Saloom 
~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ t ~  Evans ~ c c l a t c h y  Scheetz 
Belfanti Fee Maiale Smith, B. 

:!Elin Foster Manderino Smith, S. H. 
Gamble Melio Stairs 
George Michlovic Taylor, F. 

Bowser Haluska Moehlmann Taylor, J .  
Howletr 2gpirone Hughes 

Mrkonic Van Horne 
Murphy Vroon 

cappabjanca ltki,, Oliver Weston 
Cowell Jackson Perzel Wogan 
DeWeese Kasunic Pievsky Womiak 
Daley Kenney Pistella Wright, D. R. 
Dawida LaGrotta Pressmann 
Dombrowrki Langtry Preston Irvis, 
Donatucci Letterman Rieger Speaker 
Dorr 

NOT VOTING-4 

Fattah Linton Richardson Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. BOWLEY offered the amendments No. 

A2357: 

Acosta 
Anpstadt 
~ r i d l  
Any 
Belardi 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Car1son 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 

Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
GNPPO 
Hazmy 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 

Johnson 
Jose~hs 
~os ibski  
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovirr 
Levdansky 
Livengood 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Morris 
Mowery 
Nahill 

~ e b e r  
Reinard 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Schuier 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 98, line 18, by striking out "more 
than 5,000 people but" 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 98, lines 19 and 20, by striking out ", 
and which has a population density of more than 300 people per 
square mile," 

1 On thequestion, 

I Will t h e ~ o u s e  agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the Bowley amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Warren, Mr. Bowley. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is definitely not a technical amendment, 

and hopefully the members will pay attention to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, under the current legislation, those commu- 
nities and municipalities that have a small population, those 
between 5,000 people and 10,000 people, would have 4 years 
to implement a recycling plan. It is my belief that we need to 
have recycling across the Commonwealth in every municipal- 
ity, and so my amendment would attempt to take out that 
5,000 population limit so that every municipality, those 
municipalities of under 10,000 people, will have 4 years to 
enact recycling programs within their municipality. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, what this amendment does is 
the bill as it now stands or as it was first introduced insists that 
a population of a certain figure demands that recycling take 
place within so many years and a population between 5,000 
and 10,000 will take place in 4 years. What Mr. Bowley's 
amendment does is it removes the 300 sparsity, so in essence, 
on the passage of the bill, if this amendment were to go in, 
everyone would start to recycle immediately. Unfortunately, 
the funding mechanism is not there to appropriately handle 
his amendment, so I would urge the defeat of the amendment. 

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

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, I urge support of Mr. 
Bowley's amendment. If we are going to recycle and clean up 
the countryside, we need to do it everyplace including in the 
country. 

Now, I live in a district where I do not have a community 
that would fit into SB 528 now, and 1 do not like that. I would 
like to have to make my district recycle, too. If we are going to 
recycle, the whole country has to recycle, not just spotted 
places. 

I know some of the opponents and my colleague is ready to 
rebut me up here because he said towns like Shickshinny are 
too small. Well, they are not too small. They are close enough 
to Kingston so that they can hire someone from Kingston to 
come down and pick up their recycling material at least once a 
month. If we do not all start it, we are never going to get any- 
place. We are going to continue to have a dirty Pennsylvania 
and a dirty America. 

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

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, l oppose the amendment. We have municipal- 

ities in my county that have 100 people. We even have one 
that probably has only about 15 or 20 people, and in those 
kinds of municipalities, the full-fledged recycling program is 
going to have an extraordinarily high per-unit cost that those 
people are going to have to bear. Now, if what we were 
talking about was some lesser degree of program, then maybe 
that would make sense and I could agree with the lady, Miss 
Sirianni, but we do not have that; we are not making any dis- 
tinction. As I understand it with this amendment, these people 
would have to comply with the same sort of requirements that 
would apply in larger, more densely populated areas. 

In addition, in some of those densely populated areas, we 
already have garbage pickup, municipal pickup, and so we 
have an established program that we can add onto. We have 
people in that business. In most of these less densely popu- 
lated areas, we do not have municipal pickup, and you are 
talking about having to go out and create some kind of a 
system. If we are going to do this, then there is going to have 
to be something to help those people cover the cost or they are 
going to be, even though they generate a very small propor- 
tion of the State's waste, they are going to bear a far dispro- 
portionate share of the cost of disposing of it. 

For all of those reasons, Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to 
reject the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Hasay. I 

Mr. HASAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment, and I rise to oppose the amendment on the basis of this: 
First of all, all the communities are not going to be able to 
receive the grant money that they need to administer the recy- 
cling program. There just is not enough probably in the begin- 
ning stages. Now, I would assume once recycling is workable, 
that it would be able to go to the other smaller municipalities 
in the future, but right now there will not be grant money for 
everyone. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes the lady from Susquehanna, Miss 
Sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Mr. 
Lloyd? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd, the lady, Miss Sirianni, has 
requested to interrogate you. Mr. Lloyd indicates he will 
stand for interrogation. You may proceed. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand what 
you meant by small municipalities not having pickup. What 
are you talking about? I thought I lived in the boondocks, and 
we all have pickup. 

Mr. LLOYD. In most small municipalities in my county 
which have a population of 100 or less, we do not have any 
municipal trash pickup. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, do you mean you do not 
have a garbageman who comes around once a week and picks 

J 
up the garbage? 

Mr. LLOYD. In some areas of the county, that is exactly 
what I mean. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Pardon? I did not hear you. 
Mr. LLOYD. In some areas of the county, that is exactly 

what I mean. 
Miss SIRIANNI. 1 still did not understand what you said. 

Some areas- 
Mr. LLOYD. I said, in some areas of the county, the 

answer to your question is yes. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Well, then what would be the problem 

with recycling? 
Mr. LLOYD. There is not anybody who comes around 

now. Somebody is going to have to be created to come 
around. If I am a businessman and I am only going to have 
about 5 or 10 houses to pick up from and I have got to drive 
15 miles to get there, I am going to charge an arm and a leg to 
the person I am going to pick it up from. That is the whole 

9 
point, that the cost of picking it up is going to be dispropor- 
tionate to the benefit. Those people generate a very small 
amount of recyclable material. It just simply does not pay to 
go pick it up. 

Now, if you want to have a voluntary center where they can 
bring it, that is fine, that is fine with me, but as I understand 
the effect of this amendment, it is not going to allow that kind 'W 
of a program. It is going to have to be a more intensive pickup 
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program, and I just think in the sparsely populated rural 
areas, that is not going to work. That is all. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The lady has the floor. 
Miss SIRIANNI. I live in the sparsely populated areas that 

he is talking about, and every municipality in my district has 
garbage pickup. Many of those people who are picking up the 
garbage are now picking up recyclable materials once a 
month. They do not pick it up every week, but if it is economi- 
cally feasible for them to come around and pick up the 
garbage, then it is also economically feasible for them to come 
around and pick up the recyclables but perhaps not as often as 
the garbage. 

I am here to tell you that I live in a rural area, and I know 
that the rural people will not recycle or do what they need to 
do with garbage unless you make them do it. They are too 
independent otherwise. Everybody knows that the farmers are 
independent and they will not do it unless they are made to do 
it, and you will never clean up the countryside otherwise. 

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would thegentleman, Mr. Lloyd, stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Lloyd, you are being asked to stand 

for further interrogation. 
Mr. LLOYD. I suggest that maybe the gentleman who 

sponsored the amendment might like to answer the questions 
about it, but I would be happy to try. 

The SPEAKER. All right. Mr. Lloyd says he will stand for 
interrogation. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Michlovic. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, in your earlier statement 
you said that there was no arrangement for picking up the 
garbage. Are you suggesting that those people are either ille- 
gally burning or disposing of their waste another way? 

Mr. LLOYD. I am not sure how some of those people are 
disposing of the waste. I am not sure what constitutes illegal 
burning. What I do know is that there is not a garbage truck 
that goes toevery placein Somerset County and I do not think 
there is that goes to every place in most rural areas. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Okay. 
Mr. LLOYD. If you ask me to name all of the municipali- 

ties and all of the garbage services, I cannot do that. If you 
want to vote for the amendment, that is fine. You know, the 
best I can tell you is that I know there are some municipalities 
in my county that cannot comply with this. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think we ought not accept Mr. Lloyd's argu- 

ment. It is obvious, I think, from the implications of what he 
said that those municipalities that do not have hauling 
arrangements are simply not making any arrangements and 
not accepting their responsibilities under the current solid 
waste management laws and regulations of properly disposing 
of their waste. We ought not use that as an argument for this 
recycling amendment. The fact that those municipalities have 
no such hauling arrangement does not relieve them one iota 
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from the responsibility of making future arrangements under 
these acts for those garbage disposal procedures. 

I would suggest that we vote in favor of the Bowley amend- 
ment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Crawford, Mr. Merry. 

Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, the recent interchange of infor- 
mation here brings about some important points. Mr. Lloyd's 
remarks indicated that there were communities that were not 
having municipal waste pickup. It is my understanding that 
many of our activities legislatively of a recent date have been 
directed towards eliminating solid waste from being thrown 
out in peoples' backyards, and since our legislative intent is to 
eliminate this wanton just throwing out of solid waste, I do 
not believe that presents a good argument as it applies to this 
amendment. 

Representative Sirianni's remarks are very well taken. Our 
smaller communities have more reasons to eliminate the bulk 
of waste, of it going into their small waste disposal areas. This 
whole issue may revolve about whether we have appropriate 
State moneys to give to our smaller communities. Why should 
all of our moneys go to the large cities? We have as great a 
need in the rural areas to protect ourselves against our own 
garbage as any other area. No municipality is an island unto 
itself. I am sure that we either have or can have municipal 
waste pickup throughout the Commonwealth. If we do not 
now, it will have to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe this amendment has merit and that 
our small communities should have the advantages of recy- 
clable pickup also, and I urge the support of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the Bowley amendment for the second 
time, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Warren, Mr. 
Bowley. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, most of the members know that I come from 

a very rural paR of northwestern Pennsylvania, and I am very 
concerned about the solid waste issue in this Commonwealth 
probably because some of the trash from other parts of the 
Commonwealth may come to northwestern Pennsylvania for 
final disposal. 1 have several municipalities in my district that 
have less than 200 people in the township, yet I know of none 
of them that do not have regular weekly municipal garbage 
pickup from possibly either a municipality or a private con- 
tractor. 

I think this amendment is very important. We are going to 
ask the citizens of the Commonwealth within 3 years to start 
recycling. How can we ask the citizens of the Commonwealth 
to do this if only certain residents of the Commonwealth are 
required to do this? Can you imagine when you go home to 
your district, if you live in a rural area, and people in one of 
the townships do not have to recycle yet you might go 6 or 7 
miles down the road into a small city between 5,000 and 
10,000 in population and they have to recycle? I do not think 
you are going to get the public acceptance of mandatory recy- 
cling in this Commonwealth unless everyone has to recycle. 
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Therefore ,  M r .  Speaker ,  I a s k  f o r  an a f f i rma t ive  v o t e  o n  
t h i s  a m e n d m e n t .  

Will  t h e  House agree  t o  t h e  bill o n  th i rd  cons idera t ion  as 
a m e n d e d ?  

M r .  B O W L E Y  offered  t h e  following amendmen t s  No. 
A2475: w O n  t h e  q u e s t i o n  recurr ing ,  

Will t h e  H o u s e  agree  t o  the amendmen t s?  
Amend  Sec. 303, page 24, line 26, by striking ou t  all of  said 

line a n d  inserting 
(b) Jo in t  planning.- 

(1) A n y  two o r  more  counties may adopt  a n d  
Amend  Sec. 303, page 24, lines 2 9  a n d  30; page  25, line I ,  by 

striking o u t  all o f  said lines o n  said pages a n d  inserting 
counties. 

(2) When  two o r  more  counties fo rm a joint planning 
ef for t  a n d  a n  entity is created t o  implement the  plan, any duty 
imposed o n  a county by this act  shall be imposed o n  the entity 
created. 

(3) W h e n  two o r  more  counties fo rm a joint planning 

T h e  fo l lowing roll  call w a s  recorded:  

Acosta 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Book 
Bonner 
Bawley 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Burd 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Daley 
Dawida 

Dietterick 
Evans 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fircher 
Fax 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Hagany 
Harper 
Hayden 
Hughes 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kosinski 

Langtry 
Levdansky 
Linton 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Donnell 
Petrone 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Richardson 

Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Staback 
Steighner 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
WaSS 
Wright, J. L 
Yandrisevits 

I effort  a n d  a n  entity is not  created t o  implement the plan, each 
county shall have the  duty  t o  implement the  plan a s  such plan 
pertains t o  each county. 

O n  t h e  ques t ion ,  
Will  t h e  H o u s e  agree  t o  t h e  amendmen t s?  

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  Cha i r  recognizes t h e  gent leman f r o m  
W a r r e n ,  Mr. Bowley. 

M r .  B O W L E Y .  T h a n k  you,  M r .  Speaker .  
M r .  Speake r ,  this  t ru ly  i s  a technical  a m e n d m e n t  t o  some- 

t h ing  t h a t  I a m e n d e d  in t h e  Conservat ion  Commi t t ee  which 
s ays  t h a t  w h e n  t w o  o r  m o r e  count ies  g o  together  a n d  f o r m  a 
mun ic ipa l  au thor i ty ,  t h e  regula t ions  o f  th is  a c t  a r e  imposed 
u p o n  t h e  au tho r i t y .  However ,  if they  do n o t  create a n  inde- 
penden t  au tho r i t y ,  each  o f  t h e  t w o  count ies  wou ld  have  to 
t a k e  ca r e  o f  t h e  regulations as deemed  b y  th is  legislation. w 
Clear ly  a technica l  amendmen t .  

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Bellanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burns 

Dombrow ski LaGrotta 
Lashingcr 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
Maiale 
Manderino 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Smith, 9 .  

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duff? 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fee 
Flick 
Foster 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 

Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cersar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLUCa 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Davies 
Demprey 
Dininni 
Disth 

Gladeck 
Codshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Haray 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Herrhey 
Hesr 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kenney 
Kukovich 

NOT 

Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Noye 
0' Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Punt 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 

O n  t h e  ques t i on  recurring,  
Will  t h e  H o u s e  agree  t o  t h e  amendmen t s?  

T h e  fo l lowing ro l l  call w a s  recorded: 

YEAS-182 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, 1. Aco~ta 

Angstadt 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boves 

Distler 
Dombrov 
DOrr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fixher 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 

Kukovich 
"ski LaGrotta 

L a n a 3  
Larhinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdanrky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 

Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Schectz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Scrafini 

Vcon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

George Olarz Wiggins 
EXCUSED-5  

- ~ , ~ ~  
Brandt 
Broujos 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 

Gallen 
oannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Havden 

McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouic 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 

Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighnsr 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Scvent) 
Kennedy 

T h e  q u e s t i o n  w a s  de t e rmined  i n  t h e  negative,  a n d  t h e  
a m e n d m e n t s  were n o t  ag reed  to. 

O n  t h e  q u e s t i o n  recurring,  
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Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davier 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Diaterick 
Dininni 

Bunt 
Donatucci 

Argall 
Billow 

Freind 
Kennedy 

Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Herrhey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 

Mrkonic 
Murphy 
NahiU 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Perrel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wars 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 

Johnson Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Josephs Pressmann Yandrisevits 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Punt Irvis. 
Kosinrki Raymond Speaker. 

NAYS-5 

Miller Oliver Rieger 

NOT VOTING-5 

Gamble Merry Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Reber, on the first of five amendments. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, maybe 1 can speed up the debate, accede to 

the wishes of our majority leader to some extent. If we can put 
into the bill the first two amendments that will be offered, the 
next three will be withdrawn, so keep that in the back of your 
mind early on. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment currently befoie the House is 
an amendment that this House should be familiar with. The 
House virtually unanimously placed this into the moratorium 
bill in the identical language in which it is now presently 
before the House. It relates to siting limitations, a concept 
that is already embodied in the bill; it has been in this bill since 
its inception. This particular language was in fact inserted by 
a virtually unanimous vote in the House Conservation Com- 
mittee. It came out as a result of that mysterious superlegisla- 
tor in the sky in the Appropriations Committee where all 
kinds of mystical things are taking place these days. 

I would submit that we ought to put this amendment back 
in. It very specifically has no application whatsoever to any 
existing facilities, modifications, extensions, additions, or 
renewal for permits to any existing facilities. It also spe- 
cifically only applies to school district buildings that are being 
used for the instructional purposes of the students attending 
those schools. 

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

amended? 

~h~ SPEAKER, we are now down to the point where we 
can give you encouraging news. We only have about 43 more 
amendments. 

M ~ ,  MANDERINO. M ~ ,  speaker, I was about to ask for 
unanimous consent to make that kind of a remark, we are 
near, ne= halfway through, L~~ us remind ourselves again to 
be as short as possible, not be redundant. And I have not 
heard the word quite as many times this after- 
noon as I would like to hear. 

amended? 
Mr. REBER offered the following amendments No. A2401: 

It is a site-limitation mandate. This House has over- 
whelmingly supported it in the past, and I would urge its 
adoption today. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the Reber amendment, the Chair rec- 
'gnizes the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. 
Reber's amendment is another one of those amendments, 1 
think, that is very limiting, limiting to the point of being pro- 
hibitive in many districts, prohibiting the siting of any new 
facilities. He is not at 1,500 yards; he is at 1,000 yards; heis at 
3,000 feet; he is better than a half a mile; he is about three- 
fifths of a mile. He has limited it to school property where 

The SPEAKER. The hint should be taken. 

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

Amend Sec. 51 1, page 50, lines 5 through 7, by striking out 

instructions take place, which is an improvement, but the 
distance still is far too great to be adhered to in many of the 
municipalities. 

present reEulations. is that we are - . . - - 
about 100 yards. The bill increases that to 300 yards, which I 
think is sufficient. That is three football fields from school 
property. 1 think that is sufficient, Mr. Speaker. 

"A" where it appears the second time in line 5, allof line 6 and I ask for a negative vote. 
"INSTRUCTIONAL PURPOSES," in line 7 

Amend Sec. 511. Daze 50. bv inserting between lines 21 and 22 0" the question recurring, .. - . . 
(c) School facilities.-The department shall not issue a ) Will the House agree to the amendments? 

permit for, nor allow the operation of, a new municipal waste 
landfill, a new residual waste treatment facility or a new disposal 
facility within 1,000 yards of a building which is owned by a 
school district and used for instructional purposes. This section 
shall not affect any modification, extension, addition or renewal 
of existing permitted facilities. 

On the auestion -~ ~ ~.~ ~ ~ ~ - .  
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-73 

Angstadt Farmer Johnson Punt 
Argall Fee LaGrotta Reber 
Belfanti Fischer Lan5rY Reinard 
Black Foster Lashineer Robbins 
Bowser Fox Eeh - Saloom 
Boyes Freeman Lloyd Saurman 
Bunt Gallen Lucyk Serafini 
Burns Geirt McClatchy Smith, B 
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Cawlw Gmree McHale Snvder. D. W. 1 (2) have sufficient caoacitv to oronerlv disnose of all -~~ ~~ . .~ . . . . , .~ ~~~~ 

Ccrsar ~ l a d k k  McVcrry Snyder, G. reasonably expected to be produced by or from all 
Cl>mcr Gruicza Mane Pairs ~nc~ncrators and resource recovers facilities located w~thin the 
Cornell Hasmy Merry Steighner 
COY Hasay Miller Taylor, J. 
DeVener Hayes Morris Tigue 
Davies Herman Mowery Wass 
Dietterick Hershey Nahill Westan 
Dombrowrki Hess Noye Wright, J. L 
Dori Jadlowiec Perrel Yandrisevitr 
Fargo 

Acosta Dawida Letterman Rieger 
Any Demprey Levdansky Ritter 
Barley Dininni Linton Roebuck 
Battisto Distler Livengood Rudy 
Belardi Donatucci McCall Ryan 
Billow Dufiy Maiale Rybak 
Birmelin Durham Manderino Scheetz 
Blaum Evans Manmilkr Schukr 
Book Fattah Markosek Semmel 
Bonner Flick Mayernik Showers 
Bowley Gamble Melio Sirianni 
Brand1 Gannon Michlovic Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Godshall Mimuie Staback 
Burd Gruppo Moehlmann Stuban 
Bush Haluska Mrkanic Sweet 
Caltagirone Harper Murphy Taylor, E. 2. 
Cappabianca Hayden O'Brien Taylor. F. 
Carlson Heckler O'Donnell Trello 
Cam Honaman Olasz Van Horne 
Chadwick Howlett Oliver Veon 
Civera Hughes Petrane Vroon 
Clark Itkin Phillips Wambach 
Cohrn Jackson Piccola Wogan 
Colafella Jarolin Pievsky Worniak 
Cole Josephs Pistella Wright, D. R. 
Corrigan Kasunic Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Cowell Kenney Pressmann 
DeLuca Kosinski Preston Irvis. 
DeWeew Kukovich Raymond Speaker 
Dale Lescovitz 

NOT VOTING-3 

Hutchinson Richardson Wiggins 
EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. REBER offered the following amendments No. A2456: 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, by inserting between lines 
20and 21 
Section 513. Future availability. 

Amend Bill, page 51, by inserting between lines 28 and 29 
Section 513. Future availability. 

(a) Capacity.-Effective five years from the effective date 
of this act, each county shall have a program, acceptable by the 
department, to assure the availability within the county of treat- 
ment or disposal facilities which: 

(I) have sufficient capacity to properly dispose of all of 
the municipal waste reasonably expectedto be generated 
within the county for the period of the next ten years; 

county for a period of the next 20 years; 
(3) are acceptable to the department; and d 
(4) are in or will be in compliance with all applicable 

statutes, laws and regulations relating to waste disposal. 
(b) Availability.-For the purpose of this section, "assured 

availability" shall mean that the county shall, by an authority or 
otherwise, own and operate a disposal facility or facilities with 
sufficient capacity reserved to the county to satisfy the provisions 
of this section or have a binding commitment with one or more 
private or public entities for the exclusive or nonexclusive right to 
the use of a disposal facility or facilities with sufficient capacity 
resewed to the county to satisfy the provisions of this section. If 
facilities do not exist with sufficient capacity to comply with the 
provisions of this section, the county shall have binding commit- 
ments to provide such future assured availability. 

(c) Intergovernmental agreements.-A county shall be con- 
sidered to have complied with the provisions of this section i i  it 
has entered into an intergovernmental agreement with one or 
more other counties for the purpose of complying with the 
requirements of this section. Any such intergovernmental agree- 
ment shall contain provisions that assure that all counties which 
are parties to the agreement have each met the provisions of this 
section. 

(d) Noncounty capacity.-Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this section, no county shall enter into any binding com- 
mitment for the use of more than 10% of the actual or future esti- 
mated permitted capacity of any public or private facility outside 
the boundaries of the county without the express approval of the 
county of situs of the facility, which approval shall not be unrea- 
sonably withheld if the county of situs bas met the requirements 
of this section. 

(e) Compliance.-Any county which fails to comply with 
the provisions of this section shall not be eligible to receive any 
funds authorized for under this act or under the act of July 20, 
1974 (P.L.572, No.198), known as the Pennsylvania Solid Waste 
- Resource Recovery Development Act. Any municipality which 
is located within a county which fails to comply with the provi- 
sions of this section shall not be eligible for any funds authorized 
under this a n ,  except as provided in sections 902, 903 and 904 of 
this act as relates to recycling, or under the Pennsylvania Solid 
Waste - Resource Recovery Development Act. 

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

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is the amendment that 1 alluded to earlier 

in the day when Representative Blaum was presenting an 
amendment, when Representative Lloyd was presenting an 
amendment. This is what I consider to be one of the most 
important amendments that each and every member will have 
to consider here today for the sole reason that it goes to the 
issue that we have been talking about all day today concerning 
county control. County control, county control, seems to be 
the theme. 

What this particular amendment does is establish the future 
availability issue as it relates to county siting of facilities and 
the operation of facilities and, most importantly, the trans- J 
porting of waste into counties intra- or inter-state. 
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Now, this House today has had some desire-some desire 
because the votes have been very, very close-in doing some- 
thing to prohibit intercounty and intrastate types of transpor- 
tation of waste and locating it in landfills from one area to 
another. This particular bill sets up what I think is a very fair 
share approach. The majority leader has earlier said to try and 
find a balance that can be struck and move in that kind of 
direction to handle the trash crisis here in Pennsylvania. 

What this bill does is very specifically say that in 5 years, a 
5-year period of time, certainly not an unreasonable period of 
time to move in a deliberative fashion, each county shall come 
up with an available method within that county for the treat- 
ment of its particular waste. Additionally, it shall establish a 
program where it has at least a 10-year capacity for the land- 
filling or the disposing of the waste, and if in fact in that 
program they opt for some form of incineration resource 
recovery where there is residue ash, that they also make provi- 
sions to handle that residue ash for a period of 20 years, as far 
as the landfilling of that residue. 

It further goes on to allow, if there is an agreement between 
various counties, intergovernmental, intercounty agreements 
can be struck to go across county lines by agreement of the 
counties in question. Additionally, if for some reason there is 
additional need to go into a county from another county or to 
have interstate waste come into this State, there can be up to a 
10-percent invasion outside the county where the waste is gen- 
erated or outside the State where the waste is generated into 
another facility here within the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

I think this particular bill provides a very pragmatic, ratio- 
nal approach, nonpunitive approach to putting each county 
into a true scenario of being somewhat in control of their own 
destiny on this problem. I think it puts every member in a 
position to say to their constituents we have molded a 
program, a plan, that puts the counties in charge of not only 
flow control but of also the destiny of where that trash, which 
is generated within our county by our county citizens, is going 
to go and not to the detriment of any particular.area or areas 
across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

I think we have heard a lot of talk today that this bill is 
going to conference committee. I would submit that the vast 
majority of the members ought to say to those conferees that 
here is a concept, here is a very, very workable draft which I 
think can alleviate the prohibition amendments that have been 
defeated even though the conception behind them is very well 
founded. I think here is a pragmatic approach to handling the 
crisis, not turning our back on it, each county doing what they 
should be doing without us asking them to do it, and that is 
take care of their own individual trash within their own indi- 
vidual confines of the boundaries of that county. And we give 
various kinds of escape valves to minimize any problematic 
situation that might be unique to a particular area, to go out 
and bargain and negotiate in a very reasonable fashion and 
not inundate other areas but allow for a small escape valve 
that does not overburden any particular county if in fact that 
has to take place. 

I would point out to the members that I think this is a 
concept that has been somewhat talked about in the bill by the 
Conservation Committee. This is something that we really 
have not had a lot of consideration on, but I think once you 
look at it, once you buy into it, it is definitely the way to go. I 
think it can solve a lot of our particular problems. 

I would certainly submit that this House ought to say this is 
something we definitely want the conferees to consider and 
embody in the particular legislation that goes to that confer- 
ence committee. I would urge its adoption. 

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

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Reber amendment. I 

think the weakness with my amendment was that it was too 
abrupt, that it was to take effect immediately upon the 
passage of SB 528, and I think Mr. Reber, while 5 years may 
be too long, has found the answer. 

We need to have our counties in control of the waste that is 
coming into their boundaries. That is the philosophy behind 
SB 528, that the counties be given control. Mr. Reber's 
amendment sets that control 5 years down the line. That cer- 
tainly is not an unreasonable length of time for our 67 coun- 
ties to either form compacts with other counties within Penn- 
sylvania or to begin taking care of the garbage they generate 
in their own boundaries. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on the Reber amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 

the amendment proposed. 
The gentleman, Mr. Blaum, is entirely correct. This is just a 

cosmetic dressup of the amendment that Mr. Blaum offered, 
which was strictly, you keep your garbage out of my county. 
That is what this amendment is about. It simply says, we are 
going to give you 5 years to keep your garbage out of my 
county, and that simply states what we are talking about here. 

The reasons why we ask that we consider ourselves Pennsyl- 
vanians and the philosophy behind this bill is a philosophy to 
take care of the problem that exists in Pennsylvania, not in my 
municipality, not in your municipality, or not in Mr. Reber's 
municipality. And there are problems of soil; there are prob- 
lems of proximity to residences; there are problems of popula- 
tion being too small to meet criteria that will be established. 
There are all sorts of reasons why we ought not to condone 
the "not in my backyard" philosophy. There are certainly 
just as many reasons to make facilities safe, to make facilities 
healthy, to make facilities proper for communities, to keep 
them in areas that the least amount of disadvantage occurs to 
the host communities. We are attempting to do that. We are 
doing that with financial incentives to the host communities, 
but we are trying to solve a problem that exists and a problem 
that we should solve, and it will not be solved no matter how 
you dress it up by the "not in my backyard" kinds of amend- 
ments, and this is just another one of those. It is just dressed 
up a little bit and delayed a little bit. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask for a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Lackawanna, Mr. Serafini, on the amendment. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I have a few questions of the 

sponsor of this amendment, if he would agree to answer them. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber has agreed that he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, when you discussed the 

county arranging to have capacity for the next 10 years, do 
you mean that the only capacity that you would consider 
would be that capacity that is currently available to dump in 
by a landfill, or in other words, those pads that are currently 
prepared in accordance with the new IRRC regulations, or do 
you mean if a landfill had the opportunity and availability to 
it of additional space to include that space in the total capacity 
that you are proposing for the 10-year capacity for counties to 
facilitate? Did you understand my question? 

Mr. REBER. Let me give you my answer, and then you tell 
me if you understand it. 

I think what we are trying to do here is very simply say that 
a county has to, within 5 years from the effective date of the 
act, move in a direction where, however it desires to proceed 
within that 5 years, it will establish a plan, not contrary to 
other provisions of the amendment and other provisions of 
the act itself and other provisions of the bill, to manage to 
take care of its capacity to be generated over the following 10 
years. Now, if that means creating a resource recovery facility 
and that will suffice, that is fine. If that means locating a 
landfill within the district or getting together a conglomerate 
of agreements within the district at landfills, that is also fine. 
If it also means providing for some form of resource recovery 
facility that will take care of 70 percent within the district 
itself, within the confines of the district, and it wants to go to 
15 other counties throughout the State and negotiate for 
within or up to 10 percent of the daily capacity of that, it can 
do that. The important thing is, each county must come up 
with a plan to manage its own destiny which is not in disagree- 
ment with any other situs outside of that county. 

Mr. SERAFINI. I believe 1 understand what you are trying 
to say, although it strays from what I was attempting to ask. 
But I agree with what you have said. 

The other section that I question is the section whereby you 
state that any county outside of the situs county of the landfill 
should have the express approval of that situs county for the 
disposal of its waste and limit that approval to 10 percent of 
the actual waste generated outside of that county boundary. 
Exactly what does the 10 percent relate to? 

Mr. REBER. The 10 percent, Mr. Speaker, is very simply 
this: Let us assume that corporation A owns a landfill and 
corporation A takes 100 tons per day. That corporation could 
contract with a county, assuming there is approval from the 
county of situs, up to 10 tons per day or 10 percent of its daily 
capacity with some other county. So in essence, any facility 
could theoretically make available to any county outside of its 
host county up to 10 percent of its daily capacity through an 
agreement, assuming that all other provisions of the act were 

not violated and compliance with the act was followed 
through and gotten. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I would like an opportunity 
to comment. 

Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Serafini, you have the floor. You may 

comment on the amendment. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the intent of this 

amendment. However, the 10-percent provision creates a 
problem for me. 

Under this legislation it would become effective 5 years 
from this date. Five years from this date the IRRC regulations 
will comply. Every landfill in this State will comply with the 
new IRRC regulations. These regulations have increased the 
cost of landfills, and almost the cheapest way that you could 
open up would be .with a S.20-million investment. If a private 
facility were established for $20 million, it would warrant the 
taking in of a minimum of approximately 5,000 tons of 
garbage per day in order to keep that tipping fee at a reason- 
able level for counties. That reasonable level will be about $60 
to $75 per ton. It is my opinion that a restriction of this type 
would eliminate the opportunity for those privately owned 
landfills and many municipal landfills to become self-sustain- 
ing, or the alternative would be to charge them a per-ton dis- . 
posal-of-garbage rate in the hundreds and hundreds of 
dollars. 

I believe, although the legislation is, in my opinion, an 
excellent idea and goes in the right direction, that this particu- 
lar section should be further reviewed by the conference com- 
mittee. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman stand for 
a few questions? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber indicates that he will stand for 
further interrogation. 

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, consider the Bucks-Philadel- 
phia contract that exists now. I think it is a 6-year contract 
going in to two private facilities. How does the county have to 
take that type of contract into it? How is that fixed in your 
proposal? Is that waived as part of the 10 percent, or just how 
does that figure in to the proposal? 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, I can only respond to that ques- 
tion by asking you to enunciate a little further the particular 
contract you are talking about so I have an understanding or I 
think I have an understanding of where you are going and spe- 
cifically what you are talking about in that contract. Could 
you explain a little more? 1 did not catch the first part of the 
contract. 

Mr. DAVIES. As I understand it, the city of Philadelphia 
has contracts with two private facilities-1 do not know 
whether they are owned by the same company in Bucks 
County-in which they have a 6-year agreement. How does 
this fit into what you are proposing? Do they have to count 
that as 10 percent or is that waived because it is already estab- 
lished by contract? Explain that. 
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Mr. REBER. Two things, Mr. Speaker. It is my under- 
standing that there is a contract being negotiated by the city of 
Philadelphia. You are saying there already is a contract in 
effect with a 6-year term? 

Mr. DAVIES. I thought it was finalized, yes. 
Mr. REBER. No; it was my understanding last that there 

has been negotiated a contract that has to go before Philadel- 
phia City Council for ratification of some sort on or before 
July 1. Possibly a member of the Philadelphia delegation 
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plan operate? 
Mr. REBER. Well, first of all-first of all-I think we have 

a 5-year effective date lead time in this bill, and that was the 
reason why I personally chose that particular type of what I 
think is a pretty broad spectrum of time for the parties to 
really get their act together within the county to control their 
own destiny. At that point in time, I think this proposal would 
affect any contract that is in effect on the effective date of the 
time frame as this act would then go into effect. But I do not 
think it would have any effect on a proposed contract, obvi- 
ously, because it is my information that that contract does not 
exist. So I think that issue is moot really for purposes of this 
argument. But assuming arguendo that there is a signed con- 
tract with a 6-year term, it certainly would not affect that con- 
tract in any way, shape, or form for the first 5 years. 

Mr. DAVIES. However, it would, though, the 6th year. 
That is my concern. Would they then, the 6th year, have to 
take that into consideration? 

Mr. REBER. My response is, during the 6th year of a con- 
tract that may now be in effect for 6 years, and assuming this 
went into effect tomorrow and in some way, shape, or form 
we would be affecting the last year of that 6-year contract, I 
do not understand what your question is in relationship to 
that. 1 simply say that I think it is a moot issue, because I do 
not think that set of facts exists, and I think before I really 
would desire to discuss it any further, I would like to know if 
that set of facts exists. 

Mr. DAVIES. What if there are other contracts, out-of- 
State contracts, which would be long-term contracts to private 
facilities within, let us say, a western county? How would 
your thing go in those long-term contracts? 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think any of this really 
impacts or any of those kinds of scenarios would impact on 
this legislation in regard to the 10-percent factor, because that 
is only for 10-percent contracts that are negotiated after the 
effective date of this act pursuant to the requirements of this 
act. So it is not going to in any way, shape, or form affect 
those contracts that are in effect. 

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

~ ~ ~ ,~~ -~ ~~ ~~~~~~ , ~ ~ .  
Bunt Geist Merry Snyder, G. 
B u d  Gladeck Micorzie Staback 

Godshall Miller Stairs 
Gruppo Moehlmann Steighner 

carlson Hagany Morris Stuban 
Cawley Haluska Mowery Sweet 

zziLicick Hasay Nahiil Taylor, E. Z. 
Hayes Noye Tigue 

civera Heckler Petrone Trello 
Clymer Herman Phillips Veon 

z:E: Hershey Piccola Vroon 
Hers Pitts Wass 

DeVerter Honaman Raymond Wright, J. L. 
DeWeese Jackson Reber Wright. R. C. gzsey Jadlowiec Reinard Yandrirevits 

NAYS-79 

Acosta Evans Linton Preston 
Any Fargo Livengood Punt 
Battisto Fattah McCall Richardson 
Belfanti Fee Maiale Rieger 
Billow Gamble Maine Ritter 
Bonner George Manderino Roebuck 
Caltagirone Gmitra Markosek Saloom 
Cappabianca Harper Mayernik Scheetz 
Cam Hayden Melio Taylor, F. 
Clark Howlett Michlovic Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hughes Mrkonic Van Home 
Cole Hutchinson Murphy Wambach 
Co'rigan ltkin O'Brien Werton 
Cowell 
Coy 

losephs O'Donnell Wiggins 
Kasunic Olasr Wogan 

DeLuca Kenney Oliver Worniak 
Daley Kosinski Perzel Wright. D. R. 
Dawida LaGrotta Pievsky 
Dombrowski Latterman Pirtella Irvis, 
Donatucci Levdansky Pressmann Speaker 
Duffy 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. Was your agreement now, Mr. Reber, that 
you will take all the rest of them and throw them away? 

The Chair thanks the gentleman excessively. 

On the question recurring, 
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Will the House agree t o  the bill on third consideration as I Broujos Cannon Manderino Sirianni 
amended? Bunt Geist Manmiller Smith. B. 

George Markosek Smith. S. H. 
Mr. DAVIES o(f.red the following amendment No. I Gladeck Mayernik Snyder, D. W 

A2291 : Godshall Mello Snvder. G. 

Amend Sec. 509, page 47, by inserting between lines 10and 11 
(d) New technologies.-Nothing contained in this act shall 

prohibit a private commercial enterprise from developing and 
implementing innovative or alternative, environmentally accept- 
able, means of reducing, processing, recycling and/or disposing 
of waste, generated by the applicant commercial enterprise's 
operation, either onsite, or otherwise, which means are not viola- 
tive of, nor inconsistent with, the provisions and purposes of the 
Solid Waste Management Act, this act and/or department regula- 
tions. 

On thequestion, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Berks, Mr. Davies. 

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, to a degree this is an  amendment that Speaks 

further to the private sector in which this would provide any 
new development, any new technology, that industry would 
develop that would actually he innovative or an alternative 
method which would be environmentally sound in disposing 
of the waste that is generated by the applicant, by the indus- 
try, that that would mean that that would not be in violation 
of this, and they would be allowed to actually set that process 
in motion. In other words, this would be something where 
they could take a byproduct or  something of their process and 
actually be able to put it into a recyclable method of  some- 
thing that they developed by their own technology. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, sometimes 1 have diffi- 

culty following Mr. Davies' amendments, and I will confess 
that I have difficulty following what he is doing here, but I 
think it is okay. I really think he is saying that companies can 
reduce their own waste stream so long as the manner in which 
they d o  it is not violative of this act, and I could not agree 
with that more. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-187 

Acosta Dininni Kukovich Punt 
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Haluska Miller 
Harper Moehlmann 
Hasay Morris 
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Hayes Mrkonic 
Heckler Murphy 
Herman Nahill 
Hershey Noye 
Hers O'Brien 
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Jackson Petmne 
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Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kasunic Pitts 
Kenney Pressmann 
Kosinski Preston 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-5 

Richardson Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

Kitchen Petrarca 

Stiback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tiguc 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
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Irvis, 
Speaker 

Wright, D. R 

Seventy W 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. DAVIES offered the following amendments No. 

A2561: 

Amend Sec. 1302, page 93, line 17, by striking out "THE 
HOST COUNTY SHALL USE THE FUNDS COLLECTED" 
and inserting 

(1) The host county shall use the funds collected 
Amend Sec. 1302, page 93, by inserting between lines 22 and 

23 
(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph (I), 

the host county may use a portion of the funds collected pur- 
suant to this section for remedial measures and emergency 
actions that are necessary to abate adverse effects upon the 
environment that exist at any existing or formerly existing pri- 
vately operated or municipally operated landfill located 
within the county. 

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

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, this would allow the counties, W 
in the use of that fund that they set up that is now going to be 
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available to take care of problems that develop from landfills 
that will be approved by this and landfills that are now in 
operation, this would extend the power of the county to 
address some of those that will close in the interim between 
now and when this legislation goes into effect and some of 
those that already closed that had problems. They will be able 
to take some of those moneys and use them for trying to reme- 
diate conditions which actually occurred at these particular 
solid waste landfill sites that may not qualify for any of the 
lists - the EPA (Environmental Protection Agency) list. They 
may not have any hazardous materials in them or other mate- 
rials, but they would be able to use those moneys to address 
those problems that now exist. 

1 have a landfill, for example, in my district that is bringing 
about some of those problems. It looks like there may be a 
problem with the current operator as far as the solvency of his 
operation, and these moneys could be used to resolve some of 
those problems as a result of that closing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the 

Davies amendment-and I would ask that he confirm at least 
what I am going to say, if it is true-this Davies amendment 
says that we are not going to increase any reimbursement to 
any county for the plan that they put in. They are going to get 
the same reimbursement that the bill presently provides for, 
but the bill says that when they get their reimbursement, the 
host municipality can only use that for certain purposes 
having to do with the items enumerated in the bill, and Mr. 
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NOT VOTING-4 

Richardson Trello 

EXCUSED-5 

Kitchen Petrarca 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G .  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
veon 
vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J. 1. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

IN~s,  
Speaker 

Wiggins 

Seventy 

Davies is adding one other item to those that the money can be 
used for by the host municipality, and he is saying they can The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

amendments were agreed to. use the money to clear up past environmental problems. If 
that be the case, I think it is a logical and reasonable expan- 
sion of what is in the bill, and if he confirms that that is what 
the amendment does, I would ask for an affirmative vote. 

Mr. DAVIES. That is absolutely correct, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Davies says that the majority leader is 

correct. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-188 

Acosta Dininni Kukovich 
Angstadt Distler LaGrotta 
Argall Dombrawski Langtry 
ARY Donatucci Lashinger 
Barley Dorr Leh 
Battisto Duffy Lescovitz 
Belardi Durham Letterman 
Belfanti Evans Levdansky 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boys 
Brandr 
Broujor 
Bunt 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geirt 

Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinaid 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 

Linton Rudy 
Livengood Ryan 
Lloyd Rybak 
Lucyk Saloom 
McCall Saorman 
McClatchy Scheetz 
McHale Schuler 
McVerry SemmeI 
Maiale Serafini 
Maine Showers 
Manderino Sirianni 
Manmiller Smith, 9. 

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

amended? 
Mr. KOSINSKI offered the following amendment No. 

A2317: 

Amend Sec. 51 1, Daze 50. by inserting between lines 21 and 22 
(c) Cities of the-first class.-NO new incinerators, trash-to- 

steam facilities or mass-burn facilities shall he constructed in a 
city of the first class. 

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

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

Mr. KOSINSKI. For the record, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to point out that Representative Maiale, Representative 
Donatucci, Representative Howlett, and Representative 
O'Brien join with me in offering this amendment. 

Very simply, what it does is ban trash-to-steam plants in 
counties of the first class, Philadelphia. I think the time bas 
come for us to look at new technologies other than mass-burn 
technologies, and this would be the ideal time to show Phila- 
delphia that mass-burning technologies do not work. 

I ask for your affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the Kosinski amendment, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Hayden. 
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Mr. HAYDEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in light of the fact that there are approxi- 

mately 1,700,000 tons of solid waste produced every year in 
the city of Philadelphia, in light of the fact that this House has 
decided that the city of Philadelphia, along with the rest of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, is to meet an obligation to 
dispose of all the waste'that it produces within its county, it is 
virtually impossible to meet those obligations if we enact the 

MAY 24, 

Daley Johnson Pressmann Wright, R. C. 
Davies Josephs Preston Yandrisevits 
Dawida Kasunic Punt 
Dempsey Kenney Raymond Irvis, 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber Speaker 
Dininni LaGrotta Reinard 

w 
NOT VOTING-1 

Kosinski-Howlett amendment. 
Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy I think that this is an attempt to try to substitute statewide vo---2.. 

planning for city planning, and it is about time the city of 
Philadelphia, through its local government, made its own 
decision to address its problems and dealt effectively with this 
legislation. Therefore, I would request a "no" vote on the 
Kosinski-Howlett amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, if I understand what the 

House means when it whistles, I am not going to say anything. 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. VAN HORNE offered the following amendments No. 

A2281: 

On the question recurring, ( Amend Sec. 903, page 64, line 6, by inserting after "any" 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bowser Donatucci ~osinski  . Maiale 
Cohen Howlett 

municipality or 
Amend Sec. 903, page 64, line 8, by inserting after "the" 

where it appears the second time 
municipal or 

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

NAYS-185 I The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Acosta Distler Langtry Richardson 
Angrtadt Dombrowski Lashinger Rieger 
Argall Dorr Leh Ritter 
Any Duffy Lescovitz Robbinr 
Barley Durham Laterman Roebuck 
Battisto Evans Levdansky Rudy 
Belardi 
Eelfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DcWeese 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fircher 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olas2 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigve 
TreUo 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westun 
Wigginr 
wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 

Westmoreland, Mr. Van Horne. 
Mr. VAN HORNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment A2281 modifies section 903 of this bill. w 
Under existing language, the bill authorizes a county recy- 

cling coordinator. My amendment basicdly will authorize 
municipalities to also apply for the grants for recycling coor- 
dinators. 

In a lot of instances, communities rather than counties are 
the ones that are providing the leads for this, and so we are 
giving them the opportunity to in some cases make applica- 
tion to DER. This will not be extra costs. We are not man- 
dating anything; it is a "may" provision, but we are asking 
for those municipalities just to have the opportunity to apply 
to DER to have a coordinator. 

The SPEAKER. On the Van Horne amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. The intent of this amendment, Mr. 
Speaker, indeed should have complete merit, if in fact the 
funding that was necessary would be available. In case 67 
counties that will be funded would allow 67 municipalities the 
same flexibility, and should that happen, that they all he able 
to derive proper funding in the same way, the county or the 
municipality, 1 am afraid it would bankrupt the complete 
program. Again, it would be very proper if it could be 
afforded. It would be a watchdog, but unfortunately, the 
money just is not there. 

This program is not a money-making program. If you want 
to take it out of the General Fund, fine; I will join with you. 
But I can assure you, unless you go to the General Fund, we 
will have difficulty funding this proposal. So I would believe 
we should deny this amendment and vote it down. 
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if the municipality provides trash collection service by municipal 
employees or if the municipality contracts with a hauler and bills 
the~residents for trash collection service either by a user charge or - 
from tax revenues 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 103. line 24, by striking out "IMME- 
DIATELY" and inserting 

within five vears 
Amend Sec. 1501, page 103, line 26, by striking out 

"CAPITAL EQUIPMENT," 
Amend Sec. 1501, page 103, line 26, by removing the comma 

after "BUILDINGS" 
Amend Sec. 1501, page 103, line 27, by striking out "OR 

OBTAINED" 
Amend Sec. 1501, page 103, line 28, by striking out "SEC- 

TIONS 902 AND 904." and inserting - 
section 902. The municipality shall pay to the department within 
five years an amount equal to the depreciated value of any vehicle 
purchased with funds provided by the department under section 
902, less any contribution by the municipality for the purchase of 
such vehicle, or the municipality shall convey within 90 days such 
vehicle to the department. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Van Horne. on the second amendment. 

Mr. VAN HORNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment, A2282, clarifies some of the language in 

the bill dealing with an exemption for a municipality after 
they opt out and go for the exemption. Basically, the language 
in there right now requires an immediate payback to DER on 
the value of the program and the equipment, et cetera, and all 
we are asking for on this, instead of an immediate payback, is 
to put language in there for the payback to be done over a 5- 
year period of time. 

1 ask for suooort of the amendment.. . . . 
The SPEAKER. On the Van ~ o r n e  amendment, the Chair 

recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Van Horne's 

amendment, as he explains it, talks in terms of inserting into 
the law the terminology "within five years" rather than 
"immediately" on the payback. He neglects, however, to 
advise us that he also strikes out the words "capital equip- 
ment." Now, the hill as it is written would require that the 
payback include the depreciated value of the capital equip- 
ment that the municipality may have received, and I suspect, 
although I do not know and no one knows a t  this point, that 
probably a large part of what the municipalities would receive 
would be in the nature of capital equipment. That being the 
case, 1 am going to suggest that the amendment he defeated. I 
personally have no objection to the 5-year portion, but the 
rest of it I d o  find objectionable. It may be that the gentle- 
man, Mr. Van Horne, will want to divide that amendment, 
but that is up to him. I would recommend against it as is. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 would ask for a nega- 
tive vote. Much of my reasoning would parallel Mr. Ryan on 
the one issue. I have problems with the other issue but not as 
great. 

I would ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-38 

Beladi 
Bonner 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Cawley 
Clark 
Cornell 

Dorr Lloyd 
Duffy McClatchy 
Fargo Michlovic 
Faster Murphy 
Fox Nahill 
Godshall Olasr 
Hagarty Petrone 
Hutchinson Preston 

MY 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Brandi 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 

Durham 
Evans 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Gruitza 
CNPPO 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 

Leh. 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 

~ i t t e r  
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scmmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W . . 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Sweet 

Cessar Hayes Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Chadwick Heckler Mowery Taylor, I. 
Civera Herman Mrkonic Vroon 
Clymer Hershcy Noye Wambach 
Cohen Hess O'Bricn Wass 
Colafella Honaman O'Donnell Wesron 
Cole Hughes Oliver Wogan 
Corrigan Itkin Perrel Wozniak 
Cowell Jackson Phillips Wright, D. R. 
COY Jadlowiec Piccola Wright, J. L. 
DeVerter Johnson Pievsky Wright, R. C. 
Daley Josephr Pitts Yandrisevits 
Davies Kasunic Pressmann 
Dempsey Kenney Raymond Irvis, 
Dietterick Kosinski Reber Speaker 
Dininni Kukovich 

NOT VOTING-6 

DeWeese Howlett Pistella Wiggins 
Fattah Maiale 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

Saloom 
Smith, B. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne - . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  ~~ ~ 

DeLuca Jaralin Punt Veon 
Dawida Livengood 

NAYS-148 

ACOS~B Dirtler LaGrotta Reinard 
Angnadt Dombrowski Langtry Richardson 
Ateall Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 
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Mr. WOZNIAK offered the following amendment No. Barley Duffy Lescovitr Ritter 
A2540: Battisto Durham Letterman Robbins 

Belardi Evans Levdansky Roebuck 
Amend Sec. 507, page 44, lines 26 through 30, by striking out 

all of said lines and inserting 
(iii) The proposed location of the facility is at least 

as suitable as alternative locations givingconsideration to 
environmental and economic factors. 

(iv) The governing body of the proposed host 
county has received written notice of the proposed facil- 
itv from the aoolicant oursuant to section 504 of the 
~ b l i d  Waste ~anagement  Act, and within 60 days from 
such notification, the governing body of the proposed 
host county has not provided the department with written 
objections to the proposed facility. Should the governing 
body of the proposed host county file timely objections 
to the department, the department shall not approve the 
permit application, unless the department determines the 
proposed facility complies with the appropriate environ- 
mental, public health and safety requirements and is in 
compliance with this subparagraph and subparagraphs 
(i), (ii) and (iii). 

Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smiih, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 

This amendment deals with applications for a facility. 
There has been much concern about the private sector's role 
in this entire Senate bill. What we are attempting to do is to 
amend the section on page 44 which deals with the responsibil- 
ities or the hoops that the private sector or the applicant has to 
jump to get a landfill in a particular county. 

We have an amendment that we worked on. and basicallv 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, ihe Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Cambria, Mr. Wozniak. 

Mr. WOZNIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

what it does is reverses the semantics and puts the onus onto 
the county - that within 60 days of an application, the county 

Clymer ~erkler  ahi ill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Herman Noye Trelio 
CoiGellella Hershey O'Brien Van Home 
Cole Hers O'Donnell Veon 
Cornell Honaman Olasr Vroon 
Corrigan Hughes Oliver Wambach 
Cowell Hutchinson Perzel Wars 

must refuse an applicant and give that notice to DER. If the 
county does not act, then the applicant can go ahead and 
begin the process of developing his landfill. Also, if the 
county does write to the department and decides not to allow 
an applicant to progress, DER then shall not approve the 
application until it goes through and makes a determination 
that the applicant has fulfilled all public health, safety, envi- 
ronmental, and economic decisions in placing a landfill and 

COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Demprey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Belfanti 
Blaum 

Howlett 
Maiale 

Freind 
Kennedy 

Itkin Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Jadlowiec Piccola 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Josephs Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmarin 
Kenney Preston 
Karinski Punt 
Kukovich 

NAYS-7 

Cawley Freeman 
Fircher Lloyd 

NOT VOTING-5 

Richardson Wiggins 

Kitchen Petrarca 

Weston 
Wogan 
Warniak 
Wright, J. L. 
Wrighb R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Iwi5, 
Speaker 

Tigue 

Wright, D. R. 

Seventy 

then makes a final determination. 
The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

I think this is a fair way that both sides can have their say, 
amendment was agreed to. 

and we have an opportunity for both the private and public 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS- 180 

Acosta Dirtier LaGrotta Raymond 
Angstadt Dombrowski Langtry Reber 
Argall Donatucci Lzshinger Reinard 
An? Don Leh Rieger 

~ ~ 

sector to work together. 1 would appreciate an affirmative 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the Wozniak amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I agree, Mr. Speaker. 

Amend Sec. 502, page 34, line 11, by inserting after "cost" 
, the costs of collection and transportation to each 
facility considered 

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

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

0"thequestionreCurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. WOZNIAK offered the following amendment No. 

A2546: 
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Mr. WOZNIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment deals with flow control. What it does is 

includes an additional phrase that deals with the cost of col- 
lection and transportation to each facility being considered. 
This does a lot of things, because now in the conscientious 
decisionmaking process of locating landfills, the cost of trans- 
portation has got to be a factor in making that determination. 

I think this is a fair way of including a natural, economic 
barrier and that it should be a part of this bill, and I would 
appreciate an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 think that the addi- 
tions to the criteria already in the bill that Mr. Wozniak pro- 
poses are reasonable, and I would ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
h Y  
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
B0yes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cerrar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Come11 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davis 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fatcah 
Fee 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
G l a d ~ k  
Godshall 
Gruitza 
G ~ U P P ~  
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
Honaman 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
lorephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Korinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 

Lmgtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
LuCY~ 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Muwhy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Piwsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 

Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  -~ 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvir, 
Speaker 

MAY 24, 

NAYS-3 

Blaum Fischer Jarolin 

NOT VOTING-5 

. Corrigan Maiale Wiggins Wright, R. C. 
* 

Howlett 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. LEH offered the following amendments No. A2375: 

Amend Sec. 505, page 43, line 5, by inserting a period after 
"CODE" 

Amend Sec. 505, page 43, lines 5 through I I ,  by striking out 
", EXCEPT THAT" in line 5 and all of lines 6 through 11 

On the question, 
Will the Houseagree to the amendments? 

, The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks, Mr. Leh, on the amendment. 

Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, my amendment addresses landfill 
expansions as well as new public agency permittees. The 
present language of the bill would exempt existing permitted 
sites from local zoning requirements for future expansion as 
well as new public agency permittees. My amendment would 
simply restore the bill to its original language as it came to us w 
from the Senate, which would require landfill expansions to 
comply with local zoning ordinances and regulations. 

My amendment is supported strongly by the association of 
township supervisors and also favored by DER, and I would 
urge your support on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
themajority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment 
is a splendid addition to the bill. 

Mr. LEH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 

Delaware, Mrs. Arty, on theamendment. 
Mrs. ARTY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is painful sometimes and uncomfortable to come before 

this body, and particularly before colleagues and before an 
esteemed majority leader, and say we really have trouble with 
this amendment. We really have trouble with anything that 
says we can change zoning in midstream. We have trouble 
with saying anyone that owns property that has been a land- 
fill, that is operating as a landfill, that needs to be expanded, 
that has a DER permit, and all of a sudden someone comes 
along and the local municipal government says, no, we are 
going to change the zoning, and therefore, you can no longer 
use this particular place. 

We have talked on a number of occasions today, Mr. d 
Speaker, about parochialism. This is truly parochial. 
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I ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand the 

effect of the amendment as the lady describes it. What we are 
simply saying is that municipal authorities in this Common- 
wealth are not going to enjoy an exemption so that they will 
not be affected by local ordinances. That is my understanding 
of the amendment. 

Now, if I am incorrect, then I would like someone to 
enlighten me. My understanding is tbat whatever the law is on 
whether or not zoning ordinances can eliminate already exist- 
ing facilities by zoning them out, whatever that law presently 
is, is not changed by this amendment. Now, that is my under- 
standing. 

1 would like to interrogate the sponsor to see whether or not 
that intent is what is being put forward here, because if the 
intent is the way the lady explains it, then I cannot say, as I 
said, that it was a splendid amendment. 

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

Mr. LEH. Yes, 1 believe it is as the leader expressed. It 
would not zone out already existing facilities that are pres- 
ently operating, but it would havean effect on those who have 
applied for a permit for expansion. They would have to 
comply. In other words, if the permit has not been issued but 
the zoning ordinances, the way I understand it, would be 
changed, then it would affect it. It would not affect an already 
in place, already permitted facility.. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I think everybody is partially 

correct and panially wrong. This addresses a situation where 
a municipality owns a landfill and must still receive a permit 
and comply with the Solid Waste Management Act to get an 
expansion to an already permitted facility, and it is during 
that period of time that the zoning cannot be changed under 
the bill as it is before us. 

The Leh amendment would say that in the course of the 
expansion proceeding, a local zoning ordinance could be 
passed that would deprive the municipality of the expansion 
right. There is still a requirement under the law as it is pro- 
posed in this bill that the permit be granted by DER, and there 
is no exemption from the DER permitting. That is not pro- 
posed. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
amendment offered by the gentleman, Mr. Leh, the Chair rec- 
ognizes thelady from Delaware, Mrs. Arty. 

Mrs. ARTY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I know you understand, Mr. Speaker, that there is quite a 

dilemma over whether this is existing or nonexisting or legal 
or not legal or should it go to the courts or should it not go to 
the courts, and it is truly that important. 

But let me tell you the other landfills and their locations 
that would be affected by this. The locations lie in Chester 
County and Northampton County and Schuylkill County and 
Luzerne County and Lancaster County, Lebanon, York, 

Mifflin, Franklin, Lycoming, Clinton, Centre, Cameron, 
Potter, Tioga, Bradford, Northumberland, Armstrong, West- 
moreland, Cambria, Warren, and McKean. All of those coun- 
ties would be affected should this protection come out of this 
bill, and I ask all of those people who represent those areas to 
join with me in voting "no" on the Leh amendment. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I can understand the 

problem that thelady fromDelawarehas with thelehamend- 
ment. The bill as it is presently drafted, at least my inter- 
pretation of the bill, protects a proposed expansion of a land- 
fill that Delaware County owns, protects that expansion, even 
though it may violate local ordinance. It does not at this'time, 
but before a permit can be secured for expansion, it is possible 
that the local ordinance may change to prohibit such use, and 
I can understand the concern that the lady has. But whether or 
not an expansion can take place locally of an existing facility 
that does not have a permit for that expansion yet, if the 
zoning changes first, is something that we ought to let the 
courts and the present law decide. 

What this bill does, the way it is without the Leh amend- 
ment, is to make that decision in this legislature, and it says 
that they will be protected in the event that zoning changes so 
long as they can get a permit. I do not think that we ought to 
make that decision, and I will repeat myself, even though she 
mentioned two landfills in Westmoreland County that could 
well have an expansion problem if a local municipality 
changed the zoning ordinance. I would think that whether or 
not they have a problem, whether or not it would be resolved 
in their favor in Westmoreland County, or whether or not the 
problem that exists will be resolved in Delaware County's 
favor in tbat existing situation is something that we ought to 
leave where it is, and I think the Leh amendment leaves that 
question where it is and does not attempt to make a decision 
and influence the outcome of that potential dispute, because it 
is only a potential dispute at this time. 

I would stay where I was and support the Leh amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill as it is presently written is 

fair to a municipal government - in this case, Delaware 
County - tbat paid $35 or $36 million for a landfill, which 
Berks County had an opportunity to buy, I understand, for $3 
or $4 million a few years earlier. The county of Delaware is 
going through and has been going through for a period of 2 or 
3 years the permitting stage, where DER has reviewed con- 
stantly and rereviewed the application and has required a 
number of changes. The permit has not been issued. Yet in the 
interim, as I understand it, what this bill is generically trying 
to do is to preclude a local government during that stage of 
the proceedings from changing the zoning. Permits are still 
required; DER approval is still required. It is just that you 
cannot get involved with zoning changes during this period. 

Now, I think it is fair. Mr. Manderino suggests that, well, 
maybe it is; maybe it is not; we will take a look at it in confer- 
ence. I would rather take a look at it on the floor. Leave the 
bill as is, is what I am suggesting is fair. 
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The SPEAKER. On the amendment offered by Mr. Leh, 
the Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, as it affects the 
Delaware County situation and as it has been explained by 
Mr. Ryan and Mrs. Arty, I would agree that there is a fairness 
to  the manner in which this language treats your situation, but 
I also must say very strongly that this language does a lot 
more mischief in its application extended to all situations and 
is not fair in all situations. 

1 would again say to Mr. Ryan, as I said to  him privately, 
and I will say to everyone, this is something that must be 
addressed and should be addressed, and it exists not only in 
this situation but it exists in other areas where substantial 
dollars have been spent by, in some cases, private companies 
that are in the waste stream system in a county, and we cannot 
give counties the exclusive right to shut that off and to hurt 
people that have made substantial investments. But I think we 
have to be very careful in the manner in which we permit the 
fairness that 1 think ought to  be permitted in your situation 
and in some other situations. We have to be very careful that 
we do not play into a situation that will create more havoc and 
more mischief in the potential, and I say to you, that will be 
addressed in a conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Heckler, on the Leh amendment. 

Mr. HECKLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would urge the members on both sides of the aisle to take 

note that the language which the Leh amendment would 
remove specifically states that "...any expansion of an exist- 
ing municipal waste landfill ... shall not be required to comply 
with any ordinance or other local regulation, ..." provided 
then that there has been an application to DER. It does not 
say that the municipality cannot change the zoning. It 
exempts that expansion from the zoning no matter when that 
zoning was placed in effect, and I find that language trou- 
blesome. 

I urge a "yes" vote on the Leh amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Berks, Mr. Leh, on his own amendment for the second time. 
Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, for the sake of brevity, 1 believe 

the members of this body understand what this amendment 
does, and I think they will vote in favor of it, so let us roll it. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-152 

Angstadt Dawida LangtrY Reinard 
Demprey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrawski 
Dorr 
Dutfy 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster 
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Boy= Fox Manmiller Smith, S. H. 
Brandt Freeman Markosek Snyder. G. 
Broujos Gallen Mayemik Staback 
gum Gamble Melio Stairs 
Burd Geirt Merry Steighner 

E'':? Gladeck Miehlovic Stuban 
G~UPPO Miller Sweet 

Caltagirone Hagarty Moehlmann Taylor, E. 2. 
Cappabianca Haluska Morris Taylor, F. 

Harper Mowery Taylor, J.  
Cawley Hasay Mrkonie Tigue 
Cessar Hayes Murphy Trello 
Chadwick Heckler Nahill Van Horne 
Clark Herman Noye Veon 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien Wambach 
Cohen Hess 0' Donnell Wars 
Colatella Honaman Oliver Weston 

Hutchinson Perzel Wogan 
Cornell ltkin Petrone Wozniak 
Corrigan Jadlowiec Phillips Wright, D. R. 
Coweli Jarolin Piccola Wright, J.  L. 

Johnson Pievsky Yandrisevits 
DeVener Kasunic Pitts 
DeWeese Kenney Preston Irvis, 
Daley Kukovich Reber Speaker 
Davies LaGrotta 

NAYS-34 

A,,,,, Fattah Josephs Pressmann 
Arty Flick Kosinski Raymond 

::T Cannon Letterman Ritter 
George Linton Roebuck 

Civera Godshall McCall Ryan 
DeLuca Gruitza Micouie Snyder, D. W. 

gz;:z Hayden Olasz Vroon 
Hughes Pistella Wright, R. C. 

E,,,, Jackson 
NOT VOTING-6 

Howleft Punt Sirianni Wiggins 
Maiale Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 

Ei:tdy Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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? 
M ~ ,  FREEMAN offered the following amendments NO. 

~ 2 4 7 2 :  

Amend Sec. 1502, page 105, line 2, by striking out "POSSI- 
BLE" and inserting 

practicable 
Amend Sec. 1502, page 10S,line4, by striking out ''CLEAR" 
Amend Sec. 1502, page 105, line 12, by striking out "POSSI- 

BLE" and inserting 
practicable 

Lashinger Rieger 
Leh Robbins 
Lescovitz Rudy 
Levdansky Rybak 
Livengood Saloom 
Lloyd Saurman 
Lucyk Scheetz 
McClatchy Schuler 
McHale . Semmel 
McVerry Serafini 
Maine Showers 
Manderino Smith, B 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northampton, Mr. Freeman, on his amendment. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is basically a technical w 

amendment. In the Conservation Committee, I offered an 
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Angstadt 
Argali 
Arty 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 

amendment, which was unanimously adopted, which does 
two things. It requires a resource recovery facility to try and 
glean out to the greatest extent possible those recyclable items 
that would be in the waste stream prior to incineration, the 
intent here being to try and retrieve those items that might 
have been missed by curbside recycling. The other element of 
this amendment, which was adopted, was t o  also require the 
removal of certain hazardous materials from the waste stream 
prior to incineration. The intent here was t o  try and cut down 
o n  potential dioxin levels in order to maintain air quality. By 
taking those particular hazardous materials out of the waste 
stream prior to incineration, it is the feeling that it will reduce 
potential dioxin levels. 

What the amendment we have before us does is require two 
things. First, it strikes the word "clear" from the list of glass. 
Since the resource recovery facilities will be looking for a 
variety of recycled items prior to incineration, they might as 
well look for all glass items rather than just clear glass. 

Second, it would change one word in the bill so that instead 
of trying to take out recyclable items t o  the greatest extent 
possible and hazardous waste materials t o  the greatest extent 
possible, it would require them to take it out to the greatest 
extent practicable. It is felt the word "practicable" would give 
a little more flexibility to the operator in terms of meeting the 
requirements of the provision that was added in committee 
and is a more realistic approach to this issue. 

I would urge the membership to support this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, we agree to this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-182 

Dininni LaGrotta 
Distler Langtry 
Dombrowski Lashinger 
Donatucci Leh 
Dori Lescovitz 
Duffy Letterman 
Durham Levdansky 
Evans Linton 
Fareo Liveneood 

Clark Hayden Nahill Tigue 
Clymer Hayes Noye T ~ l l o  
Cohen Heckler O'Brien Van Horne 
c~~~~~~~~ Herman O'Donnell Veon 
Cole Herrhey Olasz Vroon 

Hers Oliver Wambach 
Corrigan Honaman Perzel Wass 
cowell Hutchinson Petrone Weston 
Coy ltkin Phillips Wogan 
DeLuca Jackson Piccola Worniak 
DeVerter Jadlowiec Pievsky Wright, D. R. 
D~~~~~~ Jarolin Pistella Wright, J. L. 
Daley Johnson Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Davies losephs Pressmann Yandrisevits 
Dawlda Kasunic Preston 
Dempsey Kenney Punt Irvis, 
Dietterick Kukovich Raymond Speaker 

NAYS-3 

Godshail Kosinski 
NOT VOTING-7 

Broujos Hughes Mrkonic Wiggins 
Howlett Maiale Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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? 
Ms. RITTER offered the following amendments No. 

A2572: 

Amend Sec. 502, page 37, line 27, by inserting after "FACIL- 
ITY" 
which is owned or operated by a municipality or a municipal 
authority created under the act of May 2, 1945 (P.L.382, 
No.164), known as the Municipality Authorities Act of 1945, or 
an organization of municipalities, which municipal authority or 
oreanization of municinalities was created bv two or more munic- 

Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rvbak 

- 
ipalities for the purpose of providing for the collection, storage, 
transportation, processing or disposal of solid waste generated 
within the municipalities 

Amend Sec. 502, page 37, line 28, by removing the colon after 
"REQUIREMENTS" and inserting 

set forth in subparagraph (i), and the requirements 
set forth in either subparagraph (ii) or (iii): 

Amend Sec. 502. oaee 37. lines 29 and 30: Daze 38. lines 1 - . .  - . 
Black Farmer ~ l o y d  ~ a l o o ~  through 9, by striking out ail of said lines on said pages and 
Blaum Fattah Lucyk Saurman 1 inserting 

- ~ -. - ~ . . ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~  ~ 

Bunt Gallen Manmiller Smith, 0.  ( installation or equipping of such facility prior to the 
Burd Gamble Markosek Smith, S. H. effective date of this act. 

Book Fee McCail Scheetr 
Bonner Fircher McClatchy Schuler 
Bowley Flick McHale Semmel 
Bowsei Foster McVeiry Serafini 
Boyes FOX Maine Showers 
Brand1 Freeman Manderina Sirianni 

Burns Cannon Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Bush Geist Melio Snyder. G. I On the question, 

- 
(i) A complete plan for the facility under the Solid 

Waste Management Act is submitted to the department. 
Amend Sec. 502, page 38, by inserting between lines 13 and 14 

(iii) Escrow or permanent bond financing has been 
completed to finance the acquisition, construction, 

Caltagirone George Merry staback I Will the House agree to the amendments? 
Cappabianca Gladeck Michlovic Stairs 
Carlsan Gruitra Mieouie Steiehner AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN u~~~~ 

Carn Gruppo Miller Stuban 
Cawley Hagarty Moehlmann Sweei 
Cessar Haluska Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Chadwick Harper Mowery Taylor, F. 
Civera Haray Murphy Taylor, J .  

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the lady from Lehigh, Ms. Ritter. 
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Ms. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, 1 want to withdraw both of my 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The lady has the continuing gratitude of 
the Chair. 

Mr. DAWIDA. Just very briefly, Mr. Manderino and I dis- 
agree on whether it would d o  that. I d o  not believe that it 
would push the timetables back. I think that it just makes 
sound economic sense for decisions like this to be made pre- e 

,,',I,+ I ment would push hack the time they have to do anything 

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

amended? 
Mr. DAWIDA offered the following amendments No. 

A n 3 . A .  

Amend Sec. 1501, page 98, lines 8 and 9, by striking out "the (  he SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

ceding the kind of plan that is going to be made. Counties 
cannot be buying large capital outlays and then winding up 
having to d o  something differently. 

This just makes sense, I think, for the counties from a busi- 
ness standpoint, and I d o  not believe anything in the amend- 

Amend Sec. 1501, page.98, lines 16 and 17, by striking out 
"the effective date of this act" and inserting 

adoption of the plan required by section 5Ol(a), or 
within three years after receipt of grants provided 
for in section 902(a), whichever first occurs 

Amend Sec. 1502, page 103, line 30; page 104, line 1, by strik- 
ing out "the effective date of this act" and inserting 

adoption of the plan required by section 501(a), or 
two years after receipt of grants provided for in 
section 902(a), whichever first occurs 

Amend Sec. 1502, page 104, line 5, by striking out "the effec- 
tive date of this act" and inserting 

adoption of the plan required by section 501(a), or 
two years after receipt of grants provided for in 
section 902(a), whichever first occurs 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Dawida. 

Mr. DAWIDA. Mr. Speaker, this amendment just says that 
a well-developed recycling plan should precede rather than 
follow a less carefully developed but already implemented 
program. It would mandate in this amendment that the recy- 
cling program should be the result of a comprehensive plan so 
that more is known about recycling markets prior to making 
expensive, premature, and somewhat irreversible decisions on 
recycling methods. This is an amendment which county gov- 
ernments believe is necessary for them to function under this 
law. They remain committed to the bill and what it is trying to 
do but simply believe that the recycling plan should precede 

effective date of this act" and inserting 
adoption of the plan required by section 5Ol(a), or 
within two years after receipt of grants provided for 
in section 9021a). whichever first occurs 

- ~ ~ ~ 

rather than follow the program. 
1 ask for a "yes" vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the Dawida amendment, the Chair rec- 

ognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the effect of the Dawida 

amendment is to push times back so recycling in the larger 
urban areas of the Commonwealth will not have to take place 
until further down the line, and I think that is the wrong direc- 
tion to go in. I think the bill states reasonable time limits at 
this time, and to place the larger urban areas 5 1/2, 6 1/2 
years down the line is just too far. 

I ask for a negative vote on the Dawida amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Dawida, for the second time on the amend- 
ment. 

. 
Clearfield, Mr. George, on the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, as I read this amendment, it 
would be possible that, should it go  into effect, there would be 
67 different plans and 67 different deadlines in which to meet 
the obligation. I think because of that we should defeat this 
amendment. 

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

( The following roll call was recorded: 

Bowser 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Caltagirone 
Cornell 
DeLuca 
Dawida 
Dorr 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Banner 
Bawley 
Boyer 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cersar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Dales 

Duffs 
Fischer 
Fox 
Gamble 
Hagarty 
Hershey 
ltkin 
McVerry 

Miller Preston 
Mrkonic Saurman 
Murphy Serafini 
Nahill Trello 
Noye Vroon 
Perzel Wass 
Pistella Weston 
Pitts Wogan 

NAYS-150 

Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donarucci 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Flick 
Foster 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jaralin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 

Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Larhinger 
Leh 
Lescoritr 
Letterman 
Levdanrky 
Linlon 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozie 
Mochlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievskv 
Prersmann 
Punt 

Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Tigue 
Van Home 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevitr 

Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetz 
Schulcr 
Semmel 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
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Davier 
Dempsey 

Acosta 
Brandt 
Fatlah 

Freind 
Kennedy 

Kenney Raymond Irvis, 
Kosinski Reber Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I0 

Honaman Maiale Richardson 
Howlett Olasz Wiggins 
Hughes 

EXCUSED-5 

Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. SERAFINI offered the following amendments NO. 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 99, line 9, by inserting after ''leaf" 
and grass 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 99, line 27, by inserting after ''leaf'' 
and grass 

Amend Sec. 1502, page 104, line 3, by insertingafter "leaf" 
and grass 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

p~ 

leaf waste disposed of in the solid waste stream, that it must 
go in a solid waste stream to a compost disposal area. 

Mr. SERAFINI. I wish I had said that, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANDERINO. But you are not requiring me to send 

any leaf waste including grass into the waste stream. 
Mr. SERAFINI. No, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANDERINO. I see no problem with the addition of 

grass to leaf waste, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. 

George, ask to speak on this? 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, again, I fully do not under- 

stand the theow. I am not interrogating. I just want to inform . -~ 

the membership, if 1 can get a moment, that I do not believe 
that this grass waste will compost as Mr. Serafini says, who is 
the expert in solid waste and I am not, and I am told that the 
leaf waste and the green, the grass clippings are not the same 
in that the acidity is not there. We are saying now that 1 just 
cannot leave it on the lawn and let it do its own composting if 
we wanted to do that. We are making a problem and I think 
that was why it was left out to start with, so I really believe to 
include it, we are putting a lot of just average households in a 
very precarious position. 

I would think that the amendment does no good and possi- 
bly does some harm. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the eentleman from Somerset, Mr. Lloyd. 

the gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. Serafini. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, my amendment merely adds 

grass to the composting function in which leaves are repre- 
sented in the legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader 
on the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. if I knew little 
glass, g-1-a-s-s, I know less about compost. 

But I would like to interrogate Mr. Serafini, if he would 
consent to interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Serafini will stand for interrogation. 
You may proceed. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, presently the bill deals 
with recycling of branches and leaves and some other, I guess, 
recyclable shrubs into compost. That would be vegetation 
waste, leaf waste; that is the best I can describe it. You are 
adding to that grass? 

Mr. SERAFINI. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANDERINO. 1s it going require me to cut my 

grass and rake it up and send it to the compost pile? 
Mr. SERAFINI. Well, currently, Mr. Speaker, in many 

parts of my district, grass by volume has become the major 
waste that is being disposed of in our landfills. As a result, I 
was requested by those municipalities with that situation to 
introduce this legislation, because the bill does require leaves 
to be excluded from the waste stream at a certain time and 
composted. So as an extension of that, I would like to include 
grass just to take it out of the waste stream and decrease the 
volume of waste being disposed of in our landfills. 

Mr. MANDERINO. What you are saying then, Mr. 
Speaker, is and I guess the bill says that if there is going to be 

- 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, subject to Mr. Serafini correct- 

ing ,,, I do not think Mr. Manderino, when he said that this 
was an okay amendment, I do not think he grasped fully the 
distinction between when you cut the grass and rake it up and 
when you are going to have all this leaf collection. 

I can understand the argument that leaves, basically the col- 
lection time for leaves is at one period of the year and maybe 
you can set up some kind of a municipal pickup program, and 
if people want to pick them up and they do not want to burn 
them, that is an option. But the grass that you are cutting, if I 
understand this amendment right, what that means is that in 
May or April, whenever you start cutting your lawn, until 
November, whenever you stop, anytime that you rake the 
grass, it has gotten long and you rake it up, today you go in 
and you drop that in the garbage can. ~f M ~ .  ~ ~ ~ ~ f i ~ i ~ ~  
amendment passes, you will not be allowed to do that, you 
will have to put it in a separate container. Now, even that 
might be fine, but I cannot believe that because that is going 
to be sporadic. You are not going to rake the grass every time 
you mow the lawn; you are not going to have a guy coming 
around to pick that up every time you MOW the lawn. This is 
not a ]-month operation where the municipality can have a 
collection system,  hi^ is a hit-or-miss 

I agree with M ~ ,  G ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  I think this is going to put a 
serious handicap on people, and I do not really see that there 
is a compelling reason to do that, especially in areas where 
having any kind of a pickup system like that would be a 
burden on a municipality under the best of circumstances. I 
think we ought to just reject this amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, all Mr. Lloyd says is I 

know less about grass clippings than I do about compost. I am 
simply reading the definition of "leaf waste" in the bill, and 
leaf waste already includes leaves, garden residues, shrubbery, 
tree trimmings, and similar material, and certainly that is not 
all collected a t  one time of the year; that is collected all over 
the year. 

What we are really saying is these kinds of things do not 
belong in the waste stream that goes in a landfill, and 1 think 
grass ought to be included. By volume-I think Mr. Serafini is 
right-by volume I produce on my lawn probably more grass 
by volume than 1 do garbage now living alone, and there is no 
question that that does not belong in the landfills. I am sure 
that we can find some way to correct any problem that might 
arise in the conference committee if this language attracts 
those who tell us that there is a problem in putting grass 
trimmings into the leaf waste. 

I have been told that grass trimmings d o  not compost the 
way leaves compost. Well, I have a place in my backyard 
where I pile it and it composts. It may take longer, but it com- 
posts. 1 know that much about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I maintain that it still is a reasonable addition 
to leaf waste, and 1 ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bimelin 
Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Disrler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischei 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
Godrhall 
Gruppo 
Harwr 
~asay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hess 
Huaher - 
Hutchinw 
ltkin 
Jackson 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lercovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
MeHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markasek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Merry 
Micozrie 
Miller 

Raymond 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, C. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Sweet 

Moehlmann Taylor, E. Z. 
Morris Taylor, F. 
Mowery Taylor, J. 
Murphy Trello 
Nahill Van Home 
Naye Veon 
O'Brien Vroon 
O'Donnell Wambach 
Oliver Wass 
Perzel Weston 

DeLuca Jadlowiec Petrone Wagan 
DeVerter Jarolin Phillips Wozniak 
Daley Johnson Piccola Wright, R. C. 
Davies lorephs Pistella Yandrisevits 
Dawida Kasunic Pitts 
Dempsey Kenney Preston Irvir, 

Dinterick LaCrotta Punt Speaker 
Dininni 

NAYS-27 

ACOsta George Kukovich Ritter 
Belardi Gladeck Livengood Rudy 
Blaum Gruitza Lloyd Schuler 
Boyes Hagany Michloric Sreighner 
Cawley Haluska Pievsky Tigue 
COY Hershey Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Fee Kosinski Reber 

NOT VOTINC-14 

Brandt Fattah Mrkonic Rieger 
Broujos Honaman Olasz Wiggins 
Cam Howlett Richardson Wright, J. L. 
DeWeese Maiale 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
(Amendment A2484, offered earlier by Mr. Trello, was 

withdrawn.) 
Mr. TRELLO offered the following amendments No. 

A2571 : 

Amend Sec. 11 11, page 84, line 27, by striking out the colon 
after "PERIOD" and inserting a period 

Amend Sec. 11 11, page 84, lines 28 through 30; page 85, lines 
1 through 5, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

w 
Amend Sec. 11 11, page 88, line 21, by inserting after "of" 

new 
Amend Sec. 11 11, page 88, by inserting between lines 26 and 

27 - 

(e) Municipal waste landfills with limited remaining capac- 
ity.-When a municipal waste landfill has a remaining existing 
capacity of three years or less based on the volumes received in 
the immediately preceding year, the municipal waste landfill's 
permit shall be deemed to include a provision requiring the 
municipal waste landfill not to exceed those volumes so as to 
allow the municipal waste landfill to remain operational for the 
three year period. Existing municipal waste landfills shall make 
an annual calculation of remaining existing capacity. At such 
time as the owner or operator of a municipal waste landfill deter- 
mines that it has only three years of remaining capacity, the 
owner or operator of the municipal waste landfill shall notify all 
customers of the extent to which all volumes shall be limited until 
such time as the facility closes or is expanded to handle additional 
waste. 

Amend Sec. I1 12, page 88, line 28, by inserting after "A" 
new 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 89, lines 6 through 8, by striking out 
", OR" in line 6, all of line 7, and "LANDFILL," in line 8 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 89, lines 12 and 13, by striking out ", 
OR THAT WOULD" in line 12, and all of line 13 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 90, lines 1 through 30, by striking out 
all of lines 1 through 29, "(E)" in line 30 and inserting ,", 

t L I  
Amend Sec. 1112, page 91, line 1, by striking out "(I)" 
Amend Sec. 1112, page 91, lines 10 through 22, by striking w 

out all of lines LO through 21, "(F)" in line 22, and inserting 
( 4  
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Amend Sec. 1112, page 92, line 1, by striking out "(G)" and 
inserting 

(e) 
Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 

Section 1902. Inconsistent rules and regulations. 
All regulations and parts of regulations inconsistent with this 

act are hereby declared to be of no force and effect to the extent 
of the inconsistency. 

Amend Sec. 1902, page 136, line 16, by striking out "1902" 
and inserting 

1903 
Amend Sec. 1903, page 136, line 30, by striking out "1903" 

and inserting 
1904 

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

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment distinguishes 
new facilities from existing facilities. It does not change any 
environmental control restrictions; it does not change perma- 
nent requirements. 

Existing facilities were planned and financed on the basis of 
an open marketplace. To change the market now will cause 
prices to increase immediately. It will jeopardize the potential 
for anyone to expand and build a new facility. 

This amendment also puts a volume limit on new facilities, 
and the bill speaks to that right now. On new facilities the 
owners can plan for that. It will allow existing facilities to 
have an open market until the facility is down to about a 3- 
year limit, and at that time the landfill owner must notify the 
municipalities and all the people who are involved in dumping 
there that there is a 3-year limit and a limit might be imposed 
on that. This is fair to those who want to plan and to those 
who plan to invest to build existing facilities under the open 
market condition that exists prior to this legislation. 

1 ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Washington, Mr. Sweet, on the amendment. 
Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amend- 

ment. One aspect of the Trello amendment would delete just 
about all of the language on page 90 of the bill. If you will 
take the time to look at  the language on page 90, it really gives 
the Department of Environmental Resources some power to 
control the volume of garbage that goes into landfills. If we 
are going to have any reasonable, rational planning for solid 
waste in this State and we are going to give any power to coun- 
ties to have the ability to rationally plan for solid waste, they 
have got to have the ability, when permits are applied for, 
when there is modification of permits for new volume, the 
department has to have the power to be able to review those 
applications and see whether or not that landfill in that 
municipality in that area is appropriate for an increase in 
volume. 

The criteria that are listed are important ones, they are 
important ones to the community, and so all of this really 
guts, this really guts some of the major powers that are 
granted to the Commonwealth and to the counties in their 

ability to determine their own destiny. If you take out this lan- 
guage, what you are really doing is saying that available land- 
fill space in your communities will be sold to the highest 
bidder. It entirely makes this a free enterprise operation and 
takes out all role of government to rationally and reasonably 
control the volume. 

I would ask for a "no" vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader 

on the amendment. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the amendment before 

us is either identical or very similar to amendments that were 
given to me earlier this week by persons and organizations 
representing the commercial landfill operators in this Com- 
monwealth, at least several of them. 

What the gentleman. Mr. Sweet, says is entirely correct. 
There is a problem that exists. There is no question that the 
volume controls being instituted by DER are causing in some 
areas problems, and I indicated that it is something that we 
ought to look hard at so that we do not injure corporate citi- 
zens of this Commonwealth who are in legitimate businesses 
performing a service that must be performed. But the manner 
in which this deals with the problem that is out there is not the 
manner in which the problem should be handled by simply 
stripping out of the bill any ability of DER or local govern- 
ment or the municipalities to control volume in any respect, 
shape, or form. 

1 would ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker, and I am 
going to reconsider whether I will even address it in the con- 
ference committee, if 1 find out the same people who prom- 
ised not to offer such an amendment were instrumental in 
having it offered. 

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

Mr. SAURMAN. 1 just want to indicate, Mr. Speaker, that 
this has nothing to do with new landfills, that those new land- 
fills will not be allowed to expand, they will be controlled, and 
it allows existing landfills to continue until they get to the 
point where there is a 3-year capacity and then they notify the 
people who are supplying to them that they are now under 
that quota system. It does not affect new at all, only those 
that are currently in existence who purchased or got into that 
business not knowing about or not being under the quota 
system. Thank you. 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, the previous speakers were 
exactly right about eliminating the language on page 90, but 
they failed to mention that under the emergency provision, 
DER still has authority in case of emergencies to regulate that. 

We have an open market in this State for people to invest, 
and 1 am only talking about existing fills. Look what hap- 
pened in New Jersey. New Jersey passed some law similar to 
this. They have not had a person invest in a landfill in New 
Jersey for the past 10 years, and that is why we are getting 
their garbage here in Pennsylvania, because nobody will 
invest there. 
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This amendment will prevent thht. It will allow the existing 
landfills that invested all of their money, hundreds of millions 
of dollars in those landfills, to contain the volume that they 
are getting right now. When you plan these landfills, you cer- 
tainly take into consideration the volume that you have and 
what it takes to pay that bond issue back, and 1 think we 
should allow the existing landfill owners that made those 
plans for those landfills to continue to take in the volume. 

Furthermore, if DER should come into a county that is col- 
lecting 100,000 tons of garbage and tell them they cannot 
collect 100,000 anymore, they must collect 50,000, who are 
they going to cut short? The county that the landfill is in or 
the other counties that dump there? Now, if they cut short the 
county that the landfill is in, then they are going to have to 
look elsewhere for a place to dump their garbage, and if they 
cut the other counties surrounding them by 50,000 tons, then 
the people who live in that county are going to have to pay 
more. 

I think this is a darn good amendment. It is for free enter- 
prise, and I think we have to protect the people who invested 
money in these existing landfills so they can continue to do 

' 
business in Pennsylvania. I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
Trello amendment. I believe that the existing landfills should 
be able to operate as they are in the commercial, private enter- 
prise sense. Any new landfills that are authorized after the 
enactment of this law will in fact be subject to volume con- 
trols, and so will existing landfills once they have reached the 
3-year period within which they would be operating at capac- 
ity or at full capacity. I do not believe that it is appropriate to 
step in now and put in volume controls on landfills that have 
been in operation. They should continue to be in operation 
until they reach that 3-year limitation point, after which they 
will be subject to the controls of the DER as far as volume is 
concerned. 

I urge an affirmative vote on the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-105 

Acosta 
ARY 
Barley 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Banner 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cessar 

Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distkr 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fischer 
Flick 
Fox 
Gaiien 
Cannon 
Godshall 
GNPPO 

Jackson 
Jadlowiee 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Linton 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stairs 
Steighnei 
Stuban 
Taylor, 1. 

Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cornell 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Battisto 
Biilow 
Blaum 
Bawley 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen 

Hagany O'Brien 
Halurka Olasz 
Hayden Oliver 
Herman Perzel 
Hers Petrone 
Honaman Piccola 
Hughes Punt 

NAYS-85 

Freeman Lucyk 
Gamble McCall 
Geirt McClatchy 
George McHale 
Gladeck Maine 
Gruitza Manderino 
Harper Markosek 
Hasay Melio 
Hayes Michlovic 
Heckler Micouie 
Hershey Morris 

Cole ~utchinsan 
Corrigan ltkin 
Cowell Jarolin 
COY Kasunic 
DeWeese Kukovich 
Daley Leh 
Dawida Lercovirr 
Dombrowski Letterman 
Darr Levdansky 
Fee Livengood 
Faster Lloyd 

NOT 

Trello 
Veon 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wagan 
Wozniak 

-d 
Wright. R. C. 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Serafini 
Showers 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, F. 
Tirue 

Mrkonic V& Horne 
Murphy Vroon 
O'Donnell Wambach 
Phillips Wass 
Pievsky Wright. D. R 
Pistella Wright. I .  L. 
Pitts Yandrisevits 
Presrmann 
Preston h i s ,  
Ritter Speaker 
Rudy 

VOTING-2 

Howlert Maiale 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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? 
Miss SIRIANNI offered the following amendment No. 

,42502: 

Amend Sec. 1101, page 67, line 24, by inserting after "CON- 
VEYANCE" 

and the specific type of solid waste transported by 
the vehicle or conveyance. All signs shall have letter- 
ing which is at least six inches in height 

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

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

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, my amendment would make 
it necessary for the trucks to be labeled. I think you will find 
today that all the big garbage trucks hauling garbage have 
nothing on them, and I think we need to know that they are 
garbage trucks. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I believe we can support this 
amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. Mr. Serafini, do you support the amend- And, yes, it is correct. They carry garbage out. Th:y say 
m ~ n t  to07 I thev steam them out and brine foodstuffs back. A lot of them 

answer the question. 
Miss SIRIANNI. All right. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Serafini, did the Chair understand 

you to say that there are trucks which haul garbage across 
Pennsylvania, then double back after they have emptied the 
garbage and haul foodstuffs back? Is that what you said? 

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I am told that they are carry- 
ing compacted waste. What they do is they will carry com- 
pacted waste from areas such as New York to Ohio to a land- 
fill and then thev will clean the truck out and out whatever 

. . . -. . . , . - - . 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, 1 have a question on the 

amendment. 
The SPEAKER. You have a question on the amendment? 
Mr. SERAFINI. Yes. If 1 could- 
The SPEAKER. You want to ask a question of the sponsor, 

do you, Mr. Serafini? 
Mr. SERAFINI. Would the sponsor of the amendment 

please stand for brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The sponsor, I am sure, will be delighted 

to take interrogation and answer your question. 
Mr. SERAFINI. 1 am just curious as to whether this 

amendment would apply to any truck traveling the highways 
of Pennsylvania, because at this time I understand there are 
some trucks hauling waste, such as refrigeration vehicles, 
from New York to Ohio, and as such they are not designated 
as waste-carrying vehicles or would they even be assumed to 
be carrying waste because they would be refrigeration trucks, 
and the information 1 have is that they do this in order to have 
a full load on their way out to Ohio, so they carry waste to 
Ohio and food products or whatever it is back in the same 
vehicle. Would she require those signs to be posted on any 
vehicle traveling the highways of Pennsylvania or just those 
dumping in the State of Pennsylvania? 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has a question to ask before you 

Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadeick 
Civera 

- 
are doing it and getting away with it, and I think that should 
be stopped also. They wash them out; they drain them right 
into the streams and everything else, and this is illegal, as far 
as I am concerned. This is the way they are operating today, 
and I think it has to be stopped and her amendment would do 
a lot in doing that. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-183 

Acosta Dininni Kosiniki Raymond 
Distler Kukovich Reber 

Argall Dombroeski LaGrotta Reinard 
Danarucci Langtry Rieger 
Dorr Lashinger Ritter 
Dufiy Leh Robbinr 

Belardi Durham Lescavitz Roebuck 
Be"anti Evans Letterman Rudy 
Billow Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Birmelin Farmer Livengood Saloam 
Black Fee Lloyd Saurman 
B1aum Fischer Lucyk Scheetz 
Book Flick McCall Schulei 
Banner Foster McClatchy Semmel 
Bowley Fox McHale Serafini 
Bowrer Freeman ,McVcrry Showers 

Gallen Maine Sirianni 
~~~~~t Gamble Manderino Smith, B. 

Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Haves 

Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkonic 
Murohv 

Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Slaback 
Stairs 
Sreighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J.  
Tigue 
Trella ~-~ ~ ~ ~ , ~~ 

products they would necessarily want to in these refrigeration 'lark ~ e c k l e i  ~ a h i r l  Van Horne 
Clymer Herman Naye Veon 

vehicles. Cohen Hershey O'Brien Vroon 

The SPEAKER. You have just ruined my dinner. Colafella Hers O'Donneil Wambach 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Susquehanna, Miss 
Sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, yes, I think they should be 
labeled. You know, I travel down 81 every week and I see all 
these trucks coming from New York State bringing all this 
garbage through Pennsylvania, and I would kind of like to 
know what I am driving behind, when I stay behind. 

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

Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I certainly agree with the 
lady. I think it is time that we do have a marking on these 
trucks to know when they are coming through our areas and 
what it is. If we knew that, a lot of people who live in the 
mountains where these people are illegally dumping, they 
would have been caught a long time ago. I certainly think she 
is absolutely right and it should be on every truck. 

Cole 
Cornell 
Corriean 
Cowell 
Coy 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dieitcrick 

DeWeese 
Fattah 
Howlerr 

Honaman Oliver 
Hughes Perrel 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pievsky 
Jaralin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Punt 

NOT VOTING-9 

Linton Olasz 
Maiale Richardson 

Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R.  C. 
Yandrirevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Rybak 
Wiggins 



county to: 
(1) Prohibit a municipality from owning or operating a 

qualifying resource recovery facility. 
(2) Prohibit the storage, processing or disposal of 

municipal waste at a qualifying resource recovery facility. 
(3) Prohibit any person from collecting or transporting 

municipal waste to or from a qualifying resource recovery 
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EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

On the question recurring, 
will the H~~~~ agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. R. C. WRIGHT offered the following amendments 

No. A2476: 

Amend Sec. 303, page 22, line 22, by striking out "Each" and 
inserting 

Except as provided in section 305, each 
Amend Sec. 303, page 25, line 18, by striking out "A" and 

inserting 
Except as provided in section 305, a 

Amend Sec. 304, page 28, line 5, by inserting after "section" 
305 or 

Amend Bill, page 28, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
Section 305. Application of act to qualifying resource recovery 

facilities. 
(a) Acts allowed.-Nothing in this act shall prohibit a 

municipality from: 
(1) Owning or operating a qualifying resource recovery 

facility. 
(2) Storing, processing or disposing of municipal waste 

at a qualifying resource recovery facility. 
(3) Requiring all persons collecting or transponing 

municipal waste from locations within the municipality to 
direct some or all of the municipal waste to a qualifying 
resource recovery facility. 

(4) Renewing any existing contract or entering into any 
new contract for disposal or processing of municipal waste at 
a qualifying resource recovery facility, or for collection and 
transportation of municipal waste to or from a qualifying 
resource recovery facility. 

(5) Owning or operating a transfer station, storing or 
processing municipal waste of a transfer station, collecting or 
transporting municipal waste to or from a transfer station, or 
entering into any new contract or renewing any existing con- 
tract for storage or processing of municipal waste at a transfer 
station or for collection or transportation of municipal waste 
to or from a transfer station, provided that such transfer 
station is an adjunct to a qualified resource recovery facility. 
(b) Acts prohibited.-Nothing in this act shall allow a 

facility. 
(4) Prohibit a municipality from owning or operating a 

transfer station, storing or processing municipal waste at a 
transfer station, collecting or transporting municipal waste to 
or from a transfer station, or entering into any new contract 
or renewing any existing contract for storage or processing of 
municipal waste at a transfer station or for collection or trans- 
portation of municipal waste to or from a transfer station, 
provided that such transfer station is an adjunct to a qualified 
resource recovery facility. 
(c) Definition.-As used in this section, the term "qualify- 

ing resource recovery facility" means any resource recovery facil- 
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ity which is owned or operated by a municipality, and is located 
within the boundaries of the municipality, provided that: 

(1) Municipal bonds have been issued to finance the 
acquisition, construction, installation or equipping of such 
facility prior to the effective date of this act. w 

(2) The initial planning phase of such facility has been 
commenced prior to the effective date of this act. 

(3) Construction of the facility is commenced within 
five years subsequent to the effective date of this act. 
Amend Sec. 506, page 43, line 20, by striking out "No" and 

inserting 
Except as provided in section 305, no 

Amend Sec. 507, page44, line 19, by striking out "or" 
Amend Sec. 507, page 44, line 30, by removing the period 

after and inserting 
; or 

305. 
(3) is a qualified resource recovery facility under section 

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman fromDelaware, Mr. Wright. 

Mr. R. C. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I am withdrawing my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Mr. JADLOWIEC offered the following amendments No. 

A2549: w 
Amend Sec. 704, page 57, line 7, by inserting after "depart- 

ment" 
and certified municipal inspectors 

Amend Sec. 704, page 57, lines 8 and 9, by striking out ". A 
COPY OF THESE RECORDS SHALL BE" in line 8 and all of 
line 9 and inserting 

, unless designated confidential under section 1712. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
M ~ K ~ ~ ~ .  M ~ .  jadlowiec. 

Mr. JADLOWIEC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment allows the landfill operator, 

instead of forwarding a copy of the records t o  the host munic- 
ipality, t o  allow them, the municipal inspectors, to come 
onsite and inspect the records just as the department does. 
With the passage of this amendment, it will relieve a lot of 
paperwork and the burden that is put on the operator, but it 
will still allow the municipality to have access t o  the records 
just as the department does. 

I would appreciate the members' support. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, this indeed is a very impor- 

tant amendment, because should we accept this amendment, rr' 
we will be doing great harm to those citizens that we want to 
protect. 
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There is not a great deal of paperwork. An invoice or a 
manifest can be in quadruple. 

That local inspector has an obligation. That is why we have 
placed a local inspector into this legislation. I think he should 
know from whence the truck came; why, if the truck was late, 
an explanation, because the invoice will tell you the time of 
departure, and he will also know the time of arrival. That 
invoice and that local inspector can keep the thing straight. 
That is why it was put in in committee; that is why it was 
accepted in committee, and 1 really believe we should defeat 
this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-85 

An? Darr Lashinger Robbins 
Bariey Durham Leh Ryan 
Birmelin Fargo Lescovitz Saurman 
Black Farmer McClatchy Scheen 
Book Fischer McVerry Schuler 
Bowrer Flick Manmiller Semmel 
Brandt Faster Merry Serafini 
Broujos Fax Micozde Sirianni 
Bunt Gallen Miller Smith, 8. 
Burd Gamble Moehlmann Smith, S. H. 
Burns Gannon Nahill Snyder, D. W. 
Chadwick Godrhall Noye Stairs 

O'Brien Taylor, E. 2. Civera Gruppo 
Clark Hagarty Olasz Taylor, I. 
Clymer Hasay Perzel Veon 
Cahen Heckler Piccola Vroon 
Cornell Honaman Pistella Wambach 
DeLuca Jackson Pitts Weston 
Davies ladlowiec Raymond Wogan 
Dietterick Kenney Reber Wright, J. L. 
Dininni Langtry Reinard Wright, R. C. 
Distler 

NAYS-98 

Acosta Dawida Kosinski Pressman" 
Angstad[ Dempseg Kukovich Preston 
Argall Dombrowski LaGrotta Punt 
Battisto Donatucci Letterman Rieger 
Belardi Duffy Levdansky Roebuck 
Beifanti Evans Livengood Rudy 
Billow Fee Lloyd Rybak 
Blaum Freeman Lucyk Saloom 
Banner Geist McCall Showers 
Bowley George McHale Snyder. G. 
Boyer Gladeck Maine Staback 
Bush Gmitza Manderino Steighner 
Caltagirone Haluska Markasek Stoban 
Cappabianca Harper Mayeinik Sweet 
Cariron Hayden Melio Taylor. F. 
Carn Hayes Michlovic Tigue 
Cawley Herman Morris Trello 
Cersar Hers Mowery Van Horne 
Colafella Hughes Mrkonic Wars 
Cole Hutchinson Murphy Wozniak 

Wright, D.  R. Corrigan ltkin O'Donnell 
Cowell Iarolin Oliver Yandrisevits 
COY Johnson Petrone 
DeWeese Iasephi Phillips I N $ ,  
Daley Kasunic Pievsky Speaker 
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NOT VOTING-9 

DeVener Howlett Maiale Ritter 
Fattah Linton Richardson Wigginr 
Hershey 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. BROUJOS offered the following amendments No. 

A2554: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by inserting after "regulations;" 
providing for returnable beverage containers; 
requiring a refund value for certain beverage con- 
tainers; 

Amend Sec. 102, page 9, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
(24) Discarded beverage containers are a major source 

of litter and solid waste within this Commonwealth and a 
direct threat to the health and safety of the citizens of Penn- 
sylvania. 

(25) The collection and disposal of discarded beverage 
containers and solid waste constitutes a great financial burden 
for the citizens of this Commonwealth. 

(26) Unsegregated disposal of beverage containers 
burdens the constantly diminishing landfill capacity, imped- 
ing the efficient operation of resource recovery plants. 

(27) Discarded beverage containers create a hazard to 
vehicular traffic, as well as a source of physical injury to 
pedestrians, farm animals and machinery. 

(28) Requiring a deposit on beverage containers will 
provide incentive for the economically efficient collection and 
recycling of beverage containers. 

(29) The establishment of redemption centers will 
provide new job positions within this Commonwealth, while 
simultaneously reducing the critical litter dilemma. 
Amend Sec. 703, page 56, line 3, by striking out "1709" and 

inserting 
1909 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 91, line 28, by striking out "1704" 
and inserting 

1904 
Amend Sec. 1304, page 96, line 19, by striking out "1709" 

and inserting 
1909 

Amend Sec. 1501, page 100, line 25, by inserting after "mate- 
rials" 

, including regulations under section 1710. 
Amend Bill, page 120, by inserting between lines 18 and I9 

CHAPTER 17 
RETURNABLE BEVERAGE CONTAINERS 

Section 1701. Definitions. 
The following words and phrases when used in this chapter 

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

"Beverage." Beer or other malt beverage and mineral 
waters, soda water and carbonated soft drinks in liquid form and 
intended for human consumption. 

"Beverage container." The individual, separate bottle, can, 
jar or carton composed of glass, metal, paper, plastic or any com- 
bination of those materials that is produced for the purpose of 
containing a beverage. 
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( I )  The refund value of the container. 
(2) The word "Pennsylvania" or the letters "PA." 

(h) Private labels.-In the case of private label beverages, 
such information may he embossed or printed on a label which is 
securely or permanently affixed to the heverage container. For 
purposes of this section, the term "private label beverages" 

- 
"Consumer." A person purchasing a beverage in a heverage 

container for use or consumption with no intent to resell such 
beverage. 

"Dealer." A person, firm or corporation who engages in 
the sale of beverages in beverage containers to consumers. 

"Distributor." A person, firm or corporation who engages 
in the sale of beverages in heverage containers to a dealer in this 
Commonwealth. The term includes a manufacturer who engages 
in such sales. 

"Manufacturer." A person bottling, canning, packaging or 
otherwise filling beverage containers for sale to distributors or 
dealers. 

"Place of business." The location at which a dealer sells, or 
offers for sale, beverages in beverage containers to a consumer. 

"Redeemer." A person who demands the refund value pro- 
vided for in exchange for an empty heverage container. The term 
does not include a dealer as defined in this section. 

"Redemption center." A facility established to redeem 
empty beverage containers from consumers or to collect and sort 
empty heverage containers from dealers and to prepare such con- 
tainers for redemption by an appropriate distributor. 

"Use or consumption." Includes the exercise of a right or 
power over a beverage incident to its ownership, other than its 
sale, storage or retention for the purpose of sale. 
Section 1702. Refund value. 

(a) General rule.-A beverage container sold or offered for 
sale in this Commonwealth shall have a refund value of not less 
than 50. The refund value shall be fixed and shall be a uniform 
amount throughout the distribution process in this Common- 
wealth. 

(b) Exception.-This section shall not apply to beverage 
containers sold or offered for sale for consumption on interstate 
passenger carriers or aircrafts. 
Section 1703. Beverage container labeling requirements. 

(a) Contents of label.-A heverage container offered for 
sale in this Commonwealth by a dealer or distributor sball be 

means beverages purchased from a beverage manufacturer in 
beverage containers that bear a brand name or trademark and 

within the past 60 days and shall pay the person who presents the 
container the refund value of every beverage container returned. 

(c) Discontinued container.-A dealer shall redeem an 
empty beverage container of a kind, size or brand, the sale of 
which has been discontinued by the dealer, for not less than 60 u' 
days after the last sale by the dealer of such beverage container. 
Sixty days prior to such date, the dealer shall post, at the point of 
sale, notice of the last date on which the discontinued beverage 
container shall be redeemed. 

(d) Daily limit.-A dealer may limit the total number of 
beverage containers any one customer returns for a refund in any 
one business day to 240 beverage containers or another number 
greater than 240. 

(e) Refusal.-A dealer may refuse acceptance of any bever- 
age container during no more than three hours in any one busi- 
ness day. The dealer shall post such hours conspicuously at his 
place of business. 

(f) Duties of distributor.-A distrihutor shall: 
(1) Accept, from a dealer or from an operator of a 

redemption center located or operated exclusively within the 
territory of the distributor, or whose operator certifies to the 
distrihutor that redeemed containers were from a dealer 
located within such territory, any empty beverage container of 
the kind, size or brand sold by the distributor, or refuse to pay 
to such dealer or redemption center operator the refund value 
of the heverage contamer, unless the container is exempted 
under section 1707. 

(2) Remove an empty beverage container from the 
premises of a dealer serviced by the distributor or from the 
premises of a redemption center sponsored by dealers serviced 
by the distributor, provided that such premises are located 
within the territory of thedistributor. 

(3) Pay the refund value to dealers in accordance with 
the schedule for payment by the dealer to the distributor for 
full beverage containers, and pay such refund value to opera- 
tors of redemption centers not more than 20 days after receipt 

J 

that are for sale at retail directly by the owner or licensee of such 
brand name or trademark, or through retail dealers affiliated 
with such owners or licensees by a cooperative or franchise agree- 
ment. 

(c) Metal containers.-In the case of a metal beverage con- 
tainer, the information required under this section shall he 
imprinted or embossed on the top of the container. 

(d) Responsibility.-The responsibility for embossing or 
permanentlyimprinting the required information on the heverage 
container sball be with the person, firm or corporation who 
bottles, cans or otherwise fills or packages a beverage container. 
In the case of private label beverages, the brand owner for whose 
exclusive account the beverages are bottled, canned or otherwise 
packaged shall have the responsibility for such embossing or per- 
manent imprinting. 
Section 1704. Refunding. 

(a) Deposit.-At the time of sale, a consumer shall deposit 
with the dealer the refund value of every beverage container pur- 
chased. 

@) Acceptance and refund.-A dealer shall accept at his 
place of business any empty heverage container of the design, 
shape, size, color, composition and brand sold by the dealer 

of heverage container, the sale of which has been discontinued 
by the distributor, for not less than 150 days after the last 
delivery of such kind, size or brand of beverage container. 
Not less than 120 days before the last date such containers 
may be redeemed, the distributor shall notify any dealer who 
brought the discontinued beverage containers that the distrib- 
utor will not redeem such emotv beverage containers. 

(5) Pay to a dealer or operator o f a  redemption center a 
handline fee of 20 for each beverage container in addition to 
the refuid value established in section 1702. 

Section 1705. Vending machine operators. 
An operator of a vending machine which sells, or offers for 

sale. heveraees in beverage containers shall post a notice conspic- 
uou;ly on each vending machine indicating that a refund ofnot 
less than 50 is available on every beverage container. The notice 
sball contain information regarding where and from whom that 
refund may be obtained. This section shall not be construed to 
require vending machine operators to provide refunds on the 
premises where the vending machines are located. 
Section 1706. Redemption centers. 

(a) Registration of center.-Any person may establish a 
redemption center and shall have the right to determine the kind, 
size and brand of heverage container it shall accept. A person 
establishing a redemption center within this Commonwealth shall 
register with the secretary on a form provided by the secretary 
with such information as the secretary requires, including, hut 
not limited to, the following: 

(1) The name of the business principals of the redemp- J 
tion center and the address of the business. 



.. - . . 
- (2) &beverage confainers  connected;^ each other by a and lnsertlng 

- 
se~arate holding device constructed of olastic which does not I ' ' 1908 
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decompose by bhotodegradation, chemical degradation or 
biodegradation within a reasonable period of time upon expo- 
sure to the elements. 

Section 1709. Educational programs. 
(a) Public information program.-Commonwealth infor- 

mational material, such as travel pamphlets, road maps and 
similar publications, submitted for printing on or after the effec- 
tive date of this chapter shall bear a statement informing the 
general public of this Commonwealth's deposit law. 

(b) School vrogram.-The De~artment of Education mav 

(2) The name and address of the dealers to be served by 
the redemption center. 

(3) The types of beverage containers to be accepted. 
(4) The hours of operation. 
(5) Whether the beverage containers will be accepted 

from consumers. 
(b) Changes to be reported to secretary.-A change in pro- 

cedure shall be reported to the secretary by the operator of the 
redemption center within 48 hours of the change during the 
normalbusiness week. A redemption center may be established to 
serve all persons or to serve certain specified dealers. 
Section 1707. Permitted refusals. 

(a) Absence of refund value on container.-A dealer or 
operator of a redemption center may refuse to accept from a 
redeemer, and a distributor may refuse to accept from a dealer or 
operator of a redemption center, any empty beverage container 
which does not state thereon the refund value of the beverage 
container. 

(b) Altered or adulterated container.-A dealer or operator 
of a redemption center may refuse to accept any broken bottle, 
corroded or disembodied can, or any beverage container which 
contains foreign material, as determined by rules and regulations 
to be promulgated by the secretary. 
Section 1708. Prohibition on certain types of containers and 

holders. 
No beverage container shall be sold or offered for sale to con- 

sumers in this Commonwealth in the following form: 
(I) In a metal container designed or construed with a 

part of the container which is detachable in opening the con- 
tainer, unless such detachable part will decompose by photo- 
degradation. chemical demadation or biodegradation. 

Amend Sec. 1708, page 128, line 28, by striking out "1701" 
and inserting 

1901 
Amend Sec. 1709, page 129, line 2, by striking out "1709" 

and inserting 
1909 

Amend Sec. 1709, page 129, line 20, by striking out "1704 and 
1705" and inserting 

1904 and 1905 
Amend Sec. 1710. Dace 129. Line 22. bv strikine out "1710" 

chapter relating to the sale of beverages in returnable containers 
and shall report to the General Assembly annually on or before 
the anniversary of the effective date of this chapter. 

Amend Chapter Heading, page 120, line 19, by striking out 
"17"and inserting 

19 
Amend Sec. 1701, page 120, line 21, by striking out "1701" 

and inserting 
1901 

Amend Sec. 1702, page 121, line 29, by striking out "1702" 
and inserting 

1902 
Amend Sec. 1703, page 122, line 21, by striking out "1703" 

andinserting 
1903 

Amend Sec. 1703, page 123, line 8, by striking out "1704" 
and inserting 

1904 
Amend Sec. 1704, page 123, line 26, by striking out "1704" 

and inserting 
1904 

Amend Sec. 1705, page 125, line 12, by striking out "1705" 
and inserting 

1905 
Amend Sec. 1706, page 126, line 17, by striking out "1706" 

and inserting 
1906 

Amend Sec. 1707, page 127, line 11, by striking out "1707" 
and inserting 

1907 
Amend Sec. 1708. ~ a e e  128. line 22. bv striking out "1708" 

. .  - . . 
incorporate infoimation concerning this chapter in education~l and lnsertrng 
material it distributes to orimari and secondan educational insti- 1 ' . 1910 
tutions within this ~ o m i o n w e i l t h .  

(c) Funding.-The Litter Control Education Fund shall be 
established to fund such educational programs. The fund shall 
draw its revenue from money the General Assembly may appro- 
priate to the fund, plus civil fines collected pursuant to section 
1712. The Secretary of Education shall have the authority to allo- 
cate such funds in an efficient manner to the various educational 
and informational programs. 
Section 1710. Rules and regulations. 

The secretary shall administer the provisions of this chapter 
and shall adopt and promulgate rules and regulations necessary 
to effectuate the purposes of this chapter. 
Section 171 1. Enforcement. 

The Attorney General and district attorneys shall enforce the 
provisions of this chapter. 
Section 1712. Penalty. 

A dealer, distributor or redemption center operator who vio- 
lates provisions of this chapter shall be subject to a civil penalty 
for each violation and shall pay a fine of not more than $1,000 
per violation. 
Section 1713. Annual report. 

The department shall make a comprehensive review of the 
administration, application and impact of the provisions of this 

Amend Sec. 1710, page 129, line 26, by striking out "1703 or 
1704" and inserting 

1903 or 1904 
Amend Sec. 1711, page 131, line 25, by striking out "1711" 

and inserting 
1911 

Amend Sec. 1712, page 132, line 25, by striking out "1712" 
and inserting 

1912 
Amend Sec. 1713, page 133, line 13, by striking out "1713" 

and inserting 
1913 

Amend Sec. 1714, page 135, line 16, by striking out "1714" 
and inserting 

1914 
Amend Chapter Heading, page 136, line 8, by striking out 

"19" and inserting 
21 

Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting between lines 9and 10 
Section 2101. Economic recovery assistance. 

(a) Application.-A county which experiences an increase in 
unemployment as a result of this act may apply for and shall be 
given priority for a grant or loan from the Pennsylvania Eco- 
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Assistance Program Act, or pursuant to any other mendous eyesore and a problem with respect to our highways 
financed bv the Pennsvlvania Economic and our recreation areas. 

nomic Revitalization Fund established pursuant to the act of July 
2, 1984 (P.L.512, No.104). known as the Pennsylvania Economic 
Revitalization Act, or for any other assistance which may be pro- 
vided pursuant lhe an Of " 1984 (P'L'520' 
known as the Business Infrastructure Development Act; the act 
of July 2, 1984 (P.L.527; No.106). known as the Recreational 
Improvement and Rehabilitation An; the act of July 2, 1984 
(P.~.545, No.109), known as the Capital Loan Fund Act; the act 
of July 2, 1984 (P.L.555, No.] l l) ,  known as the Small Business 
Incubators Act; the act of July 2, 1984 (P.L.561, No.112), known 
as the Pennsylvania Conservation Corps Act; the act of July 2, 
1984 (p.~.568. ~0.113). known as the ~ ~ ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ h i ~  

or another method of separation which is distinct from the 
concept of the returnable-deposit bottle. 

This amendment is, first, essential for of our 
natural resources. It secondly is essential to protect farmers in 
a number of ways. Farmers have suffered from the ingestion 
by cattle and livestock of cans and bottles. They have suffered 
from the leaving and littering of containers along roadsides. 
~h~~~ of you who have had contact with [he farm community 
will know that they have told you year after year, month after 
month, of the problems they have. In addition, it creates a tre- 

Grants, loans and other assistance shall be made available for the 
unemployed of the county generally, and shall not be limited to 
benefit only those persons who become unemployed as a direct 
result of this an .  

@) Hearing.-The Department of Commerce may hold a 

----.- ~-~~~ 

It is one way to seek conservation, to help the farmer, and 
to in fact truly conserve our natural resources, and I would 
ask for an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
hearing on the application filed pursuant to subsection (a) to 
determine whether the increase in unemployment was due to the 
provisions of this act; to determine the extent of economic loss 
resulting from this increase of unemployment; and to determine 
the type of grant or loan or other assistance to be given and its 
priority. 

(c) Special regulations.-The Department of Commerce 
shall promulgate rules and regulations to administer and enforce 
this section. 

Amend Sec. 1901, page 136, line 10, by striking out "1901" 
and inserting 

2102 
Amend Sec. 1902, page 136, line 16, by striking out "1902" 

and inserting 
...- 

n, +he nller*inn I Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a negative vote 

clarion, M ~ .  wright. 
D. R, WR~GHT, M ~ ,  speaker, I am enormously 

reluctant to speak, because 1 have been sitting here with the 
other members for a long time, and I will try to be brief, but 
my response to the amendment is to ask for opposition to it. 

I happen to represent a district that at one time had four 
glass plants, and as forced-deposit legislation was enacted in 
surrounding States, I now represent a district that has one 
glass plant. 

There are reasons why this kind of legislation diminishes 
glass production. Now, 1 will not bore you with that except to 
assert, and will prove if you ask me to, that forced-deposit 

2103 
Amend Set, 1903, page 136, line 30, by striking out N1903w 

and inserting 
2104 

-.. . . . - - -- .. -. . , 
Will the House agree to the amendments? I along with thegentleman who just spoke. 

legislation is detrimental to the glass industry in Pennsylvania, 
and I would ask for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

This issue has been before this Assembly before. It has been 
The SPEAKER.-On the amendment, the Chair recognizes I considered . bv committees of this Assembly. It is a major issue 

the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 
BROUJOS. Speaker' Ibis amendment essentially 

incorporates the concept of the returnable-deposit bottle into 
the solid waste management bill. There is a fiscal note that 
was delivered. The initial amendment was modified, and I will 
explain the modification. The fiscal note dealt with the origi- 
na1amendment7 ~ ... and the second amendment did have any 

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

of this provision of the act will have a priority in grants and I r.2,,nr'c interem is not the onlv interest that I think ought to 

of itself and in itself. I think that considering this at this time, 
Mr. Speaker, and if it goes into the bill, will effectively kill the 
recycling bill and the solid waste bill that we have a good 
chance of passing today and getting on with the problem of 
solid waste in Pennsylvania. 

There are many ramifications of the amendment that 
Broujos offers today. It has many effects, some of which Mr. 

significant change. 
The difference between the two, the first of which was with- 

drawn, 2277, is that the second version contains a provision 
that any community which suffers unemplo~ment as a result 

Wright spoke of. Those are not all the effects. We are taking a 
giant step with the hill that we are working on now, I think it 
is going backwards in the process to complicate this bill at this 
time with the Brouios I ask for anegative vote. 

loans and training with respect to unemployment. Therefore. 
there is no significant difference between the fiscal 
required for the first amendment and the second one. 

  his amendment has the recycling provisions which relate 

- ...--.--. .. .~.. ..-- .~-- . -~ ~~~~-~ ~ - 
be considered here. I am convinced that there are industries 
[hat are severely disadvantaged, industries that are basic to 
this State that are severely disadvantaged with this kind of an 
amendment. ~h~ cost benefits measured - measured in loss of 

to the returnable bottle. Recycling is one step in the direction 
of conservation. The returnable-bottle concept complements 
the recycling concept. In recycling there is no requirement that 
people take their containers and return them to the store 
where they bought them. They still have an opportunit~ to 
dispose of them as they will. Recycling is a source separation 

employment, measured in the hurt that is put out there to 
people - are not large enough for us to make this kind of con- 
sideration at this time, Speaker, I am convinced [hat [he 
only effect that is not already covered by the bill as we have it 
[hat [he ~~~~j~~ amendment might have is to do something 
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with roadside trash, and the bottle bill, which is what he is 
adding here, takes care of about 5 percent of the roadside 
trash and only 5 percent of that roadside trash. 

That being the case, Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that the 
cost benefit of adding this is nil. Not only is it nil, it has the 
negative effect of taking what so far is a decent bill and can be 
molded into one of the best recycling bills, solid waste bills, in 
the Nation and will set that back to the point of perhaps an 
inability to pass the same. 

I ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Saurman. 
Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a couple of years ago I had the opportunity to 

be in the company of Senator Smith of New York who was the 
sponsor of the bottle bill in that State. He indicated to me 
when I asked him how it was working that it was the most 
expensive antilitter legislation that he had ever seen. As the 
majority leader has indicated, it is a small percentage of the 
litter that is along the side of the road that will in fact be col- 
lected. The paper cups and plastics and styrofoam and so 
forth will continue to be there, and so the litter will continue 
to be there. 

Years ago we had what was a bottle bill, although it was not 
the law. Coca-Cola used to charge 2 cents a bottle for their 
small ones and 5 cents for the larger ones. For one summer I 
served as a Coca-Cola driver, and I know that I more than 
once cut the palm of my hand in picking up the empty bottles. 
Worse than that, the dried syrup that collects in those bottles 
collects vermin and roaches and other insects. So we have a 
health hazard that goes with that. 

Additionally, every supermarket has a price on every square 
inch of their floorspace. When we put empty bottles onto that 
floorspace, what we do is cause that cost for tbat square foot 
to be pushed over onto other products, which has a natural 
tendency to increase the cost of other products that we pur- 
chase from that store. 

Mr. Speaker, as the majority leader has said, we have a 
product now in this mandatory recycling bill to handle glass. 
Let us stay with that. Let us stay away from the bottle bill. Let 
us defeat this amendment. Thank you. 

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

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would merely like to echo the remarks of the previous 

speaker, especially the majority leader, and I would like to 
add to those remarks that the glassworkers, the people that 
work in this particular industry, have not only been in the 
forefront of the recycling effort but they have put a lot of 
their time and effort into promoting recycling in the present 
day, and I am sure tbat with the implementation of SB 528, 
they will continue to push for recycling, and in the long run, it 
will lead to the cleaning up of Pennsylvania. 

I urge a negative vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Northumberland, Mr. Belfanti. 
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Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also rise in opposition to the amendment. For the past 4 

terms I have had a number of farm organizations speak to me 
about this legislation, and it has become rather clear that the 
main concern to them is beer bottles that are discarded by 
drive-by drinkers, and when questioning these same farmers 
and asking if they feel that the bottle bill is going to prevent 
mainly teenagers from discarding glass beer bottles, which 
screw up this farm equipment and farm machinery, their 
answer is "no." It is ludicrous to believe otherwise. And as 
some of the previous speakers mentioned, 95 percent of the 
litter is an eyesore. It is not the type of litter that is impacting 
directly on our fanners or their equipment. 

But just for a minute, Mr. Speaker, I would like to just read 
a list of the coalition of labor and business groups that have 
publicly opposed and oppose any forced-deposit effort to SB 
528, and I will try and make it quick: Tri-State Recyclers, 
Anchor Glass, the AFL-CIO, Pennsylvania Glass Workers, 
Continental Can Company, the Paperworkers, US Air, Weis 
Markets, USX Corporation, Brandywine Recyclers, the Penn- 
sylvania State Brewers, The Kroger Company, the Teamsters, 
Kaiser Aluminum, Bethlehem Steel, Owens-Illinois, 
Brockway Corporation, Anheuser Busch, American Can, and 
on and on. This list goes on. There are about 70 organizations 
representing some of our best employers in the Common- 
wealth who adamantly oppose this bill or this legislation. 

I would ask for a "no" vote on the Broujos amendment. 
Thank you. 

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

Mr. FOX. Just briefly, Mr. Speaker. 
I believe the Broujos amendment has some positive aspects 

to it. I have heard from some of the farmers that in fact these 
bottles do  get into farm equipment, can hurt animals, and I 
believe that if they do add financial rewards to the bill, there 
will be the incentive for young people as well as adults to be 
involved in the recycling effort. In my opinion, any recycling 
program should include bottles. 

I ask for a positive vote on the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Chester, Mr. Hershey. 
Mr. HERSHEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to suppon the Broujos amendment. I can speak from 

experience from cut truck tires, also ground cans in the 
cattlefeed. Every spring we go around our farmstead and pick 
up bottles and cans, and there is some other trash, but it is 
mostly beer and soda bottles and beer and soda cans, and I get 
eight big plastic bags. This would be one way. The deposit bill 
would put a price on a can and a bottle, and it would be 
picked up more rapidly where it was lying along the roadsides, 
the litter, and this would speed up the process very much. 

The comments of the lost jobs in the glass industry, most of 
them have lost their jobs to the competition of plastic. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I urge your support. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Berks, Mr. Leh. 



On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment: 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-57 

Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the Broujos 
amendment. I think what the maker of the amendment is 
trying to do is a noble cause. I represent an area that is a pre- 
dominantly ag area. I know the problem quite well. In fact, if 
it were not for the provisions in this bill, in SB 528, for recy- 
cling and also educational measures, antilitter, 1 would very 
seriously consider a bottle bill, that type of language. But I 
think with the language that we have in SB 528, by incorporat- 
ing the bottle bill into this bill, you are going to defeat curb- 
side recycling. You are going to end up with just mayonnaise 
jars, peanut butter jars, and you are going to defeat local pro- 
grams like I have in my area. They are going to become dis- 
couraged because they are not going to have the glass out 
there to pick up. 

So therefore, if you really want to keep this bill viable and 
good, you will vote to defeat the Broujos amendment. Thank 
you very much. 

Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Birmelin 
Bowley 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Bush 
Carlson 
Chadwick 
Clymer 
Cole 
ComeU 
COY 
Don 

Davies Kenney Pressmann Yandrisevits 

g::is~y Kosinski Preston 
Kukovich Raymond Irvis, 

Dietterick LaGrotta Reber Speaker 

NOT VOTING-5 

E::z Maiale Olasr Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

F'eind Kitchen Petiarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A2571 RECONSIDERED 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Any 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowxr 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Burd 
Bums 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLua 
DeWeese 
Dalev 

Fargo 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Godshall 
Hagmy 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 

Johnson 
Josephr 
Letterman 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Maine 
NahiU 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Phillips 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Halurka 
Harper 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kasunic 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
McVerry 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 

Punt 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stuban 
Tigue 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Tayior, F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
w a s  
...... 

Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has before it a motion of recon- 
sideration signed by the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Murphy, and the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Michlovic, 
whereby they move that the vote by which the Trello amend- 
ment A2571 was passed on this the 24th day of May be recon- 
sidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Calragirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Farg0 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
ttkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 

Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
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DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietteriek 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Josephs Pievsky 
Kasunic Pistella 
Kenney Pifts 
Kosinski Pressmann 
Kukovich Preston 
LaGrotta Punt 
Lawtry Raymond 
Lashinger Reber 

NAYS-] 

Hutchinson 
NOT VOTING-13 

Acosta 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Broujm 

Corrigan Howlett 
Demprey Jackson 
Honaman Johnson 

Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrirevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Maiaie 
Sweet 
Wiggins 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Y*nnpll" 

Section 1902. Inconsistent rules and regulations. 
All regulations and parts of regulations inconsistent with this 

act are herebv declared to be of no force and effect to the extent 
of the inconsistency. 

Amend Sec. 1902, page 136, line 16, by striking out "1902" 
and inserting 

1903 
Amend Sec. 1903, page 136, line 30, by striking out "1903" 

and inserting 
1904 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

ARY Civera Jackson Ravmond ~ ~~~ 

Clymer Jadlawiec ~ebe r  
Corneli Iaralin Reinard ... ... . --, 
DeLuca Kenney Robbins 

The auestion was determined in the affirmative. and the Lanary Saurman 
7~ ~~ 

motion was agreed to. 

On  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 
The clerk read the following amendments No. A2571: 

Amend Sec. 11 11, page 84, line 27, by striking out the colon 
after "PERIOD" and inserting a period 

Amend Sec. 11 11, page 84, lines 28 through 30; page 85, lines 
1 through 5, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 11 11, page 88, line 21, by inserting after "of" 
new 

Amend Sec. 11 11, page 88, by inserting between lines 26 and -- 

Black Dempsey ~ashinger Scheetz 1 Book Dietteriek I.eh Schuler - .~~~~~~ -~~~ - ~ 

Bowley Dirtler McVerry Semmel 
Bawser Duffy Mayernik Serafini 
Boyes Durham Merry Sirianni 
Brandt Fargo Micorzie Smith, B 
Bunt ~armer lWil1er 
Burd Fox Mrkonic 
Bums Gallen Nahill 
Bush Cannon Noye 
Caltagirone Godshall O'Brien 
Cappabianca Gruppo Olasr 
Carlson Hagany Perzel 
Cawley Herman Petrone 
Cersar Hess Punt 

Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Steighner 
Taylor. 1. 
Trello 
Wass 
weston 
wogan 
Wrieht. J. L. 

L I Chadwick Honaman 
(e) Municipal waste landfills with limited remaining capac- 

ity.-When a municipal waste landfill has a remaining existing NAYS-103 

capacity of three yea& or less based on the volumes received in 
the immediately preceding year, the municipal waste landfill's 
permit shall be deemed to include a provision requiring the 
municipal waste landfill not to exceed those volumes so as to 
allow the municipal waste landfill to remain operational for the 
three year period. Existing municipal waste landfills shall make 
an annual calculation of remaining existing capacity. At such 
time as the owner or operator of  a municipal waste landfill deter- 
mines that it has only three years of remaining capacity, the 
owner or operator of the municipal waste landfill shall notify all 
customers of the extent to which all volumes shall be limited until 
such time as the facility closes or is expanded to handle additional 
waste. 

Amend Sec. 11 12, page 88, line 28, by inserting after "A" 
new 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Batrirto 
Billow 
Blaum 
Bonnei 
Broujos 
Carn 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 

(c) 
AmendSec. 1112, page 91, line 1, by striking out "(1)" 
Amend Sec. 1112, page 91, lines 10 through 22, by striking 

out all of lines 10 through 21, "(F)" in line 22, and inserting 
('4) 

~~ 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 89, lines 6 through 8, by striking out 
", OR" in line 6, all of line 7, and "LANDFILL," in line 8 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 89, lines 12 and 13, by striking out ", 
OR THAT WOULD" in line 12, and all of line 13 

Amend Sec. 1112, page 90, lines 1 through 30, by striking out 
all of  lines I through 29, "(E)" in line 30 and inserting 

\-, 
Amend Sec. 1112, page 92, line I ,  by striking out "((3)" and 

inserting 

DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 

Dorr 

Foster 
Freeman 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Gruitra 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Hershey 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Johnson 
Jorephs 
Kasunic 
Kosinrki 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Lescovitz 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Presamann 

Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Showers 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Tavlor. E. 2. 
~a;lor; F. 
Tigue 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach ~~~ 

Wozniak ~.~~ 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Evans Letterman Preston 
Fee Levdansky Richardson Inis, 
Fischer Livengood Rieger Speaker 
Flick 

NOT VOTING-7 

DeVener Gamble Linton Wlgginr 
Fattah Howlett Maiale 

\*I 

Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting betweenlines 15 and 16 1 
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NAYS-7 

Corrigan Donatucci Pitts Yandtisevirs 
Daley Gladeck Rybak 

NOT VOTING-18 

Acosta Evans Langtr~ Olasz 
Argall Fattah Letterman Richardson 
Brandt Honaman Linton Sweet 
Carn Howlett Maiale Wigginr 
DeVerter Jorephs 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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 

Billow Evans Levdansky Ryan 
Birmelin Fargo Linton Rybak 
Black Farmer Livengood Saloom 
Blaum Fee Lloyd Saurman 
Book Fischer Lucyk Scheetz 
Banner Flick McCall Schuler 
Bowley Foster McClatchy Semrnel 
Bowser Fox McHale Serafini 
Boyes Freeman McVerry Showers 
Brandt Gallen Maine Sirianni 
Broujos Gamble Manderino Smith, B. 
Bunt Cannon Manmiller Smith, S. H. 
Burd Geist Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
Burns George Mayemik Snyder. G. 
Bush Gladeck Melio Staback 
Caltagirone Godshall Merry Stairs 
Cappabianca Gruitza Michlovic Steighner 
Carlson Gruppo Micouie Stuban 
Carn Hagarty Miller Sweet 
Cawiey Haluska Moehlmann Taylor. E. 2. 
Cesrar Harper Morris Taylor, F. 
chadwiek Hasav Mowerv Tavlor. J .  

amended? 
Mr. FOX offered the following amendments No. A2559: 

Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
Section 1901. Report to General Assembly. 

The Secretary of Environmental Resources shall prepare a 
report to the General Assembly concerning the implementation of 
this act and the success of county and municipal recycling pro- 
grams. This report shall be transmitted to the General Assembly 
no later than April 1, 1991, and shall be revised, and modified if 
necessary, at least once every three years thereafter. 

Amend Sec. 1901. oaee 136. line 10. bv strikine out "1901" 

.?-- 
Amend Sec. 1903, page 136, line 30, by striking out "1903" 

and inserting 

~ - -  ~ . . 
Civera Hayden ~ r k o j i c  Tigue 
Clark Hayes Murphy Trello 
Clymer Heckler Nahill Van Horne 
Cohen Herman Noye Veon 
Colafella Hershey O'Brien Vraan 
=Ole Hess O'Donnell Wambach 

Honaman Olasz Wasr 
Corrigan Hughes Oliver Weston 
Cowell Hutchinson Perzel Wogan 
Coy Itkin Petrone Womiak 
D ~ L ~ ~ ~  Jackson Phillips Wright, D. R. 
DeVerter Jadlowiec Piccola Wright, 1. L. 
DeWeere Jarolin Pievskv Wright, R. C. . .  - . . - 

and inserting 
1902 

Amend Sec. 1902, page 136, line 16, by striking out "1902" 
and inserting 

rqn? 

NOT VOTING-6 

Daley Johnson pistella ~andrisevits 
Davies Josephs Pressmann 
Dawida Kasunic Preston IN~s ,  
Dempsey Kenney Punt Speaker 

NAYS-0 

1904 

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

Fattah Maiale Richardson Wiggins 
Howlett Pitts 

EXCUSED-5 

- 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Amend Sec. 1510, page 120, by inserting between lines 18 and Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, we agree to this amendment. 19 

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

Mr. FOX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I believe this is an agreed-to amendment. All it says is that 

DER will at regular intervals report back to the General 
~ s s e m b l y  with a report on the Progress of the recycling 
program as promulgated by the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

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

Freind Kitchen Petiarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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? 
MI. FOX offered the following amendment No. A2553: 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-186 

Acosla Dietterick 
Angstadt Dininni 
Argall Distler 
Arty Dombrowski 
Barley Donatucci 
Battisto Dorr 
Belardi Dlrfiy 
Belfanti Durham 

Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGratta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Rabbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 

. . 
Section 151 1. Leaves. 

(a) Transportation to leaf-composting facility.-Within 12 
months of the effective date of this act, all leaves collected by a 
municipality under subsection (c) shall be transported to a leaf- 
composting facility. Any two or more counties may negotiate an 
interdistrict agreement for the development or use of a leaf-com- 
posting facility. 

(b) Sanitary landfills.-No sanitary landfill facility in this 
Commonwealth shall accept for final disposal truckloads com- 
posed primarily of leaves at any time, except that leaves source- 
separated from solid waste may be accepted by a sanitary landfill 
facility in those instances where the facility has provided and 
maintains, for that purpose, separate leaf-composting facilities 
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and the composted leaves are utilized as pan of the final vegeta- given them time in all of the areas of this bill, to gear up. Mr. 
tive cover for the landfill or for other uses involving soil condi- 1 FOX is askine for a much shorter ~e r i od  of time. I think it 
tioning. 

(c) Financial assistance.-Municipalities may, under guide- 
lines promulgated by the department, apply for financial assis- 
tance from the recycling fund to help defray the cost of projects 
under this section. 

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

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

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, this amendment relates also to the 
Serafini legislation previously. 

If a municipality does collect the leaves, under this particu- 
lar amendment the leaves could not be taken to a landfill, 
obviously, and they would be able to receive financial assis- 
tance to establish the leaf composting facility within the 
municipality by applying to the Recycling Fund the help 
defray the costs. That is only in the case where they have such 
a facility and they also take care of the leaves in that manner. 
lt'is not obligatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. I am not sure, Mr. Speaker; I would 

like to interrogate the individual. I read the amendment as 
being obligatory and he is saying it is not obligatory. 

Are you saying that municipalities do not have to provide 
for a compost disposal area for leaf waste within 3 years? 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, if they collect leaves as part of the 
municipal service, they would have to develop or establish a 
leaf composting facility, the cost of which would be reim- 
bursed from DER, if it is the normal practice of that munici- 
pality to collect leaves. If they do not collect leaves, they have 
no obligation whatsoever to have a leaf composting facility. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I think I understand what the gentle- 
man is doing. Presently, I would imagine that most, most 
solid waste collections in the municipalities take grass along 
with all other garbage. I do not know of too many that pro- 
hibit grass to be in the solid waste stream. If I am correct 
about that, if I am correct about that, presently it is ending up 
at landfills, which we all agree is not where it should end up. 
Our bill allows 3 years for the municipalities to gear up, to 
take that grass along with other leaf waste and shrubbery 
waste and provide a place for it separate from the landfill. 
What you are doing is shortening that time to 1 year. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. FOX. That is correct only if they are collecting leaves. 
If they are not collecting leaves, it would not apply. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I understand. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I would oppose the amendment. Most com- 
munities allow, permit, do not prohibit at least, leaf and grass 
clippings to go out in the stream of solid waste. Most commu- 
nities permit that, do not prohibit. We are recognizing that it 
creates a problem in landfills in this bill. We are also recogniz- 
ing that it is going to be a problem for municipalities to gear 
up with a place to dispose of that material other than the 
regular landfill, and we are giving them 3 years, as we have 

. .~~ ~- ~~- - - - -  ~~ ~-~~ ~ 

: places a burden on communities that is a little unreasonable, 
probably unacceptable. * 

I would recognize, but I am not an expert, that perhaps 
clippings and leaf waste do not need the sophisticated disposal 
area that other wastes might, but 1 am not sure of that, and I 
would think, Mr. Speaker, that this is something on which we 
ought to vote in the negative. We do provide for a separate 
disposal area for leaf waste, but we are giving the commu- 
nities what I think is a reasonable time to gear up to that, 
which is 3 years. 

I would ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, I would just say in response, I 

would have to agree with- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair reiognizes the gentleman from 

Montgomery, Mr. Fox. 
Mr. FOX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was just saying in brief response to the point of the major- 

ity leader that in fact I do not have the time to redraft the 
amendment, and I would respectfully request that the body 
approve it with the thought that the conference committee 
could conform the time to the hill and make it 36 months to be 
sure. I do not think the time should he unreasonable, but to 
have a composting facility within a municipality is for the 
environmental advantage of the citizens so in fact they can get 
the nutrient value back into their own lawns of the compos- 
ting material. 

I think that this is something that the conference committee 
can of course address, and I would write a letter to that effect. 

r*' 

Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-87 

Angstadt DeVener Hershey 
Argall Davies Hers 
Any Dempsey Honaman 
Barley Dietterick Jackson 
Battisto Dininni Johnson 
Belfanti Dorr Kenney 
Birmelin Durham Langtr~ 
Black Farmer Lashingcr 
Book Fischer Leh 
Bowser Flick McClatchy 
Boyer Foster McVerry 
Brandt Fox Manmiller 
Broujos Freeman Micouie 
Bunt Gallen Miller 
Burd Cannon Mwhlmann 
Bush Geist Mowery 
Carlson Godshall Nahill 
Casar GIUPPO Noye 
Chadwick Hagmy O'Brien 
Civera Hayes Perzel 
Cohen Heckler Phillips 
Cornell Herman Piccola 

NAYS-98 

Acosta Duffy Livengood 
Belardi Evans Lloyd 
Billow Fargo McCall 
Blaum Fee McHale 

Pitts 
Raymond 
Reber 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Schcetz 
Schuler 
Semmcl 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder. G. 
Stairs 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J .  
Wass 
Werton 
Wogan 
Wright, R. C. 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
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Bortner Gamble Maine Rybak 
Bowley George Manderino Saloom 
Burns Gladeck Markosek Showers 
Caltagirone Gruitza Mayernik Staback 
Cappabianca Haluska Melio Steighner 
Carn Harper Merry Stuban 
Cawley Hasay Michlavic Sweet 
Clark Hayden Morris Taylor, F. 
Clymer Hughes Mrkonic Tigue 
Colafella Hutchinson Murphy Trello 
Cole ltkin O'Donnell Van Horne 
Corrigan Jadlawiec Olarz Veon 
Cowell Jarolin Oliver Vroon 
COY Jorephs Petrone Wambach 
DeLuca Kasunic Pievrky Wozniak 
DeWeese Kosinski Pistella Wright. D. R. 
Daley Kukovich Prersmann Wright, J. L. 
Dawida LaGrotta Preston Yandrisevitr 
Di~tler Lescovitz Punt 
Dombrowski Levdansky Reinard Irvis, 
Donatucci Linton Rieger Speaker 

NOT VOTING-7 

Maiale Fattah Letterman Wiggins 
Howlett Lucyk Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. CAWLEY offered the following amendment NO. 

A2577: 

Amend Sec. 904, page 65, line 5, by removing the period after 
"OPERATION" and inserting 

which shall include the costs incurred by the munici- 
pality for employees engaged in the operation. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. Cawley. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment basically means that when a 

municipality is submitting its application for a grant for recy- 
cling, that included in the bottom-line costs of that grant will 
be the cost of the employees of that municipality to be 
involved in the recycling. This is very, very important, 
because after the first year the employees will represent about 
80 percent of the total cost. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, presently the cost of 
operations is reimbursable. It is my belief that cost of opera- 
tions includes personnel costs, and Mr. Cawley is making it 
clear that that includes personnel costs. 

Unless between now and conference committee I find some 
reason that that should not be, I would think we can accept 
theamendment, Mr. Speaker. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The foliowing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-185 

Acosta Distler LaGrotta Reber 
Angstadt Dombrowski Langlry Reinard 
Argall Donatucci Lashinger Richardson 
Arty Dorr Leh Rieger 
Barley Duffy Lescovitz Robbins 
Battista Durham Letterman Roebuck 
Belardi Evans Levdansky Rudy 
Belfanti Fargo Linton Ryan 
Billow Farmer Livengood Rybak 
Birmelin Fee Lloyd Saloom 
Black Fircher Lucyk Saurman 
Blaum Flick McCall Scheetz 
Book Foster McClatchy Schuler 
Bonner Fox McHale Semrnel 
Bowley Freeman McVerry Serafini 
Bowser Gallen Maine Showers 
Boyes Gamble Manderino Sirianni 
Brandt Gannon Manmiller Smith, 8. 
Broujos Geist Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Bunt George Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Burd Gladeck Melio Snyder. G. 
Burns Godshall Merry Staback 
Bush Gruitza Michlovic Stairs 
CaltagirOne GNppo Micozzie Steighner 
Cappabianca Hagany Miller Stuban 
Carlson Haluska Moehlmann Sweet 
Carn Harper Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Mowery Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Mrkonic Taylor, J. 
Civera Hayes Murphy Tigue 
Clark Heckler Nahill Trello 
Clymer Herman Naye Van Home 
Cohen Hershey O'Brien Veon 
Caiafella Hess O'Donnell Vroon 
tole Honaman Olasr Wambach 
Cornell Hughes Oliver Wass 
Corrigan Hutchinson Perzel Weston 
Cowell hkin Petrone Wogan 
COY Jackson Phillips Wozniak 
DeLuca Jadlowiec Piccola Wright, D. R. 
DeVener Jarolin Pievsky Wright. I. L. 
DeWcese Johnson Pistella Wright, R. C. 
Daley lorephs Pitts Yandrisevits 
Davis Karunic Pressmann 
Dawida Kenney Preston Irvis, 
Dietrerick Kosinski Punt Speaker 
Dininni Kukovich Raymond 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-7 

Chadwick Fattah Maiale Wiggins 
Dempsey Howlett Ritter 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarea Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
CAWLEY the following amendments N ~ .  

A2581: 
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Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 21, by striking out "$1.50" 
and inserting 

$1 
Amend Sec. 1301, page 92, line 23, by striking out "$1.50" 

and inserting 
$1 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. Cawley. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am glad the first one had a unanimous vote. This one is 

probably going to fold faster than the cheap K mart table. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment would reduce the host munic- 

ipality benefit fee from $1.50 to $1. We think that that is fair. 
One dollar is a fair figure; it is a round figure; there is no 
change involved. And $1 a ton to a host municipality will take 
care of the roads, will take care of the sidewalks and curbs, 
and practically buy some new towns for some of these munici- 
palities. 

One dollar is plenty. Give your constituents this vote. Vote 
"yes" on this amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the host municipality I 
think has a fee set in the bill which is reasonable. I do not 
know why Mr. Cawley wants to make sure that everybody 
gets paid and the municipalities get personnel costs paid and 
that we do not leave anything out but he wants to shortchange 
the host municipality. I think that this bill is all about encour- 
aging host municipalities to be host municipalities, and I think 
$1.50 encourages them more than $1. 

I would ask for a negative vote on the Cawley amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, it would seem that our 

esteemed colleague wants to pay everything out of it but he 
does not want to let the money come in, and I suggest, unless 
he wants to go to the General Fund, we better let it there. We 
should defeat the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-49 

Any Donatucci Johnson Rieger 
Belardi Dorr Kosinski Saurman 
Birmelin Durham LanZtrY Showers 
Blaum Fargo McCall Smith. B. 
Broujos Farmer McClatchy Snyder. D. W. 
Burd Flick McHale Stuban 
Cawley Gannon McVerry Taylor, E. 2. 
Cessar Godrhall Maine Tigue 
Cohen Gmitza Moehlmann Veon 
Cornell Haluska Perzel Wasr 
DeVerter Hasay Punt Weston 
Dempsey Jackson Reber Yandrisevits 
Distler 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Black 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowrer 
Bayes 
Biandt 
Bunt 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlron 
Carn 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietteiick 

NAYS-135 

Dininni Lashinger 
Dombrowski Leh 
Duffy Lescovitz 
Evans Letterman 
Fee Levdansky 
Fircher Linton 
Foster Livengood 
Fox Lloyd 
Freeman Lucyk 
Gallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Geisr Markosek 
George Mayernik 
Gladeck Melio 
Gruppo Merry 
Hagarty Michlovic 
Harper Mieouie 
Hayden Miller 
Hayes Morris 
Heckler Mower? 
Herman Mrkonic 
Hershey Murphy 
Herr Nahill 
Honaman Noye 
Hughes O'Brien 
Hutchinsan O'Donnell 
ltkin Olasz 
Jadlowiec Oliver 
Jarolin Petrone 
Josephs Phillips 
Kasunic Piccola 
Kenney Pievsky 
Kukovich Pistella 
LaGrotta Pitts 

NOT VOTING-8 

Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighnei 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Van Home 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvia, 
Speaker 

Acosta Howlett Richardson Sweet 
Fattah Maiale Ritter Wigsins 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Sevent, 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. LINTON offered the following amendments No. 

A2580: 

Amend Sec. 502, page 32, line 4, by inserting after "years." 
If  the plan indicates that additional processing or disposal capac- 
ity is needed by the county, the county shall give public notice of 
such a determination and solicit proposals and recommendations 
regarding facilities and programs to provide such capacity. The 
county shall provide a copy of such notice to the department 
which shall cause a copy of such notice to be published in the 
Pennsylvania Bulletin. 

Amend Sec. 502, page 34, by inserting between lines 19 and 20 
(6) Show that the county utilized a fair, open and com- 

petitive process for selecting such facility or program which 
considered alternatives suggested to the county. 

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



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Linton. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a rather innocuous amendment. All we 

are asking is that if in fact a county determines that additional 
processing or disposal capacity is needed, the county shall give 
public notice of that fact, solicit proposals, send a copy of 
such notice to DER, and publish a copy of that in the Pennsyl- 
vania Bulletin. 

It is a rather innocuous amendment, just requiring and 
allowing for notification of additional capacity or the need 
for additional capacity so that. those who are interested in 
bidding and applying for the opportunity to participate in that 
have notice of that process. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

consent tointerrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Linton indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the 

amendment correctly, you are saying that the county in devel- 
oping its plan must consider the option of private operations 
within the county as well as a public operation within the 
county. IS that correct? That much of it is correct. 

Mr. LINTON. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANDERINO. And it sets up a procedure under 

which proposals would be solicited from anyone that might 
say, listen, county, you ought not to be in that business; we 
can do it better, and here is what we propose. Is that correct? 

Mr. LINTON. That iscorrect, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANDERINO. I have no problem so long as there is 

no requirement that they make a decision in favor of private. 
Perhaps we ought to consider private. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 believe that the amendment can be sup- 
ported. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-187 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broulos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirane 

Distler 
Dombrowrki 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 

LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markorek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 

Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 

Cappab~anca Gmppo 
Cadson Hagany 
Carn Haluska 
Cawley Harper 
Cessar Hasay 
Chadwlck Hayden 
C~vera Hayes 
Clark Heckler 
Cbmer Herman 
Cohen Hershey 
Calafella Hess 
Cole Honaman 
Cornell Hughes 
Corrlgan Hutchlnson 
Cowell ltkm 
Cov Jackson 
DeLuca Jadlowiec 
DeVerter Jarolin 
DeWeere Johnson 
Daley Josephs 
Davies Kasunic 
Dawida Kenney 
Dempsey Kosinski 
Dietterick Kukovich 
Dininni 

Micozie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 

Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrone 
Phillios 

Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wosan 

~ i c c o i a  Woiniak 
Pievsky Wright, D. R. 
Pistella Wright, J. L. 
Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Pressmann Yandrisevits 
Preston 
Punt Irvis, 
Raymond Speaker 

NAYS- I 

Bowser 

NOT VOTING-4 

Gallen Howlett Maiale Richardson 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A2378 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has before it a motion of recon- 
sideration signed by the gentleman, Mr. Tigue, whereby he 
moves that the vote on amendment 2378, which was the Corri- 
gan amendment, be reconsidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-183 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Bariey 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
B o y s  

Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowrki 
Donatucci 
Darr 
Duffs 
Durham 
Evans 
Farga 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Rick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 

Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Larhinger 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Leiterman 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 

Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
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B m d t  
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Gallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Cannon Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruirza Micozzie 
GNPPO Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Herr Olasz 
Honaman Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
Hutchinson Petrone 
Itkin Piceola 
Jackson Pievsky 
Jadlowiec Pirtella 
larolin Pitts 
Johnson Pressmann 
Jorephs Preston 
Kasunic Punt 
Kenney Raymond 

Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stabaek 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-9 

Acosra Levdanrky Maiale Saurrnan 
Fattah Lint on Phillips Wiggins 
Howlett 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 
The clerk read the following amendments No. A2378: 

Amend Sec. 502, page 37, line 27, by inserting after 
"MEETS" 

either of 
Amend Sec. 502, page 38, line 10, by striking out "A" and 

insertine 
  he facility has a permit on the effective date of this act or within 
one vear of the date written notice of the develo~ment of a ~ l a n  
or a plan revision is given to municipalities pursuant to section 
503fb). whichever is later. or a ~ ,. 

Amend Sec. 502, page 38, lines 12 and 13, by striking out 
"WITHIN ONE YEAR OF THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE" 
in line 12, all of line 13 and inserting 

by such date. 

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

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

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this amendment passed earlier 
this afternoon, and there was no interrogation of Mr. Corri- 
gan. A lot of people voted for it and I think maybe in error. If 

Mr. Corrigan would consent t o  interrogation to explain the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Corrigan indicates that he will stand 
for interrogation. You are in order, and you may proceed. 

Mr. CORRIGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
rrr 

In order t o  clarify the situation, what we are trying to do 
here is in anticipation of a county plan, an existing landfill has 
a problem in that they cannot anticipate what that county 
plan is going to contain. We have landfills- And I am talking 
about private landfills, not municipal landfills. Private land- 
fills are in the process of investing money for expansion and 
so forth. What this language is trying to do is to provide an 
avenue for those private industries so that in the future, some- 
time down the road, they will not face a situation where the 
county will enact a county plan that will be counter to the plan 
that was adopted by the township in which the landfill exists. 
What we are trying to do is to make sure that sometime in the 
future we can provide for the expansion of that landfill. 

Mr. Speaker, throughout the day today we have had a situ- 
ation where an awful lot of people have subscribed to the 
NIMBY (not in my backyard) syndrome. What we are doing 
here is saying that we have a state-of-the-art landfill and we 
are accepting trash from various municipalities in Bucks 
County and other counties and other States, and although I 
have some problem with that, I know that we cannot control 
it but we are in the process of landfilling trash. We are doing it 
very efficiently, and we want to continue doing that. In order 
to do that, we have to provide for the future. 

I hope that provides some sort of an explanation. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if I could continue with maybe w 

some more pointed questions. 
Would it be correct to say that under this amendment, if the 

landfill is out there now and it already has a permit, it is 
exempt from certain restrictions that it would otherwise have 
to follow if in the future it wants to expand? Is that correct? 

Mr. CORRIGAN. No; that is not correct. 
Mr. LLOYD. You are grandfathering it in; you are exempt- 

ing them from certain provisions. From what are you exempt- 
ing them? 

Mr. CORRIGAN. No, we are not exempting them from 
anything. What we are saying is that the reasonable expansion 
as it is described in the bill is maybe not adequate; it maybe 
does not address the problem the way we would like to see it 
addressed. 

Mr. LLOYD. But without this amendment, would it not be 
correct that any future expansion would have to be in accor- 
dance with the county plan? Is that not what the bill would 
say without the amendment? 

Mr. CORRIGAN. Yes; that iscorrect. 
Mr. LLOYD. And the amendment says that if you already 

have a landfill out there and the county plan says that we do 
not want that landfill to expand or  not to expand in this direc- 
tion or not to expand to this size, this amendment would have 
the effect of overriding that county plan. 

Mr. CORRIGAN. That is correct, only if the facility is per- w 
manent. 
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Now, what we are saying is that we have a facility; we have 
it permitted; we have an expansion permitted; the purchase of 
additional property has been made. We do not want it some- 
time in the future for a group of county commissioners - 
whether it be 5 years from now or 10 years from now - to 
come down and say, well, all of those things that you did- 
And by the way, the township involved has agreed to the 
expansion and is using those revenues that are received from 
the tipping fees. So what the bill would permit the county 
commissioners to do is to adopt a plan that would in effect 
put them out of business, and that would thereby put the 
township out of business. It would seriously affect the opera- 
tion of the landfill and thereby affect the entire county of 
Bucks by not having a place to landfill our trash. 

Mr. LLOYD. But without this amendment, if that same 
landfill wants to expand in the future, it has to do that in con- 
formity with the county plan. If this amendment goes in, it 
will be able to bypass the county plan. That is basically what 
this does. 

Mr. CORRIGAN. No, I do not believe that is the correct 
terminology. I believe the correct terminology would be that 
you would have an existing landfill; you could have a group of 
county commissioners who do not see solid waste disposal the 
way we see it here today, and after all of the investment and 
after all of the purchase of the property and the township 
putting their faith in the income from that facility, then some 
county commissioner turning around and saying, well, maybe 
we do not get enough money out of this plan; we do not like 
it, and therefore, you cannot expand on that contiguous-in 
the case that I am referring to-on that contiguous piece of 
ground. 

Mr. LLOYD. Okay. 
Mr. Speaker, on the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. Are you through with interrogation? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized, and he may 

speak to theamendment. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if I understand, notwithstand- 

ing the gentleman's explanation, what he is describing is a sit- 
uation in which the county, whether he says it is pursuant to a 
plan or it is somehow apart from a plan, decides that some 
particular landfill should not be expanded. We have a proce- 
dure under the bill to deal with landfill expansions. This 
appears to put certain landfills into a different preferred posi- 
tion. 

There may be some artfully drafted amendment which 
would take care of the precise situation where somebody has 
already spent money, but what concerns me is that you have a 
situation in which a permit has been issued. If this amendment 
goes in and somewhere down the line, within whatever time 
period Mr. Corrigan has proposed, that landfill wants to 
expand, we have lost our right at the county level to say "no" 
to that particular landfill, and it may not be one which is 
worthy as the one that Mr. Corrigan is talking about. It may 
he one that is disposing, for example, of out-of-State waste. 

I do  not think that this amendment is a good one, because I 
think it creates an exemption from the normal review process, 
and I think that that is a mistake. What we are trying VJ do in 
this bill is to give the county control, take it away from the 
townships, take it away from the private landfill developers. 
And while maybe Mr. Corrigan ought to have an amendment 
that deals precisely with his case, I am afraid that his amend- 
ment sweeps too broadly and is going to create a problem in 
other counties where the county does not want the landfill to 
expand, thinks that there are better alternatives, but because 
of this language will not have any power to stop it. 

For that reason 1 would ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Montgomery, Mr. Saurman. 
Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Corrigan indicates he will stand for 

further interrogation. You are in order, and you may proceed. 
Mr. SAURMAN. Mr. Speaker, does your amendment 

pertain to the option that exists to an existing landfill as the 
mechanism which currently is in the bill? 

Mr. CORRIGAN. I did not understand your question. I am 
sorry. 

Mr. SAURMAN. On page 16 of the bill, there is a reference 
to an option which the owner of an existing landfill can exer- 
cise within a period of a year to expand, and your grandfath- 
ering would allow a longer period of time. Is that what- 

Mr. CORRIGAN. Well, the hill refers to "reasonable 
expansion," and "reasonable" is going to be interpreted by 
those county commissioners at some time in the future, and 
that is what I am trying to address. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to just make a 
comment that one of the problems that I would foresee in not 
allowing this Corrigan amendment is that the owner of that 
land, under the gun, so to speak, to do something with that 
landfill, might in fact go ahead and do something in order to 
abide by the existing conditions rather than waiting until it is 
necessary or advisable, really, to expand that landfill. There- 
fore, I think this grandfather clause is important and we 
should support it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the problem presented 

by Mr. Corrigan is about the same problem in a different 
fashion that we had with Mr. Ryan and the Delaware County 
problem; it is the same problem that Mr. Wright has; it is the 
same problem existing in the Lehigh Valley in a different 
form. All of those have in common, all of those have in 
common existing facilities of one kind or another that may 
well be disadvantaged if an ordinance rules them out through 
zoning, if a county plan says you cannot expand, if bonds 
have already been issued and you are not able to proceed, or 
in Mr. Corrigan's case, if an existing facility by township does 
not fit somehow into the county plan and is not allowed to 
expand. 

What is being said, I think, by Mr. Lloyd and what I said 
earlier is that I think an artfully crafted amendment can insure 
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that we do not disadvantage or hurt existing facilities, that we 
do not prohibit the kind of operation that we think ought to 
go on to provide the service that is needed, without making 
blanket exemptions that will play havoc and mischief down 
the line. 

As I said to Mr. Ryan and Mr. Wright and some people 
from the Lehigh Valley, this is something that we commit our- 
selves to work on to try to solve. I will say that to Mr. Corri- 
gan, but 1 must ask for a negative vote, because you have 
drafted way too wide. And in the case of Mr. Corrigan, not 
only has he drafted too wide, he has drafted to a section of the 
bill that deals with municipal authorities, and the outfit that 
you are trying to protect is a private outfit that the supervisors 
in that township have contracted with, so you will not really 
solve the problem that you have with this amendment 
anyway. 

I would ask you either to withdraw or 1 would ask for a neg- 
ative vote and tell you that we will address that problem in 
some manner as best we can. We will look for language that 
does not grant blanket exemptions but looks for a way to take 
care of that particular existing problem. 

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

Mr. CORRIGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 kind of see the problem just a little bit differently in that 

we all are here because- 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Corrigan, I do not want you to be 

misled. If I let you go on, you are going to waste your time. 
Do you withdraw it or do you not? 

Mr. CORRIGAN. I do not. 
The SPEAKER. All right. Then we will come back to you 

and let you make a completing argument. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Let- 

terman. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not see it like the majority leader sees it at 

all. I see this as a problem like- I will use acres to try to dem- 
onstrate the way I understand this amendment. If I buy 800 
acres of land for a landfill and I get a township to give me a 
permit to put that on at this present time, I buy that 800 acres 
because of the prospect of expansion at a later date. We are 
not asking that you give us an exemption or give the exemp- 
tion; we are asking that you allow the man who buys that land 
to use it for what he bought it for and was permitted for. 
There is not any kind of exemption whatsoever. This is saying 
to you that you cannot tell this man he cannot use that land 
for what he purchased it for when he had it permitted under a 
township or a municipality, and I think it is a real mistake to 
say then that a county can come along and tell him he can no 
longer use the remaining part of that land. 

We have the same thing in strip mining. We do not buy 10 
acres to strip; we buy 20,000 acres to strip. When we strip the 
permit, we request an expansion on that permit. We go on 
through the rest of the acres of land as long as the coal lasts to 
strip it. It is exactly what we do here. We just use the land that 
we purchase for that purpose. It would really be an advantage 

for a county to be able to say you cannot use the rest of that 
land, because that township will still be getting all that money 
and be under that contract. 

I think it is wrong for us not to go with this amendment. I 
certainly hope that if it does not pass here, it is certainly con- w 
sidered in the conference committee, because I think it is a 
mistake to defeat this amendment at all right now. 

I ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Bucks, Mr. Corrigan, on his amendment. 
Mr. CORRIGAN. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
I just want to make a couple remarks. The way that I view 

the situation here today is that we are here and we are here for 
an awful long time today and we are talking about a very 
serious problem. We are talking about the lack of landfill 
space and the lack of facilities to put our garbage, we are 
talking about saving leaves and grass clippings, and we are 
talking about all kinds of measures to provide for our waste. I 
am sure that we are going to continue producing waste. 

I have a situation and I am addressing a situation where we 
have people who are professionally disposing of our waste, 
and I want to provide for that to continue. 1 seem to be having 
a little bit of difficulty providing for that, and it sort of 
baffles me a little bit, but maybe the amendment is not 
drafted perfectly and maybe it is in the wrong place. But we 
are going to, as I said, continue producing garbage in Bucks 
County and the rest of Pennsylvania. We ought to seriously 
look at how we can dispose of it and get involved in the proper 
disposal of it. I think we are throwing roadblocks in the way 
of disposing of our garbage. We are looking behind every tree u 
at somebody who is trying to do something illegally. I do not 
see that as the case-in the majority of the cases, 1 should 
say-and I do not think that is the case in Bucks County. I 
think we are able to do that and we should provide for it. 

I thank you for the time, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The was 

YEAS-114 

Acosta Daley Jackson Pistella 
Davies Jadlowiec Raymond 

Any Dempsey Jarolin Reber 
Barley Dietteiick Josephs Reinard 
Battisto Dininni Kasunic Richardson 
Belardi Distler Kenney Rieger 
Billow Danatucci Kosinski Roebuck 
Birmenn Duffy LaGrotta Ryan 
Black Durham Langtry Saurman 
Book Evans Lashinger Scheetz 
Bonner Fargo Leh Sehuler 
Bowser Farmer Letterman Semmel 
Boyes Fischer Linton Sirianni 

Flick McCall Snyder, D. W. 
~ u n t  Fox McVerry Stairs 
BUrd Gallen Markosek Steighner 
Burns Cannon Melio Stuban 

Gladeck Merry Taylor, E. 2. 
Cesrar Godshall Micouie Taylor, F. 
Civera G~UPPO Miller Taylor, I. 
Clymer Hagarry Moehlmann Trello 
Colafella Haluska Morris Veon 
Cole Hasay Mrkonic Wass 
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Cohen Howlett Maiale Punt 
Fattah ltkin Mayemik Wiggins 

Comell Hayden Nahill Weston 
Corrigan Herman Noye Wogan 
Cowell Hershey O'Brien Worniak 
COY Honaman Olasz Wright, J. L. 
DeLuca Hughes Perzel Wright. R. C. 
DeVener Hutchinson 

NAYS-70 

Argall Freeman Maine Rybak 
Belfanti Gamble Mandeiino Saloom 
Blaum Geirt Manmiller Serafini 
Bowley George Michlovic Showers 
Broujos Gruitza Mowery Smith, B. 
Bush Harper Murphy Smith, S. H. 
Caltagirone Hayes O'Donnell Snyder. G. 
Cappabianca Heckler Oliver Staback 
Carlson Hess Petrone Sweet 
Cawley Johnson Phillips Tigue 
Chadwick Kukovich Piccola Van Horne 
Clark Lescovitr Pievrky Viaon 
DeWeese Levdansky Pitts Wambach 
Dawida Livengood Pressrnann Wright, D. R. 
Dombrowski Lloyd Preston Yandrisevits 
Dorr Lucyk Ritter 
Fee McClatchy Robbinr IN~s ,  
Foster McHale Rudy Speaker 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

Cappabianca Hagmy Moehlmann Stuban 
Carlson Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Harper Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cersar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Tigue 
Clark Heckler Noye Trello 
Clymer Herman O'Brien Van Home 
Cohen Hershey O'Donnell Veon 
Colafella Hers Olasz Vroon 
Cole Honaman Oliver Wambach 
Cornell Hughes Perrel Wass 
Corrigan ltkin Petrone Weston 
Cowell Jackson Phillips Wogan 
COY Jadlowiec Piccola Wozniak 
DeLuca Jarolin Pievsky Wright, D. R. 
DeVerter Johnson Pisrella Wright, 1. L. 
DeWeere Josephr Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Daley Kasunic Pressmann Yandrisevits 
Davies Kenney Preston 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Irvir. 
Dempsey Kukovich Reber Speaker 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard 

NAYS-7 

Arty Durham Gladeck Micouie 
Civera Cannon Hutchinson 

NOT VOTING-4 

( Howlett Maiale Punt Wiggins 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

a...~..".". 

Bill as amended was aereed to. 1 amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is 

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

~--..rl~rl? 

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

tive and the hill passed finally. 
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 

the information that the House has passed the same with 

ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
The question is, shall the hill pass finally? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 
and nays will now he taken. 

YEAS-181 

Acosta Dininni Langtry Richardson 
Angrtadt Dirtier Lashinger Rieger 
Argall Dambrowski Leh Ritter 
Barley Donatucci Lercovitz Robbinn 
Battisto Dorr Letterman Roebuck 
Belardi Duffy Levdansky Rudy 
Belfanti Evans Linton Ryan 
Billow Fargo Livengood Rybak 
Birmelin Farmer Lloyd Saloom 
Black Fattah Lucyk Saurrnan 
Blaum Fee McCall Scheetz 
~ o o k  Fischer McClatchy Schuler 
Bortner Flick McHale Semmel 
Bowley Foster McVerry Serafini 
Bowser Fox Maine Showen 
Boyes Freeman Manderino Sirianni 
Brandt Gallen Manmiller Smith, B. 
Broujos Gamble Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Bunt Geirt Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Burd George Melio Snyder, G. 
Bums Godshall Merry Sraback 
Bush Gruitza Michlovic Stairs 
Caltagirone Gruppa Miller Steighner 

~h~ SPEAKER. why does thegentleman from ~ ~ h i ~ h ,  M ~ .  
Snyder, rise? 

Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I do not know if I am 
too late now to ask a parliamentary inquiry on SB 528. 

The SPEAKER. You are not too late. You may ask the par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have spent approximately 8 hours working 

on amendments today to SB 528, and often the comments 
were made about the conference committee will either change 
the language or we will add this in a conference committee. 1 
would like to ask this advice of the Speaker as to what limita- 
tions House rule 48 places upon the actions of a conference 
committee, if appointed to further the legislative action on 
this bill. In particular, what restrictions would the conference 
committee have, number one, to define which part of the hill 
constitutes the, quote, "differences which exist between the 
House and Senate," unquote, in order to modify the language 
of SB 528 and the House amendments enacted today, and 
two, to insert additional language for subject matters which 
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have not been considered by either the House or the Senate in 
their initial deliberations? Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Under rule 48, all conference committees 
are limited to resolving the differences between the Senate and 

.the House, and that is the limit of their ability. Now, of 
course, if they go beyond that and no one objects to their 
going beyond it, then it is presumed that they have followed 
the rules the but they are limited by rule 48 to 
resolving the differences between the House and the Senate. 
That does not necessarily mean that they are limited to the 
final debate on the bill. Any difference between the House 
and the Senate may be resolved by a committee of conference. 

Does that answer the gentleman's question? 
Now, let us do some paperwork here before we go on. We 

are going on, but I want to get the members who wanted to 
correct the record. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

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

Mr. J. L. WRIGHT. I would like my vote corrected on 
amendment A2554, Representative Broujos' bottle amend- 
ment, to SB 528. 1 would prefer to be recorded as a "yes" 
vote. 

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

The Chair recognizes the lady from Susquehanna, Miss 
Sirianni. 

Miss SIRIANNI. 1 would like to be voted in the affirmative 
on amendment A2375 to SB 528. Thank you. 

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

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

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be voted in 
the negative on amendment A2179 to SB 528. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Venango, Mr. 
Black. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to be recorded on 
amendment A2184 to SB 528 in the affirmative. I was not 
recorded. Thank you. 

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

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

Mr. KOSINSKI. Three corrections of the record, Mr. 
Speaker: On the Dempsey amendment No. 2205 to SB 528, I 
was not recorded. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
On amendment 2227, the Argall amendment, to SB 528, I was 
recorded as a "no." I want to be recorded in the affirmative. 
On the Freeman amendment, 2472, to SB 528, I was recorded 
as a "no." I want to be recorded in the affirmative. Thank 
you. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

M,, MANDERINO, M ~ ,  speaker, we are going to lose our 
audience, and there is an appropriation bill that- 4 

~ h ,  SPEAKER. you have been by the speaker, we 
are not finished. [f there be members back in their offices, we 
are going to take an important appropriation bill up. You are 
to return to the floor. We are not finished. Unless you return 
to the floor, we may have to be here tomorrow, We do not 
wish to do that, The members are urged to stay in their seats 
and get out of their offices and get on the floor. 

Now the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, Mr. Cohen. 

M,, COHEN. M ~ .  speaker, I just want to announce that 
the meeting of the H~~~~ Labor Relations Committee- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen, you are out of order. The one 
order of business right now is to correct the record. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Centre, 

Mr. LETTERMAN, Thank you, Speaker, 
On amendment A2554 to SB 528, voted uyes.,. I would 

like to be in the negative. 

COMMITTEE MEETING POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from - 
Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. Now, Mr. Cohen, you may make 
your announcement. 

M,, COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to announce that the meeting of 

the Labor Relations Committee scheduled for 10 o'clock 
tomorrow in the minority caucus room will be postponed until 
11 o'clock tomorrow in the minority caucus room; 11 o'clock 
tomorrow, House Labor Relations Committee meets. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from McKean, 
Mr. Jadlowiec, rise? 

Mr. JADLOWIEC. To correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
On amendment A2184 to SB 528, 1 would like to be 

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

upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Lehigh, Ms. Ritter. 
Ms. RITTER. I would like to change my vote on three 

amendments to SB 528, Mr. Speaker, from "yes" to "no" - 
on amendments A2251, A2284, and A2560. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Warren, Mr. 
Bowley. w 
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Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the second vote on amendment A2571 to SB 528, I 

would like t o  be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 

Mayernik. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Mr. Speaker, on the Lucyk amendment 

A2251 to SB 528, 1 was recorded in the affirmative. I would 
like to be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

i DPW (Department of Public Welfare) has taken the necessary 
steps for the Federal Government to implement 115 percent of 
the median for medical assistance reimbursement to nursing 
homes. These nursing homes are also experiencing shortfalls. 
They have been led to believe that on January 1 of this year, 
they were going to get 115 percent of the median. This has not 
happened. Then they were told April 1. So what this amend- 
ment merely says is that DPW must take the steps to imple- 
ment the action of the legislature. Thank you. 

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

upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. I was 

Melio. I YEAS-183 
Mr. MELIO. On amendment 2176 to SB 528, I would like 

to be recorded in the affirmative, and on amendment 2230 to 
SB 528,l would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 

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

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 938, PN 
2077, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 3, 1987 (P. L. 459, No. 9A), 
entitled "General Appropriation Act of 1987," adding, increas- 
ing and decreasing certain State and Federal appropriations to the 
various components of the Executive Department. 

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

,42508: 

Amend Sec. 18, Daze 27. line 17, by inserting after "IMME- . - - 
DIATELY" 
upon the certification by the Governor to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President pro tempore of the 
Senate that the Department of Public Welfare is taking all steps 
necessary to comply with the provisions of the act of July 3, 1987 
(P.L.459, No.9A), known as the General Appropriation Act ol 
1987, relative to providing the change for setting net operating 
ceilings at no  less than 115% of the median cost for medical assis- 
tance-to long-term care facilities. This certification shall be 
deposited for publication in the Pennsylvania Bulletin 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Godsball, on the amendment. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment does not ask for an appropriation of any 

money. All this amendment merely says is that the Governor 
shall do what the General Assembly ordered to be done last 
year when we passed the General Appropriation Act and what 
was agreed t o  by the Governor and his Budget Secretary at 
that time. 

This amendment does not allow the expenditure of the sup- 
plemental appropriations until the Governor has certified that 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow - .  
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Demprey 

Fattah 
Freeman 
Gruitra 

Dietterick Kukovich 
Dininni Langfry 
Distler Larhinger 
Dombrowski Leh 
Donarurci Lescovitr 
Dorr Letterman 
Duffy Levdansky 
Durham Lintan 
Evans Livengood 
Fargo Lloyd 
Farmer Lucyk 
Fee McCall 
Fischer McClatchy 
Flick McHale 
Foster McVerry 
Fox Maine 
Fallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Gannon Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruppo Micouie 
Hagarty Miller 
Haluska Moehlmann 
Harper Morris 
Hasay Mowery 
Hayden Mrkonic 
Hayes Murphy 
Heckler Nahill 
Herman Noye 
Hershey O'Brien 
Hess O'Donnell 
Honaman Olasr 
Hughes Oliver 
Hutchinson Perrcl 
Itkin Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
ladlowiec Piccola 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Josephs Pitts 
Kasunic Presrmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kosinski Punt 

NOT VOTING-9 

Howlett Maiale 
LaGrotta Rieger 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
w a s  
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrirevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Sweet 
Wiggins 
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Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. GEIST offered the following amendment No. A2510: 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting between lines l l and 12 
Section 13.1. As much as relates to the State aoorowiation .. . 

for higher educational industrial resource centers in section 401 
of the act is amended to read: 

Section 401. Department of Commerce.- 
The following amounts are appropriated to the 
Department of Commerce: *. 

For higher educational industrial resource 
centers. A oroiect may receive no more than 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Blair, Mr. Geist. 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This just spells out the moving under the Ben Franklin Part- 

nership of the industrial resource centers. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-182 

Acosta Dempsey Josephs Raymond 
Angstadt Dictterick Kasunic Reber 
Argall Dininni Kenney Reinard 
Any Distler Kosinski Rieger 
Barley Dambrowski LaGrotta Ritter 
Bntisto Danatucci Langlry Rabbinr 
Belardi Darr Lashinaer Roebuck 

Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cawell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVenei 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 

Kukovich 
Letterman 

Howlett 

Freind 
Kennedy 

Hagany Mrkonic 
Haluska Murphy 
Harper Nahill 
Hasay Noye 
Hayden O'Brien 
Hayes O'Dannell 
Heckler Olasz 
Herman Oliver 
Hershey Perzel 
He~s Pelrone 
Honaman Phillips 
Hughes Piccola 
Hutchinson Pievsky 
ltkin Pistella 
Jackson Pittr 
Jadlowiec Pressmann 
Jarolin Preston 
Johnson Punt 

NAYS-7 

Lloyd Melio 
Manderino Richardson 

NOT VOTING-3 

Maiale Wiggins 

EXCUSED-5 

Kitchen Petrarca 

Taylor, F. 
Taylor. J. 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
was 
Weston 
wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevitr 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Tigue 

Seventy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. GEIST offered the following amendment No. A2506: 

Amend Bill, page 8, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 3.1. Section 209 of the act is amended by adding an 

appropriation to read: 
Section 209. Department of Commerce.- 

The following amounts are appropriated to the 
Department of Commerce: 

* * * 

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

Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Cahasirone 

Belfanti Duffy Leh Rudy 
Billow Durham Lescovitz Ryan 
Birmelin Evans Levdansky Rybak 
 lack Fargo Lintan Saloom 
Blaum Farmer Livengood Saurman 
Book Fattah Lucyk Schcctz 
Bonner Fee McCall Schuier 
Bowley Fischer McClatchy Semmei 
Bowser Flick McHale Serafini 

- 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Blair, Mr. Geist. 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This just puts the Federal grant into law. 

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

Cam 
Cawley 

Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gradeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 

McVerry 
Maine 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 

Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. 2. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta Dininni 
Angstadt Distler 
Argall Dombrowski 
Barley Danatucci 
Battisto Darr 
Belardi Duffy 
Belfanti Durham 
Billow Evans 
Birmelin Farga 

Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lesco~itz 

Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Ritler 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
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Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Blaum 
Letterman 

Farmer Levdanskv Saurman 1 On the auestion, . 
Fee Livengood 
Fischer Lloyd 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster McCall 
Fox McClatchy 
Freeman McHale 
Gallen McVerry 
Gamble Maine 
Cannon Manmiller 
Geist Markosek 
George Mayernik 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruitza Micouie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagany Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey Oliver 
Hess Peizel 
Honaman Petrone 
Hughes Phillips 
Hutchinson Piccola 
ltkin Pistella 
Jackson Pitts 
Jadlowiec Pressmann 
Jarolin Preston 
Johnson Punt 
losephs Raymond 

NAYS-8 

Manderino O'Donnell 
Melio Pievsky 

NOT VOTING-I0 

Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Sluban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wars 
Wenon 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wrieht. J. L. 

Irvir, 
Speaker 

Richardson 
Sweet 

Any Fattah Maiale Rudy 
Bowrer Howlett Olarr Wiggins 
DeLuca Linton 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. PITTS offered the following amendments No. A2509: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 12, line 17, by inserting after 
"AMENDED" 

and a State appropriation is added 
Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 215), page 13, by inserting between lines 

24 and 25 
For emergency medical services. 

State appropriation ..................... 4,500,000 
* * *  
Amend Sec. 17, page 27, line 13, by inserting before "THE" 

(a) 
Amend Sec. 17, page 27, by inserting between lines 16 and 17 
(b) The appropriation in section 7 to the Department of 

Health for emergency medical services shall be a continuing 
appropriation until June 30, 1989. 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

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

Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am sure many of  us have been hearing from the ambu- 

lance services back home regarding the need for a State sup- 
plement for the EMS (emergency medical services) fund. We 
have an opportunity today to help these volunteers. My 
amendment not only assures State funding for the vital ser- 
vices for the balance of the fiscal year but also, as a continu- 
ing appropriation, would insure funding at least through next 
year. It is a line item providing for $4 1 /2  million that will not 
lapse for those volunteers who work so hard to save lives in 
our local communities. 

I urge your support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I80 

Acosta Dempsey Kenney Reinard 
Angstadt Dietterick Kosinski Richardson 
Argall Dininni Kukovich Rieger 
An? Distler LaGiotta Ritter 
Barley Dombrowski Langtry Rabbins 
Battisro Donatueci Lashinger Roebuck 
Belardi Dorr Leh Rudy 
Belfanti Duffy Lescovitr Ryan 
Billow Durham Letterman Rybak 
Birmeiin Evans Levdansky Saloom 
Black Fargo Livengood Saurman 
Blaum Farmer Llovd Scheetz 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyer 
Brandt 
Braujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cawell 
Coy 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 

Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 

~ " & k  
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manmiller 
Markosek 

Merry 
Mlchlovlc 
Mlcouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 

Sehuler 
Semmd 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Venn 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

lrvis, 
Speaker 
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Manderino Melio Pievsky 
NOT VOTING-9 

Fattah Linton 0' Donnell Tigue 
Howlett Maiale Phillips Wiggins 
Hughes 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. DORR offered the following amendments No. A251 1: 

Amend Sec. 9, page 22, line 12, by striking out the bracket 
before "TO" 

Amend Sec. 9, page 22, lines 27 through 30; page 23, lines 1 
and 2, by striking out "1 SO AS TO" in line 27, all of lines 28 
through 30, page 22, all of lines 1 and 2, page 23, and inserting 

Amend Sec. 9, page 23, line 3, by inserting a bracket after 
"13.069.MX)" and insertine immediately thereafter - 

State appropriation . . . .  ... ....... 13,954,296 
.Amend Se:. 9. Daee 23, l~ne 11. b\. strikine out the bra:ket . - 

before "TO" 
Amend Sec. 9, page 23, lines 27 through 30; page 24, lines 1 

and 2, by striking out "1 SO AS TO'' in line 27, all of lines 28 
throueh 30. vane 23. all of lines I and 2, page 24, and inserting - . - . . . 
Under nu ;Ircumslances rhall any count) recci\e 
a grant in an amount which is less than 11 recened 
In the immedtalel) preceding flrcal sear. 

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

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

Mr. DORR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment gives us an  opportunity to 

take one small step to provide some needed funding in the 
human services field. Many of us have heard even today about 
the terrific problems we are having with direct service workers 
in the human services field. This amendment will add about 
$800,000 into the human services development funds for our 
counties to use in the way that they see fit to help the pro- 
gramming in the human services area. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta Dcmpsey Kenney Raymond 
Angstadt Dietterick Korinski Reber 
Argall Dininni LaGrotta Reinard 
Any Distler Langtry Richardson 
Barlcy Dombrawrki Lashinger Rieger 

Battisto 
Beiardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowlev 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Coweil 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
-~ ~~~ 

Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 

Kukovich 
Lloyd 

Donatucci Leh 
Dorr Lescovitz 
Duffy Letterman 
Durham Levdansky 
Fargo Linton 
Farmer Livengood 
Fattah Lucyk 
Fee McCall 
Fischer McClatchy 
Flick McHale 
Foster McVerry 
Fox Maine 
Freeman Manmiller 
Gallen Markosek 
Gamble Mayernik 
Cannon Melio 
Geist Merry 
George Michlovic 
Gladeck Micorrie 
Godshall Miller 
Gruitza Maehlmann 
Gruppo Morris 
Hagany Mowery 
Haluska Mrkonie 
Harper Murphy 
Hasay Nahili 
Hayden Noye 
Hayes O'Brien 
Heckler O'Donnell 
Herman Olasr 
Hershey Oliver 
Hess Perrel 
Honaman Petrone 
Hutchinson Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
Jaroiin Pitti 
Johnson Presrmann 
Josephs Preston 
Karunic Punt 

NAYS-7 

MAY 24, 

Manderino Sweet 
Pievsky Tigue 

NOT VOTING-7 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snvder. G. 
%;back 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. 

Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wasr 
Weston 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Bawser Howlett ltkin Wiggins 
Evans Hughes Maiale 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. R. C. WRIGHT offered the following amendments 

No. A2507: 

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
Section 15. Section 701 of the act is amended by adding an 

appropriation to read: 
Section 701. De~artment of Transportation.-The follow- 

ing amounts are appropriated to the Department of Transporta- 
tion: 

* * * 
For the purpose of enhancing the economic 

envlronmenl of the City of Chester. Delaware 
County. To be used for ongoing Department of 
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.Ison Godshall Moehlmann I 

1 6  Cohen Hayes O'Donnell Vroon 
Amend Sec. 16,  page 27, line 2, by striking out "16" and I colafella Heckler Olasz Wambach 

Transportation projects for design, utility reloca- 
tion and right-of-way acquisition on Industrial 
Highway. 

State appropriation 10,000,000 ..................... 
Amend Sec. 15, page 26, line 19, by striking out "15" and 

inserting 

inserting 
17 

Ca, jteighner 
Cawley GNPPO Morris Stuban 
Cessar Hagany Mowery Taylor, E. Z 
Chadwick Haluska Mrkonic Taylor. F. 

zi:r Harper Nahill Taylor, I. 
Hasay Noye Van Horne 

Clymer Hayden O'Brien Veon 

Herman Oliver Wass 
Hershev Perzel Weston 

inserting 
19 

. . 
Amend Sec. 17, page 27, line 13,  by striking out "17" and 

inserting 
1 8  

Amend Sec. 18, page 27, line 17. by striking out "18" and 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the am€ ' ' " 

~~~ ~, 

Corrigan Hesr Petrane Wogan 
Cowell Honaman Phillips Wright, D. R. 
DeLuca Hughes Piccola Wright, 1. L. 
DeVerter Hutchinson Pistella Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Jackson Pitts Yandrisevitr 
Daley Jadlowiec Presrmann I Davies larolin Preston Irvis. 
Dawida Johnson Punt Speaker 
Dempsey Kasunic Raymond 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Delaware, Mr. Wright. 

Mr. R. C. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment would appropriate $10 million for the 

acquisition of right-of-way properties in the city of Chester 
for the Industrial Highway. This is a highway project which 
has been planned for over a quarter of a century and it runs 
right through our enterprise zone. It will help develop the 
industrial waterfront. Just a couple of months ago the project 
was pulled because PennDOT said it did not have funding. It 
is my understanding that the Motor License Fund now has the 
money available to complete this project. We have already 
had two businesses that were going to come to the city of 
Chester that changed their minds because of the uncertainty 
about this project. 

I urge the members to support this appropriation. It will 
help an economically deprived area to come back to the posi- 

Belfanti Gruitra Manderino Showers 
Blaum Kukovich Miehlovic Sweet 
Bowley Letterman Murphy Tigue 
COY Levdansky Pievsky Trello 
Dornbrowski Lloyd Richardson Wozniak 
Gamble 

NOT VOTING-6 

Carn ltkin Maiale Wiggins 
Howlet1 Josephs 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventr 
Kennedy 

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

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

amended? 

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

tion it once was and help it develop and create jobs. Thank 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-165 

( M,, FLICK offered the following amendments No. A2562: 

Acosla Dietterick Kenney Reber 
Angstadt Dininni Kosinski Reinard 
Argall Distler LaGrotra Rieger 
Any Donatucci Langiry Ritrer 
Barley Darr Lashingei Robbina 
BattiPo Duffv Leh Roebuck 
Belardi 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broulos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
CaItagirone 
Cappabianca 

~ u r h a m  
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fircher 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geirt 
George 
Gladeck 

Lescovitz 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHaIe 
McVeriy 
Maine 
Manmilier 
Markasek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni - ~-~~~~~ 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 

Amend Sec. 5, page 9, line 26,  by striking out " A N D  where 
it appears the first time and inserting a comma 

Amend Sec. 5, page 9, line 26, by insening after "TRANS- 
PORTATION" 

and special education private schools 
Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 212), page 11, by inserting between lines 

24 and 25 
For special education - approved private 

schools. 
.................... [State appropriation 50,170,0001 
................ State appropriation ..... 52,170.000 

* * * 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. This is an additional appropriation for 
approved private school funding for the education of our 
kids. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 
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npmnrev 1 Brouios Gallen Manmiller Semmel 

Letterman Levdansky Manderina Pievsky 
NOT VOTING-5 

Fatrah Linton Maiale Wiggins 
Howlett 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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? 
Mrs. ARTY offered the following amendments No. A2543: 

Amend Sec. 9, page 14, line 15, by striking out "APPROPRI- 
ATION IS ADDED" and inserting 

appropriations are added 
Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 219), page 21, by inserting between lines 

18 and 19 
For extraordinary costs to counties other 

than counties of the first class resulting from the 
closure of Pennhurst State Center. 

State appropriation ..................... 
I t *  

~ u n t '  
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltaglrone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cerrar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Coiafella 
Coie 
Carnell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Davier 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Belfanti 
5 , 0 , 0 0 0  Billow 

BIaum 
Bowley 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the lady from Delaware, Mrs. Arty. 

Mrs. ARTY. Mr. Speaker, some time ago there was a court 
decision known as the Broderick decision that depopulated 
the Pennhurst State home for the mentally retarded. The 
court order said that these folks at Pennhurst would return to 
their home counties, and in that case they were in the five 
southeastern Pennsylvania counties. There is a provision in 
the supplemental bill for the shortfall for community mental 
retardation services for Philadelphia. We ask to recover also 
for our shortfall in the four suburban counties that were also 
part of  that Pennhurst decision. 

Therefore, I ask for a "yes" vote for $5 million for Bucks, 
Montgomery, Chester, and Delaware Counties. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
An? 
Bailey 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Birmelin 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dorr 
Duff? 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Faster 
Fox 
Freeman 

YEAS-160 

Kosinrki 
LaGrotta 
Laihinger 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Livengood 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
MeHale 
McVerry 
Maine 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheelz 
Schuler 

Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Jasephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 

Markorek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Perrel 
Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 

Daley Lloyd 
Dombrowski Manderino 
Kukovjch Pievsky 
Letterman Showers 

Serafini 
Smith, 9. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W .  
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. J. 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
WOO" 
Wambach 
Wass 
weston 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Steighner 
Sweet 
Tigut 
Warniak 

COY 

NOT VOTING-15 

Black Gamble Linton Roebuck 
Donatucci Howlett Maiale Sirianni 
Evans ltkin Oliver Wiggins 
Fattah Langtry Rieger 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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. VAN HORNE offered the following amendments No. 

A253 1 : 

Amend Sec. 9, page 14, line 15, by striking out "AN APPRO- 
PRIATION" and insertine. - 

appropriations are 
Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 219). page 16, by inserting between lines 
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Mr. VAN HORNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment is a supplemental appropriation for 

county child welfare services for the 6 previous fiscal years. 
I urge your adoption of the amendment. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Van Horne. 

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

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta Dawida Johnson Reber 
Angstadt Dempsey losephs Reinard 
Areall Dietterick Kasunic Richardson 
A& 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belianti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Rlack 

Dininni 
Dirtler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Dufiy 
Durham 
Evans 

Kenney 
Kosinrki 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Lwdanskv 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Salmm 
Saurman - -~~~ 

' Blaum Fargo ~Gengwi Schenz 
Book . Farmer Lucyk Schuler 
Banner Fee McCall Semmel 
Bowley Fischer McHale Seraiini 
Bowser Flick McVerry Showers 
Boys 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltaeirone 

Foster, 
FOX 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
Georae 

Maine 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 

Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, ~i H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 

~appibianca GladGk Miller stuban 
Carlson Godshall Moehlmann Sweet 
Cam Gruitza Morris Taylor. E. 2. 
Cawley GNPPO Mowery Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hagm Mrkonic Taylor, 1. 
Chadwick Haluska Murphy Trello 

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

amended? 
Mr. PRESTON offered the following amendment No. 

A2529: 

. Amend Bill, page 8, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 3.1. AS much of the State appropriation as relates to 

capital improvements for the Port of Pittsburgh in section 209 of 
the act is amended to read: 

Section 209. Department of Commerce.- 
The following amounts are appropriated to the 
Department of Commerce: Federal State 

* * *  
For the Port of Pittsburgh, without the 

requirement of any matching funds for capital 
improvements of the Port of Pittsburgh. 

.................... [State appropriation 1,000,0001 
.................... State appropriation 1,3M),WO 

* * * 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Within the city of Pittsburgh in Allegheny County with the 

increased traffic on the river, we are in the process of building 
a river rescue facility. The city of Pittsburgh is kicking in 
$750,000; the Allegheny County Port Authority is kicking in 
$750,MX). We are asking an appropriation for $300,000 from 
the State. 

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

Clymer 
Cohm 
Colaiella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVenn 
Deweese 
 dale^ 
Davies 

Kukovich 
Letterman 
Lloyd 

Civera Harper Nahill Van Home 
Clark Hasav O'Brien Veon 

Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 

McClatchy 
Manderino 

0' Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Philli~s 
piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 

NAYS-9 

Noye 
Pievsky 

Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrimits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Any 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bclardi 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Boxser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 

Dombrowski ~osiniki 
Donatucci LaGrotta 
Dorr Langtry 
Duify Lashinger 
Durham Leh 
Evans Lescovitz 
Fargo Lwdansky 
Farmer Linton 
Fee Livengood 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster McClatchy 
Fox McHale 
Freeman McVerry 
Gamble Maine 
Cannon Manmiller 
Geist Markosek 

Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
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Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Ciymer 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bowiey 
Daiev 
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George Mayernik Smith, S. H. 
Gladeck Melio Snyder, D. W. 
Godshall Merry Snyder, G. 
Gruitza Michlovic Staback 
G ~ U P P ~  Micozie Stairs 
Hagany Miller Stuban 
Halurka Morris ' Taylor, E. 7.. 
Harper Mowery Taylor, F. 
Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, J. 
Hayden Murphy Trella 
Hayes Nahill Van Horne 
Heckler Noye Veon 
Herman O'Brien Vroon 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Joscphs 
Kasunic 

Kukovich 
Letterman 
Lloyd 
Manderino 

O'Donnell Wambach 
Olasz Wass 
Oliver Wesron 
Perzel Wogan 
Petrone Wright, D. R. 
Phillips Wright, 1. L. 
Piccoia Wright, R. C. 
Pitts Yandrisevits 
Preston 
Pun1 IN~s,  
Raymond Speaker 

Moehlmann Sweet 
Pievsky Tigue 
Showers Wozniak 
Steiehner - 

NOT VOTING-10 

Argail Gallen Maiale Prenmann 
DeVerter Howlett Pistella Wiggins 
Fattah Jackson 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy 
Kennedy 

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? 
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? 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, on the subject of final 

passage, the balance sheets of the Commonwealth at this time 
show that there is a surplus or at least lapses of money or 
income available to be appropriated of somewhere around 
$50 million. The bill that came out of the Appropriations 
Committee spent $46 million on appropriations that were 
deficient, upon appropriations that needed more money to 
make it through the fiscal year. This General Assembly in its 
wisdom has just spent over $110 million. The Governor will 
have the choice of spending 50 cents on the dollar of what 
comes to him and leave many unfunded programs. The Senate 
will have the option of doing nothing, as they did last year 
when we sent them a bill that was only 20 percent, 20 percent, 
over the moneys that were available. This is only 100 percent 
over the moneys that are available. 

I do not know what the Senate will do with this bill, but I 
am glad that the General Assembly is doing, as it always has 
done and seems to do, we have included capital budget proj- 
ects in the deficiency bill; we have included highway projects 
in the deficiency bill; we have taken absolutely new programs 
and put it in the deficiency bill. I do not know how we can 
figure that the general appropriations that we made were defi- 
cient in some amount when we really are creating new pro- 
grams. 

I guess we could pass the entire budget, which will be due in 
a month or so, and put that in here, too, and it would not sur- 
prise me, but sooner or later members of this General Assem- 
bly are either going to have to decide that their leaders that 
they criticize for usurping the power of the General Assembly 
frankly do a better job than we do here on the floor of the 
House, you are either going to have to admit that or you are 
going to stop going through this kind of nonsense, automatic 
pilot, approving amendments that cost many dollars more 
than are available, because you cannot have it both ways. You 
cannot say let us make the budget here on the floor of the 
House and on the floor of the Senate and then go through the 
kinds of exercise that we go through. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

(A roll-call vote was taken. See later roll call.) 

1 ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER . . 

The SPEAKER. There will be no need for the members to 
report to the floor tomorrow, but the members who are 
havini committee meetings, listen. The Chair will open at I1 
o'clock and keep the session open for reports of committees 
until 1230. That means you members who have committee 
meetings can start at 9 o'clock and you have 3 1/2 hours to 
complete those committee meetings. 

VOTE RETAKEN ON SB 938 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, there were some 

members who misinterpreted my remarks and voted in error. 
Would the Chair consider redoing that vote? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The Chair noticed the errors. 
Those few who voted in error, make sure your vote is in the 

affirmative. 

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

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta Dininni Kosinski Raymond 
Angstadt Distler Kukovich Reber 
Argall Dombrowski LaGrotta Reinard 
Any Donatuccl Langtry Richardson 
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Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowky 
Bawser 
Bover - ~ 

~ r & d t  
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
Deweese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Lloyd 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
nick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 

Lashinger Rieger 
Leh Ritter 
Lescovitz Robbins 
Letterman Roebuck 
Levdansky Rudy 
Linton Ryan 
Livengood Rybak 
Lucyk Saloom 
McCall Saurman 
McCIatchy Scheetz 
McHale Schuler 
McVerry Semmel 
Maiale Serafini 

Gallen Maine 
Gamble Manderino 
Gannon Manmiller 
Geisl Markorek 
George Mayernik 
Gladeck Melio 
Godshall Merry 
Gruitra Michlovie 
Gruppo Micozrie 
Hagany Miller 
Haluska Moehlmann 
Harper Morris 
Hasay Mowery 
Hayden Mrkonic 
Hayes Murphy 
Heckler Nahill 
Herman Noye 
Herrhey O'Brien 
Hers O'Donnell 
Honaman Olasz 
Hawlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pievrky 
Jarolin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Jorephs Pressman" 
Kasunic Preston 
Kenney Punt 

NAYS-2 

Tigue 

NOT VOTING-0 

Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandriscvitr 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Insurance meeting canceled. 

EXCUSED-5 

Freind Kitchen Petrarca Seventy I 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
w 

Bedford, Mr. Hess. t 

Mr. HESS. Mr. Speaker, on amendment A2184 to SB 528, 
I would like to be voted in the affirmative. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Northampton, 
Mr. Freeman. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to correct the record. On amendment 

A2508, the Godshall amendment to SB 938, my vote was not 
recorded. I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 

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

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene, Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWEESE. The Judiciary Committee will meet, I 
repeat, will meet as scheduled tomorrow at 9:30 a.m. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Remember, the Chair will be open only 
until 12:30. The House will close down at 12:30. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. MARKOSEK r, 

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

Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just in case anybody is still listening, the special committee 

to investigate autism will have their hearing as planned at 9 
a.m. up at Edinboro on Thursday morning. Thank you. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

Kennedy 

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

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

COMMITTEE MEETING CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northampton, Mr. Rybak. 

Mr. RYBAK. Mr. Speaker, I want to announce that the 
House Insurance Committee scheduled for 9 o'clock 
tomorrow is canceled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Venango, Mr. Black. 

Mr. BLACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on amendment 2543 to SB 938, I was not 

recorded. I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on SB 938, amendment 

No. A2507 introduced by Representative Robert Wright, my 
switch was inoperative and my vote was reflected in the nega- 
tive. I would like to have my vote reflected in the affirmative. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. 
Melio. w 

Mr. MELIO. Mr. Speaker, I do not know the numbers of 
the amendments but on the appropriation amendments to SB 
938, I wanted to be in the affirmative. 
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The SPEAKER. There were a number of appropriation 
amendments. Are you asking for correction on every single 
amendment? 

Mr. MELIO. There were just two that I voted in the nega- 
tive. 

The SPEAKER. What you are saying is where the record 
has shown that you voted in the negative, you were voted in 
error and should have been voted in the affirmative? 

Mr. MELIO. Yes, sir. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The record will respond to those remarks. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lackawanna, 

Mr. Cawley. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you. Mr. Speaker . . 

Mr. Speaker, on the Trello amendment to SB 528, 2571 1 
believe it was- Is that correct? 

The SPEAKER. If that is the wrong number, we will 
correct it. Go ahead. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you. 
I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 
known as "The Second Class Township Code," further provid- 
ing for contracts and assessments for lighting. 

1 essary. There is need to hire additional staff, and we have to 
pay the cost to be the boss. If we do not pay the cost to be the 
boss, then we are just fooling ourselves in thinking that we are 
going to get the added protection that is needed. 

I thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and I am hoping that 
this information will have a tendency to spread to those indi- 
vidual persons who are at least in the sound of our voice to 
recognize that we must do something in this session this time 
before we leave here on June 30. 

BILLS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the remaining bills on 

STATEMENT BY MR. RICHARDSON I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson, under unanimous consent. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, yesterday I rose to the floor of this House to 

talk about the security problems as related to the members 
and the staff of this House of Representatives, and I do the 
same again today. 

I want to keep it fresh in the minds of those individuals who 
do understand the importance of security, what it means to 
the individuals here in the House of Representatives, and the 
seriousness by which we have vacated our responsibility to 
deal with that. When doors are locked and our members 
cannot get in, that is a serious problem. I am hoping that by 
indicating the seriousness of this problem by asking under 
unanimous consent to address this issue every day, that 
perhaps maybe we will take heed to that which has happened 
and also recognize that there is something that has to be done 
about this very critical and crucial issue facing us. 

And finally, Mr. Speaker, after talking last night to those 
~ecurity officers who in fact are under the House of Repre- 
sentatives and recognizing all of the skillful work that they 
have to do in maintaining and keeping the offices open, no 
wonder we cannot get in and out of the offices when it is nec- 

today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lycoming, Mr. Dempsey. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I move that this House do now adjourn until Wednesday, 

May 25, 1988, at 1 1  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 8:45 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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