
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

THURSDAY, JUNE 29, 1989 

SESSION OF 1989 173D OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 50 

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

THE SPEAKER (JAMES J. MANDERINO) 
IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

REV. CLYDE W. ROACH, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives, from Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, offered the 
following prayer: 

Let us pray: 
Gracious God, our Father, You have assured us that where 

two or three were gathered in Your name, You would be one 
in their midst. We thank You for this blessed assurance and 
acknowledge Your divine presence. We are grateful, because 
we stand in need of Your providential care. 

We are humbled by the demands and burdens of our 
office, yet exalted by the opportunity that You have given us 
to serve Your people. May we never waiver in our commit- 
ment to always make full proof of our stewardship in our 
deliberations and our actions, for we know that one day we 
must stand before You and give our final accounting. 

In Your dear name we pray. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by members and vis- 
itors.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, we will postpone until 
printed the approval of the Journal dated Wednesday, June 
28, 1989. No objection is heard by the Chair. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 1799 By Representatives DISTLER, 
LETTERMAN, REBER, BOWLEY, 
McHALE, FOX, COLAIZZO, PETRONE, 
J. L. WRIGHT, NAHILL, CHADWICK, 
CANNON, ARGALL, FARMER, 
FAIRCHILD, CAWLEY, FARGO, 
BELARDI, KASUNIC, TIGUE, MORRIS, 
RAYMOND, D. F. CLARK, DIETTERICK, 

JOHNSON, G. SNYDER, LANGTRY, 
MELIO, TRICH, LEH, HECKLER, 
SAURMAN, BUNT, BURD, HERMAN, 
TRELLO, FREEMAN, ITKIN and OLASZ 

An Act providing for the type of municipal waste that can be 
accepted by landfills, transfer stations and resource recovery 
facilities, for the powers and duties of the Department of Envi- 
ronmental Resources and the Environmental Quality Board with 
respect thereto, and for enforcement and penalties. 

Referred to Committee on CONSERVATION, June 29, 
1989. 

No. 1800 By Representatives BATTISTO, 
KUKOVICH, BARLEY, MORRIS, DALEY, 
MELIO, VEON, CORRIGAN, FOX, 
McHALE. HECKLER. TIGUE. BILLOW. 
WOZNIAK, BELARDI, BROUJOS, 
STABACK, BELFANTI and FARGO 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1206, No. 
331), known as "The First Class Township Code," further defin- 
ing "police force." 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 29,1989. 

No. 1801 By Representatives BROUJOS, KUKOVICH, 
NOYE, ROBINSON, HESS, MAIALE, 
HOWLETT, TIGUE, SAURMAN, VEON, 
STABACK, McHALE, MELIO, SERAFINI, 
FOX, JAMES, ARGALL, BILLOW, 
GAMBLE, DISTLER, MERRY, 
LAUGHLIN, TRICH, BARLEY, 
BATTISTO, COLAIZZO, CORRIGAN, 
HECKLER, LEVDANSKY and WOZNIAK 

An Act amending the act of February i ,  1966 (1965 P. L. 
1656, No. 581), known as "The Borough Code," further provid- 
ing for public employment. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
June 29,1989. 

No. 1802 By Representatives TIGUE, KUKOVICH, 
CAWLEY, BELARDI, BLAUM, NOYE, 
DOMBROWSKI, HALUSKA, PESCI, 
JACKSON, KOSINSKI, MERRY, MELIO, 
LEVDANSKY, NAHILL, FAIRCHILD, 
ARGALL, ROBINSON, BELFANTI, 
D. F. CLARK, FEE, MORRIS, VEON, 
WOZNIAK, McCALL, SAURMAN, 
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PISTELLA, STABACK, KASUNIC, 
S. H. SMITH, BURD, JOHNSON, 
DIETTERICK, HASAY, HESS, MRKONIC, 
BILLOW, BATTISTO, LEE, JAMES and 
SERAFINI 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further defining 
"municipal police officer." 

Referred to  Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29.1989. 

No. 1803 By Representatives O'DONNELL, EVANS, 
KOSINSKI, HARPER, JAMES, MAIALE, 
HOWLETT and WOGAN 

An Act amending Title 22 (Detectives and Private Police) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting strikes by 
certain railroad or street railway police; and further providing for 
binding arbitration for collective bargaining impasse for certain 
railroad or street railway police. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 
June 29,1989. 

No. 1804 By Representatives FARGO, HALUSKA, 
NAILOR, GIGLIOTTI, SAURMAN, 
DISTLER, ROBINSON, JACKSON, 
KOSINSKI, CARLSON, NOYE, 
LANGTRY, FLICK, MERRY, McVERRY, 
SCHULER, DEMPSEY, ROBBINS, VEON, 
BARLEY, E. Z. TAYLOR, MAINE, 
GEIST, HERSHEY, BELFANTI, 
LASHINGER, BATTISTO, JOHNSON, 
FAIRCHILD, MAIALE, MICHLOVIC, 
HOWLETT, TANGRETTI, JAMES, 
MELIO, BURD, ARGALL, BUNT, HESS, 
MARSICO and ADOLPH 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 
320). known as the "Pennsylvania Election Code," requiring that 
candidates be registered electors. 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 29, 1989. 

No. 1805 By Representatives PETRARCA, DININNI, 
STEIGHNER, MARKOSEK, GEIST, 
PRESTON, LUCYK, TANGRETTI, 
PHILLIPS, KUKOVICH, DOMBROWSKI, 
FEE, BLACK, SALOOM, COLAFELLA, 
LaGROTTA, HERSHEY, GRUPPO, 
J .  L. WRIGHT and WASS 

An Act amending the act of March 29, 1984 (P. L. 154, No. 
29), entitled "An act permitting all State-owned vehicles to be 
converted to operate on natural gas; and requiring indications of 
dual systems." further providing for gas-fueled motor vehicles of 
the Commonwealth; and providing for gas-fueled vehicles of 
urban mass transportation systems and school districts. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 29,1989. 

No. 1806 By Representatives VEON, KAISER, 
McNALLY, LEVDANSKY, PESCI, 

ROBINSON, KOSINSKI, GIGLIOTTI, 
TRELLO, PETRONE, NAHILL, 
KUKOVICH, BOWLEY, MICHLOVIC, 
McVERRY, McHALE, WILLIAMS, 
TANGRETTI, PISTELLA, JAMES, 
VAN HORNE, ITKIN, COLAIZZO, 
CALTAGIRONE, STABACK, MELIO, 
TIGUE, KASUNIC, BELARDI, BILLOW, 
JOSEPHS, COLAFELLA and LESCOVITZ 

An Act amending the act of November 26, 1978 (P. L. 1212, 
No. 286). referred to as the "Inspection of Employment Records 
Law," further defining "employee." 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 
June 29, 1989. 

No. 1807 By Representatives VEON, PERZEL, 
PRESSMANN, F. TAYLOR, LEE, 
KAISER, ALLEN, FEE, NOYE, 
SAURMAN, COHEN, TRELLO, 
LESCOVITZ, LEH, NAHILL, 
LASHINGER, WILLIAMS, GIGLIOTTI 
and CORNELL 

An Act amending the act of June 6, 1980 (P. L. 197, No. 57), 
known as the "Optometric Practice and Licensure Act," further 
providing for definitions, for the powers and duties of the State 
Board of Optometry and for licensing. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICEN- 
SURE, June 29,1989. 

NO. 1808 By Representatives B. SMITH, 
COLAFELLA, LETTERMAN, KASUNIC, 
RUDY, MRKONIC, NOYE, 
J. L. WRIGHT, COHEN, McVERRY, 
SEMMEL, STABACK, ROBINSON, 
SAURMAN, FOSTER, MAINE, 
DEMPSEY, SCHULER, JADLOWIEC, 
KOSINSKI, JOHNSON, MELIO, BILLOW, 
BELFANTI, BISHOP, BUNT, McCALL, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, WOZNIAK, HESS, FOX, 
FARMER, GODSHALL and JAMES 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," further providing for 
an exclusion from personal income tax for full-time students. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 29, 1989. 

No. 1809 By Representatives B. SMITH, MAIALE, 
RICHARDSON, TRELLO, RITTER, 
CESSAR, J. L. WRIGHT, LINTON, 
McVERRY, TIGUE, HOWLETT, NAHILL, 
BILLOW, STABACK, HERMAN, 
STUBAN, ADOLPH, DISTLER, GEIST, 
PHILLIPS, FOX, ROBINSON, HERSHEY, 
S. H. SMITH, ARGALL, KASUNIC, 
J. TAYLOR, YANDRISEVITS, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, MARSICO, MRKONIC, 
BELARDI, CAWLEY, DORR, BUNT, 
HESS, LAUGHLIN, BURD, FARMER, 
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TELEK, LEVDANSKY, G. SNYDER, 
BISHOP, JAMES and HALUSKA 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for the issuance of handi- 
capped plates and placards. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 29,1989. 

No. 1810 By Representatives JAROLIN, DeWEESE, 
KUKOVICH, HASAY, FEE, MICOZZIE, 
DOMBROWSKI, WAMBACH, GEORGE, 
SALOOM, TIGUE, KOSINSKI, RYAN, 
FARMER, REBER, FOX, NAHILL, 

TIGUE, FOX, PHILLIPS, ADOLPH, 
LASHINGER, MERRY, BATTISTO, 
KASUNIC, D. F. CLARK, LANGTRY, 
BUNT, ITKIN, OLASZ, J .  H. CLARK and 
TELEK 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 216, No. 76), 
known as "The Dental Law," authorizing the issuance of certain 
temporary practice permits. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICEN- 
SURE, June 29,1989. 

No. 1814 By Representatives FAIRCHILD and 
PHILLIPS 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 29, 1989. An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
known as the "Liquor Code," further providing for the issuance 

No. 1811 By Representatives LESCOVITZ, of licenses to operators of theaters for the performing arts. 

J. H. CLARK, CORNELL, BELFANTI, 
CARN, JOSEPHS, STEIGHNER, 
BLAUM, DALEY, STUBAN, STABACK, 
McCALL and COWELL 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 
14). known as the "Public School Code of 1949," requiring 
instruction relating to the cause and prevention of drug and 
alcohol abuse; and permitting the employment of a certified 
addiction counselor by school districts. 

COLAFELLA, BROUJOS, GODSHALL, I Referred to  Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, June 29, 
NOYE, CAPPABIANCA and BURD 19R9~ 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services and the Department of Agriculture, with the approval of 
the Governor, to convey to the County of Snyder, a tract of land 
and the buildings erected thereon in Penn Township, Snyder 
County. 

Referred to  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 29, 1989. 

No. 1815 By Representatives FOX and NAHILL 

. ~ 

following hills for concurrence: 
Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 

June 29. 1989. SB 123, PN 1344 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for the delegation of depart- 
mental authority to issue permits. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 29,1989. 

No. 1812 By Representatives COHEN, 
RICHARDSON, WAMBACH, MURPHY, 
MAYERNIK, MICHLOVIC, BELFANTI, 
WOZNIAK, PISTELLA, DeLUCA, 
McNALLY, VEON, LaGROTTA, 
JOSEPHS, VAN HORNE, DeWEESE and 
LAUGHLIN 

An Act providing for the payment of certain money to clean- 
ing service employees by employers upon terminating their 
employment. 

No. 1813 By Representatives MOWERY, TRELLO, Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

NAILOR, JOHNSON, VROON, SB 364. PN 1345 

-. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 172 By Representatives FAIRCHILD, 
JACKSON, PHILLIPS, CARLSON and 
BUSH 

Urging Congress to propose an amendment to the United 
States Constitution to prohibit the desecration of the American 
Flag. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 29,1989. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 

FAIRCHILD, ROBINSON, GIGLIOTTI, 
VEON, HALUSKA, COY, HERMAN, 
BILLOW, NOYE. ROBBINS. BELFANTI, 
DEMPSEY, GEIST, JACKSON, 
SAURMAN, CARLSON, STABACK, 
FLEAGLE, J. L. WRIGHT, BOYES, 
WOGAN, ARGALL, BELARDI, FARGO, 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 29, 1989. 

SB 369, PN 382 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29,1989 

SB 373, PN 1346 

B. SMITH, WILSON, CORRIGAN, Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, CLYMER, NAHILL, June 29, 1989. 
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Referred t o  Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

SB 577, PN 841 

Referred t o  Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 29, 1989. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

SB 622, PN 1236 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

SB 625, PN 1312 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 29, 1989. 

SB 633, PN 676 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 29,1989. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT. 
June 29, 1989. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

SB 775, PN 1348 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 29, 1989. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
June 29,1989. 

SB 899, PN 1028 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 29, 1989. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
June 29,1989. 

SB 961, PN 1091 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 29,1989. 

Referred to Committee on CONSERVATION, June 29, 
1989. 

SENATE RESOLUTIONS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

SR 89, PN 1368 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 29, 1989. 

SR 90, PN 1369 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 29, 1989. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
168, PN 553, with information that the Senate has passed the 
same without amendment. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

HB 168, PN 553 

An Act prohibiting the sale, manufacture, distribution or use 
of certain cleaning agents containing phosphates; conferring 
powers and duties on the Environmental Quality Board and the 
Department of Environmental Resources; and providing penal- 
ties. 

SB 400, PN 911 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, providing for increased fines for moving vinla- 
tions committed in construction and maintenance areas. 

SB 1093, PN 1314 

An Act reenacting and amending the act of June 25, 1982 (P. 
L. 633, No. 181), entitled, as reenacted and amended, "Regula- 
tory Review Act," further providing for the membership of the 
Independent Regulatory Review Commission and for the proce- 
dure for regulatory review; changing the termination date for the 
commission; and making repeals. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

SB 1009. PN 1297. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1009 be 

recommitted to the Appropriations Committee. 

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

* * * 
The following bills, having been called up, were considered 

for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 
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SB 1010, PN 1182; and SB 1011, PN 1298. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1011 be 

recommitted to the Appropriations Committee. 

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

* * *  

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

SB 1095, PN 1351; SB 472, PN 952; HB 1014, PN 1715; 
and HB 1141. PN 1717. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 842, PN 
1295, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 14, 1961 (P. L. 324, No. 
188), entitled "The Library Code," further regulating equaliza- 
tion aid to libraries. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. Prior to taking the final passage vote, the 
Chair will request from the majority party whether there are 
leaves. 

Mr. FEE. Mr. Speaker, there are no leaves for the majority 
party at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The 
indication is in the negative. 

Are there leaves from the minority party? The indication is 
in the negative. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. We will take the master roll call before 
final passage of SB 842. Members will proceed to vote on the 
master roll call. Members indicate their presence by voting 
"yea." 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta Donatucci Laughlin Ritter 
Adolph Dorr Lee Robbins 
Allen Durham Leh Robinson 
Angstadt Fairchild 1.escovitz Roebuck 
Argall Fargo Levdansky Rudy 

Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
b y e s  
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cannabianca 

Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 

Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowerv 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Seheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tan~retti . . - 

Carlson Harper Mrkonic Taylor, E. 2. 
Carn Hasay Murphy Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hayden Nahill Taylor. 1. 
Cessar Hayes Nailor Telek 
Chadwick Heckler Noye Thomas 
Civera Herman O'Brien Ticue 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Carnell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dictterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

- -  ~ 

Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
ltkin Pesci 
Jackson Petrarca 
ladlowiec Petrone 
James Phillips 
larolin Piecola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
Langtry Rieger 
Lashinger 

ADDITIONS-I 

Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
WeStOn 
Williams 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Clark, 1. H. 

NOT VOTING-1 

Evans 

Letterman 

LEAVES ADDED-1 

Evans 

MEMBER'S PRESENCE RECORDED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montgomery 
County, Representative Clark, is to be added to the master 
roll call. He is present in the hall of the House. 

Mr. J. H. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 842 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
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Shall the bill pass finally? 
T h e  SPEAKER. Agreeab l e  to t h e  provis ions  o f  t h e  Cons t i -  

tution, the yeas  and n a y s  will n o w  be t aken .  

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
&gall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dictterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langfry 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
MeCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markasek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowcry 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Dlasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trella 
Trich 
Van Horne 
veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING- ]  

Evans 

EXCUSED-I 

Letterman 

The m a j o r i t y  r equ i r ed  b y  the Constitution having  vo t ed  i n  

the af f i rmat ive ,  the question was de t e rmined  i n  the a f f i rma -  

t ive  and the bill passed finally.  

Ordered, That the c lerk  r e t u r n  t h e  same to the Senate wi th  
the information that the House has passed t h e  same wi thou t  

amendment. 

JUNE 29, 

T h e  House p roceeded  to th i rd  cons ide r a t i on  o f  SB 908, PN 
1037, enti t led:  

A n  Act  making  appropr ia t ions  f r o m  the  Workmen 's  Compen-  
sat ion Administrat ion Fund  t o  t he  Depar tment  o f  Labo r  a n d  
Industry t o  provide fo r  t he  expenses o f  administering T h e  Penn-  
sylvania Workmen 's  Compensa t ion  Act  a n d  T h e  Pennsylvania 
Occupational  Disease Act for  t he  fiscal year Ju ly  1 ,  1989, t o  J u n e  
30, 1990, a n d  fo r  the  payment  o f  bills incurred a n d  remaining 
unpaid a t  t he  close o f  t he  fiscal year ending J u n e  30, 1989. 

O n  t h e  ques t ion ,  

Will  t h e  House agree to t h e  bill o n  t h i rd  cons idera t ion?  

Bill w a s  agreed to. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h i s  bill has b e e n  cons idered  o n  t h r e e  dif- 

fe ren t  d a y s  and agreed to and is n o w  on f ina l  passage. 
T h e  ques t ion  is, sha l l  t h e  bill pass  f inally? 

Agreeable  to t h e  provis ions  of t h e  Cons t i t u t i on ,  the yeas 

and n a y s  will n o w  be t aken .  

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Caooabianca 
ca;ison 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Calaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Dombrow! 
Danatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 

ski Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesei 
Petrarca 
Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trella 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambaeh 
wass 
Westan 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 
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Distler Langtry I Clark, J .  H. Hershey O'Brien Tigue 

NAYS-0 

N O T  VOTING-2  

Evans Roebuck 

EXCUSED-I  

Letterman 

The ma jo r i t y  r equ i r ed  b y  the Cons t i t u t i on  having vo t ed  in 

the affirmative,  t h e  ques t i on  was  determined in the a f f i rma-  

t ive  and the hill passed finally.  

Ordered, T h a t  t h e  c lerk  r e t u r n  the same to t h e  Senate wi th  

the in fo rma t ion  t h a t  t h e  House has passed  t h e  s a m e  wi thou t  

amendment. 
* * *  

Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 

O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reba 

NAYS-0 

A n  Act making appropriat ions f r o m  t h e  Professional Licen- 

The House proceeded to th i rd  cons idera t ion  o f  SB 909, PN 
1038, entitled: 

- - -  . 
su re ,  Augmenta t ion  Account  a n d  f r o m  restricted revenue 
accounts within t h e  General  Fund  to the  Department of  State fo r  

N O T  VOTING-2  

Evans Manderino, 
Speaker 

use by the  Bureau o f  P ro l e s s~ona l  a n d  ~ c i u p a t ~ o n a l  Affair, In 
$upport  o f  the  profess1onal11;en~ure hoard, a s s~gnzd  thereto 

On the ques t i on ,  

Will the House ag ree  to the hill on th i rd  cons idera t ion?  

Bill w a s  agreed to. 

The S P E A K E R .  This hill has been cons idered  on three dif-  

fe rent  d a y s  and agreed to and is n o w  on final  passage.  

Trillo 
Trich 
Van Home 
Vean 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Letterman 

The ma jo r i t y  r equ i r ed  b y  the Cons t i t u t i on  having vo t ed  in 
t h e  af f i rmat ive ,  t h e  question was  de t e rmined  i n  t h e  af f i rma-  

t ive  and the hill passed finally. 

Orde red ,  That t h e  clerk r e t u r n  the same to t h e  Senate wi th  

the i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  the House h a s  passed the same without 
a m e n d m e n t .  

* I * 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 

- 
The question is, shall the hill pass finally? 

Agreeable  to the provis ions  o f  t h e  Cons t i t u t i on ,  t h e  yeas  

and nays  will n o w  he t aken .  

YEAS-200 

Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 

The House proceeded to t h i r d  consideration o f  SB 910, PN 
1398, entitled: 

A n  Act making appropriat ions t o  t h e  Treasury Department o u t  
of  various funds  f o r  payment of  general obligation debt  service. 

Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
C a n  
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 

Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Haydcn 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 

LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lueyk 
MeCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noyc 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Thomas 

On t h e  ques t ion ,  

Will  t h e  House agree  t o  the bill o n  t h i rd  cons idera t ion?  

Bill was  agreed to. 

The S P E A K E R .  T h i s  hill has been cons idered  o n  t h r ee  dif-  

fe rent  d a y s  and ag reed  to and is n o w  o n  f ina l  passage. 
T h e  ques t ion  is, shall  t h e  hill pass finally? 

Agreeable  to t h e  provis ions  o f  t h e  Cons t i t u t i on ,  the yeas  
a n d  nays  will n o w  h e  t aken .  

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescavitz 
Levdansk) 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Seheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
SeraRni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
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Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
cessar 
Chadwick 
Civcra 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J .  H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
ColafeUa 
Colaiuo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLUca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 

Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Hayes Nailor 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Howlat Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
ltkin Pesci 
Jackson Pararca 
ladlowiec Parone 
lames Phillips 
Iarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Joxphs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressrnann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
LangtIY Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tiue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vrwn 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino. 
Speaker 

Evans 
EXCUSED-I 

Letterman 

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. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will return to 
leaves of absence and recognizes the majority whip. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Phila- 
delphia, Mr. EVANS, would like a leave for the remainder of 
the day. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the teave will be 
granted. The Chair is unable to hear an objection. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 280, PN 
1327, entitled: 

An Act providing for the regulation of storage tanks and tank 
facilities; imposing additional powers and duties on the Depart- 
ment of Environmental Resources and the Environmental 
Quality Board; and making an appropriation. 

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

A2549: 

Amend Sec. 102, page 55, line 12, by striking out "DIS- 
CHARGES'and inserting 

releases 
Amend Sec. 102, page 55, line 14, by striking out "DIS- 

CHARGES'and insertine - 
releases 

Amend Sec. 102, page 55, line 18, by striking out "DIS- 
CHARGE" and inserting 

release 
Amend Sec. 102, page 55, line 19, by striking out "DIS- 

CHARGED" and inserting - 
released 

Amend Sec. 103, page 55, line 24, by striking out "TANKS" 
and inserting 

stationary tanks with a ca~acitv in excess of 250 . . 
gallons 

Amend Sec. 103, page 55, line 26, by inserting after 
"THERETO" 

within the storaae tank facilitv 
Amend Sec. 103, page $5, line 28, by striking out "CON- 

NECTED THERETO" and insertine 
within the storage tank facility 

Amend Sec. 103, page 56, line 3, by inserting after "FARM" 
, municipal 

Amend Sec. 103, page 56, line 6, by striking out "OF 1,100 
GALLONS OR LESS CAPACITY" 

Amend Sec. 103, page 56, line 7, by striking out "RESIDEN- 
TIAL" 

Amend Sec. 103, page 56, line 17, by inserting after ''(111)" 
An interstate or intrastate pipeline facility regulated 
under 

Amend Sec. 103, page 56, line 29, by inserting after "ARE" 
directly 

Amend Sec. 103, page 57, by inserting between lines 13 and 14 
(12) A tank of 1,100 gallons or less in capacity located 

on a farm used solely to store or contain substances that are 
used to facilitate the production of crops, livestock and live- 
stock products on such farm. 

(13) Tanks which are used to store propane gas. 
Amend Sec. 103, page 57, line 14, by striking out "(12)" and 

inserting 
(14) 

Amend Sec. 103, page 57, line 14, by striking out "POLICY 
OR" 

Amend Sec. 103, page 57, line 17, by striking out "(11)" and 
inserting 

(13) 
Amend Sec. 103, page 57, lines 18 through 22, by striking out 

all of said lines 
Amend Sec. 103, page 58, line 23, by inserting after 

"ALTERNATIVE" 
water 

Amend Sec. 103, page 58, by inserting between lines 24 and 25 
(6) Does not include the cost of routine inspections, 

routine investigations and permit activities not associated with 
a release. 
Amend Sec. 103, page 60, lines I7 and 18, by striking out ", 

EITHER LEGAL OR EQUITABLE," 
Amend Sec. 103, page 60, line 21, by striking out "A" and 

inserting - 
an aboveground 

Amend Sec. 103, page 60, line 23, by inserting after "THE" 
aboveground 
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1984. mental Quality Board. 
Amend Sec. 103, page 61, line 22, by striking Out ". THE Amend Sec. 107, page 66, lines 15 and 16, by striking out 

TERM INCLUDES:" and inserting "COUNTIES, JOINT COUNTY AUTHORITIES OR MULTI- 

Amend Sec. 103, page 60, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
(3) In the case of an underground storage tank, the 

owner of an underground storage tank holding regulated sub- 
stances on or after November 8, 1984, and the owner of an 
underground storage tank at the time all regulated substances 
were removed when removal occurred prior to November 8, 

mental Quality Board with any regulatory proposal. The chair- 
man of the committee shall he invited to participate in the presen- 
tation of all regulations before the Environmental Quality Board. 
Nothing herein shall preclude any member of the committee from 
filing a petition for rulemaking with the Environmental Quality 
Board in accordance with procedures established by the Environ- 

Amend Sec. 1-03, page 62, line 16, by striking out "OR CON- ~ m e n d 5 e c .  301, page 72, line 3, by inserting after "OPERA- 
TAlNMENT STRUCTURES OR FACILITIESH I ~06s" 

which is: 
Amend Sec. 103, page 61, line 23, by striking out "ANY" and 

inserting 
any 

Amend Sec. 103, page 61, line 29, by striking out the period 
after "SEQ.)" and inserting a semicolon 

Amend Sec. 103, page 61, line 30, by striking out "PETRO- 
LEUM" and inserting 

petroleum 
Amend Sec. 103, page 62, line 6, by striking out the period 

after "KEROSENE" and inserting 
; and 

Amend Sec. 103, page 62, line 7, by striking out "ANY" and 
inserting 

any 
Amend Sec. 103, page 62, line LO, by inserting after "ENVI- 

RONMENT" 
, hut not including gaseous suhstances used exclu- 
sively for the administration of medical care 

Amend Sec. 103, page 62, line 23, by inserting after 
"THEREUNDER." 

MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES'and inserting 
and cities and counties of the first and second class 

Amend Sec. 107, page 66, line 19, by inserting after "PRO- 
GRAMS" 

, provided that the counties and cities of the first and 
second class have a storage tank program in effect 
that is at least as stringent as this act 

Amend Sec. 108, page 71, by inserting between lines 2 and 3 
(c) Guidelines.-The department shall develop the interim 

certification program which shall expire 24 months after the 
effective date of this act. 

Amend Bill, page 71, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 110. Applicability of certain provisions to the Com- 

monwealth. 
A Commonwealth department, agency, hoard, commission or 

authority shall not he required to participate in the Underground 
Storage Tank Indemnification Fund or to pay registration or 
permit fees required under this act, until and unless regulations 
are ~romulaated that direct otherwise. 

The term shall also include spilling, leaking, emitting, discbarg- 
ing, escaping, leaching or disposing from a storage tank into a 
containment structure or facility that poses an immediate threat 
of contamination of the soils, subsurface soils, surfacewater or 
groundwater. 

Amend Sec. 103, page 63, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
"Small ahoveground storage tank." Any aboveground 

storage tank having a capacity equal to or less than 21,000 
sallons. - 

Amend Sec. 103, page 63, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
"Stationary tank." Anv ahoverround storaae tank that is 

permanently affixed to the real property on which such tank is 
located. 

Amend Sec. 103, page 63, lines 6 and 7, by striking out the 
comma after "TANK" in line 6 and all of line 7 

Amend Sec. 103, page 63, line 16, by striking out "AND" and 
inserting 

or 
Amend Sec. 103, page 63, lines 16 and 17, by striking out 

"OR ITS OPERATION" 
Amend Sec. 103, page 64, by inserting between lines 24 and 25 

(12) Any underground storage tank system whose 
capacity is 110 gallons or less. 
Amend Sec. 103, page 64, line 25, by striking out "(12)" and 

inserting 
(13) 

Amend Sec. 105, page 65, lines 22 through 30; page 66, lines I 
through 4, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting 

(b) Review of regulations.-The department shall consult 
with the advisory committee in the formulation, drafting and pre- 
sentation of all regulations promulgated under this act. The 
advisory committee shall he given a reasonable opportunity to 
review and comment on all regulations prior to their submission 
to the Environmental Quality Board for consideration. The 
written report of the committee shall he presented to the Environ- 

, if appropriate 
Amend Sec. 301. page 73, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
(d) ~equiremenis for small aboveground storage tanks.- 

The department shall develop a simplified program to regulate 
small aboveground storage tanks. The program shall include, hut 
not be limited to: 

(1) Testing requirements for new and substantially 
modified small aboveground storage tanks, except as pro- 
vided in section 301(a)(2). 

(2) Performance and design standards consistent with 
the manufacturer's specifications for small aboveground 
storage tanks. 

(3) Monitoring standards consistent with the manufac- 
turer's specifications for a small aboveground storage tank. 

(4) Requirements for closure. 
( 5 )  Recordkeeping requirements. 
(6) Inspection requirements for existing small ahove- 

ground storage tanks. 
Amend Sec. 302, page 75, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 

(viii) API-RP 2000 - Guide for venting atmos- 
pheric and low pressure storage tanks. 

Amend Sec. 303, page 75, lines 22 through 30, by striking out 
all of said lines and inserting 

(h) Prohibitions.-After 12 months from the effective date 
of this act, it shall he unlawful to sell, distribute, deposit or fill an 
aboveground storage tank with any regulated substance unless 
the ahoveground storage tank is registered as required by this 
section. Any person who, on or after the effective date of this 
subsection, knowingly sells, distributes, deposits or fills any 
ahovearound storare tank in violation of this subsection prior to 
the discovery of a release shall he liable for any release from the 
ahovearound storare tank. in addition to the remedies provided 
in section 1302. ~ i f h i n  12 months of the effective date of this act, 
the department shall have available for the general public an 
easily distinguishable visual system, such as a sticker, to identify 
tanks with a current registration as part of enforcement by the 
department. 
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Amend Sec. 905, page 102, line 18, by striking out "AND" 
and inserting 

in consultation with the 
Amend Sec. 905, page 102, lines 19 and 20, by striking out 

"AND REVIEWED BY THE PENNSYLVANIA EMER- 
GENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY" 

Amend Sec. 1302. naee 105. line 9. bv striking out "OR OTH- .. - . . - 
ERWISE," 

Amend Sec. 1302, page 105, line LO, by striking out "INVES- 
TIGATION," 

Amend Sec. 1302, page 105. line 11, by inserting after . - 
"TESTING" 

. investigation related to a corrective action 
Amend Sec. 130i. page 105, line 11, by inserting a period 

after "EXPENSES" 
Amend Sec. 1302, page 105, line 12, by striking out "NECES- 

SARY TO RESPOND TO A VIOLATION OF THIS ACT, 
THE" and inserting 

The 
Amend Sec. 1303, page 106, line 14, by inserting after 

"SUPPLY" 
, at no cost to the owner of the affected water supply 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 106, lines 19 and 20, by striking out 
"OR THE" in line 19 and all of line20 

Amend Sec. 1304, page 106, line 26, by striking out "POLI- 
CIES," 

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

The SPEAKER. On amendment 2549, Representative 
George from Clearfield is recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, in attempting to explain the 
amendment, as the rules of the House insist upon, in this 
omnibus amendment- 

The SPEAKER. Will the House be in order. I cannot hear 
Representative George's remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. I intend to be very brief yet very concise, 
Mr. Speaker. 

This amendment is the George-Hasay amendment. We have 
attempted in this amendment to exempt propane gas tanks 
where many had a concern about home heating oil tanks for 
consumptive use on premises, tanks of 1,100 gallons or less 
used by local governments, stationary storage tanks of less 
than 250 gallons, and aboveground storage tanks of 1,100 
gallons or less if they are csed for agricultural purposes. 

In other areas, Mr. Speaker, we have preserved the rebut- 
table-presumption provisions that we had in the original bill. 
We have retained our language on the citizen's suit provi- 
sions, and I believe we have come up with a piece of legisla- 
tion that is acceptable to the industry, to the members of the 
General Assembly, and to the majority party in this House. 

We have agreed to  these amendments, and I ask the 
members to  consider them and to accept them, for the 
Farmers Association and individuals across this State have 
now allotted us and insist that this is a bill that everyone can 
live with. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman from 
Clearfield and recognizes, from Luzerne County, Representa- 
tive Hasay. 

Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

-- - 

Mr. Speaker, this is the omnibus amendment that both the 
majority chairman, Chairman George, and myself, the minor- 
ity chairman, have worked on for the last couple of days in 
trying to fine-tune the amendment and address all of the con- 
cerns of most of the members in this chamber. We have done 
that so we could be more expeditious in expediting this bill 
and trying to do the best with the time that is involved. 

So I am urging my colleagues on this side to support the 
Bud George-George Hasay omnibus amendment to the tank 
bill. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaurn 
Borlner 
Bawley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
nick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Grup~o 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hares 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtr~ 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

NAYS-0 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 

Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snvder. D. W. 

staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. 1. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING-3 

Cam ltkin Robinson 
EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Blair, Representative 
Geist, indicates that there is an amendment to be offered. Is 
there an amendment to be offered to SB 280? 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Upon conferring with DER (Department of Environmental 

Resources) and individuals representing the rail industry, I am 
going to withdraw the amendment. They have worked out a 
compromise. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Mr. BOWLEY offered the following amendments No. 

A2555: 

Amend Sec. 302, page 73, line 29, by striking out "THREE 
HUNDRED DOLLARS" and inserting 

One hundred fifty dollars 
Amend Sec. 302. page 74, line I ,  by striking out "ONE 

HUNDRED TWENTY-FIVE DOLLARS" and inserting - 
One hundred dollars 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, on amendment 
2555, Representative Bowley from Warren County. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have another amendment which is not down 

from the Reference Bureau yet, and I will leave that up to the 
majority leader on whether we will pass over the bill or not. 

But on amendment 2555, 1 am attempting to amend the 
section in the bill having to do with annual registration fees 
that have to be paid by owners and operators of aboveground 
storage tanks. 

Currently in the legislation there are three different fees: 
$300 for those tanks above 50.000 gallons; $125 for tanks 
between 5,000 and 50,000 gallons; and $50 for those tanks up 
to 5,000 gallons. My amendment would reduce the amount of 
the yearly registration fee from $300 to $150 and from $125 to 
$100. 

It is my feeling, until the department knows how many 
tanks are out there and what the annual costs will be for the 
owners and operators of these tanks, that the fees are just a 
little bit too high. 1 particularly have a constituent in my dis- 
trict who has figured out that he will have to pay $7,200 a year 
in registration fees alone, and I feel that is too high. 

I ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. On 

that question, Representative George from Clearfield County 
is recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, with great reluctance but 
much necessity, I must urge opposition to this amendment, 
and the argument that I give you will be brief and concise but 
much to the point of why we must oppose this amendment. 

This tank bill has been structured to do three things. It has 
been structured, Mr. Speaker, so that we can protect the citi- 
zens of the Commonwealth because of tank disruptions, and 
we have placed in the bill, along with that safety aspect, Mr. 
Speaker, an Indemnification Fund. 

In that Indemnification Fund, Mr. Speaker, it allows the 
small business entities, like the gas stations and the indepen- 
dents, an opportunity where they only need to come up with 
$75,000 of protection, and the Indemnification Fund will 
come up with the rest up to $1 million. 

There is also, which will be utilized from the fee structure, 
Mr. Speaker, the ability for small entrepreneurs, gas station 
operators, if they have a tank violation or a bust-out, to 
borrow through a low-interest 2-percent loan up to $15,000 to 
restore the sanctity of that tank. We have, of course, as you 
are already aware, exempted farmers and noncommercial, 
which has already removed over 40,000 tanks in Pennsylvania 
where there will not be a fee, and if we are to accept this 
amendment, Mr. Speaker, the Indemnification Fund and all 
the other protective devices that are in will not stand. 

But beyond that, Mr. Speaker, but beyond that, other 
places across this Nation, such as Kansas, because they did 
not have a proper tank bill, have imposed a cent a gallon on 
the residents of their Commonwealth, and we in the Conser- 
vation Committee feel that the users ought to be obligated to 
pay for the safety of their tanks, not the taxpayers. 

So again, with some despair, I still must urge that we turn 
down this amendment. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to the 
Bowley amendment? On that question, Representative 
Bowley from Warren County is recognized for the second 
time. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was hoping someone else would stand up and support my 

amendment, but it appears that is not going to happen. 
Everything that the chairman of the Conservation Commit- 

tee said was nice, but it is irrelevant. The Indemnification 
Fund only covers underground storage tanks. My amendment 
addresses aboveground storage tanks. There is no help in this 
legislation for aboveground storage tanks, and I think the fees 
are too high. Until the department knows how many tanks are 
out there, what the cost would be, you know that they arenot 
going to reduce the fees for registration once this bill is 
passed. I am trying to bring the fees down a little bit to help 
our constituents, and then if the department feels that they are 
not bringing in enough money to run the program, the legisla- 
tion says they can raise the fees. I think we should start off a 
little bit lower and then, if necessary, increase them. 
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This is a major part of this legislation. I would ask for an 
affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. On 
that question, Representative George from Clearfield County 
is recognized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be most hon- 
orable to inform the members of this House that this fee basis 
is a one time that is being set by statute and that the regula- 
tions will impose other fees after the startup of this program. 
So if the gentleman would be successful in reducing this, then 
whether he would admit it or not, there would not be enough 
money for startup, and, Mr. Speaker, as you know, we are 
utilizing a certain amount from the Superfund money to get 
this program started. So if we cut this, then the program itself 
will ultimately fail. 

Please remember, Mr. Speaker, that these fees will be set by 
the Environmental Hearing Board after the startup, so the 
fees that we are talking about will not be ongoing. Thank you 
very much. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment, and 
from Luzerne County, Representative Hasay is recognized. 

Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For those reasons that Chairman George indicated, I am 

also asking for a "no" vote on the amendment. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-31 

Cohen 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DcWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Durham 
Fairchild 

Hawlett O'Brien 
Hughes O'Donnell 
Itkin Olasz 
Jackson Oliver 
James Perzel 
Jarolin Pesci 
Johnson Petrone 
Josephs Phillips 
Kaiser Piccola 
Kasunic Pievsky 
Kenney Pistella 
Kondrich Pitts 
Kosinski Pressman" 
Kukovich Preston 
LaGrotta Raymond 
Langtry Reber 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltanirone 

Angstadt Colafella Lescovitz Smith, B. 
Birmelin COY Maine Snyder, D. W. 
Black Dininni Merry Snyder. G. 
Bonner Distler Noye Tangretti 
Bowley Dorr Petrarca Trich 
Boyes Fargo Robbins Wass 
Carlson Gamble Ryan Yandrisevits 

Scrimenti Clark. B. D. Jadlowiec 

Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 

Acosta Donatucci Laughlin Ritter 
Adolph Dorr Lee Robbins 
Allen Durham Leh Robinson 
Angstadt Fairchild Lescovitr Roebuck 
Argall Fargo Levdansky Rudy 
Barley Farmer Linton Ryan 
Battisto Fee Lloyd Rybak 
Belardi Flea~le Lucvk Saloom 

Clymer 

Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Fosler 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallcn 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Gadshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harpcr 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlavic 
Micouie 
Miller 
MOchlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z 
Tavlor. F. . . 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tiguc 

- ~~~ ~ ~ 

Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Colaizzo 

n i ck  
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howleft 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

~ c ~ a l l  
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noyc 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 

Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
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generators will be assessed triple surcharges by existing dis- 
posal facilities. If we do not have a facility in operation by 
January of 1996, the Commonwealth will assume title to all 

Cole James Petrone Wass 
Cornell Jarolin Phillips Weston 

Piccola Williams Corrigan Johnson 
cowell Josephs Piwsky Wilson 
COY Kaiser Pistella Wogan 
DeLuca Kasunic Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Kenney Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kondrich Preston Wright, I. L. 
Davies Kosinski Raymond Wright, R. C. 
Dempsey Kukovich Reber Yandrisevits 
Dietterick LaCrotta Reinard 
Dininni Langtry Richardson Manderina, 
Distler Lashinger Rieger Speaker 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-1 

Bowley 

NOT VOTING-1 

Gruitza 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

The majority required by the Constitution voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirms. 
tive and the bill passed finally. 

Ordered, ~h~~ 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. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1743, 
P N  2133. entitled: 

There are numerous reasons why we should not approve 
this motion to recommit the bill. HB 1743 is urgently needed 
now to start this process rolling for low-level radioactive 
waste disposal sites. This particular measure is simply a fee 
bill to facilitate the implementation of what we had approved 
in the past. This is not a measure that needs protracted review 
by any committee. It had been considered by the House 
Appropriations Committee, just as the House Appropriations 
Committee considers funding bridge bills and PUC (Public 
Utility Commission) budget bills, and these bills that we deal 
with involving funding go directly to the Appropriations 
Committee and not to the standing committees. 

Members of the Conservation Committee have not been 
kept in the dark about the need for this bill. Almost a year ago 
DER publicly announced that it was going to have to revise its 
request for proposals so that prelicensing expenses associated 
with the facility would be funded by assessments on genera- 
tors and that required legislation would follow. 

Mr. Speaker, today is the result of negotiations between the 
electric utility industry, which is in fact the persons who are 
responsible for paying the bill, and this administration. HB 
1743 is consistent with our mandate that the generators pay all 
the costs associated with the disposal facility and with the 
authority we conferred upon DER to enter into a contract that 
provides for funding for this facility. 

Finally, I would like to explain to the House that we cannot 
create additional delay in dealing with this bill. Federal law 
imposes deadlines upon us. If we do not submit certification 
of intent to handle our low-level waste bv December 1992. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

low-level waste generated in Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am 
advised that we are already cutting it too close, but we can 
only meet this deadline if a contract is signed this summer. 
Mr. Sneaker. the sienine of that contract is ereatlv contineent 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Murphy, is recognized on HB 1743, final 
passage. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a motion to 
recommit the bill to the Conservation Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Representative from Allegheny 
County, Representative Murphy, moves that HB 1743 be 
recommitted to the Conservation Committee. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the motion to recommit, Representa- 
tive Itkin from Allegheny County is recognized. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, this is an extremely important 
measure which we ought not to consider very lightly. 

- - - ,  - 
upon passage of this bill. 

Finally, there may be some concern as to why Jim Wright 
and I introduced this bill. Jim Wright and I have been 
involved in this issue since 1980, when, under the previous 
administration, Pennsylvania entered negotiations with other 
Northeast States to tackle new responsibilities imposed by the 
Congress under the Low-Level Waste Policy Act. We stuck by 
the previous administration then, and today we are support- 
ing the current administration as it seeks to fulfill an onerous 
obligation on schedule. This is not a partisan issue, pitting 
Republicans against Democrats and vice versa, and it is not a 
personal issue that belongs to any one of us. It in fact belongs 
to all of us. Jim Wright and 1 are not overjoyed about the 
prospect of hosting a low-level waste facility, but we do 
understand the implications of not providing for that facility 
in a timely manner. 

I urge the members not to recommit this hill. Time requires 
that we act on the bill today. The Senate Appropriations 
Committee is waiting to receive this bill immediately to place 
it and report it out to the Senate calendar so that we can have 



1989 LEGISLATIVE 

it enacted into law prior to the summer recess and so that the 
basis for signing a contract to begin with the site selection and 
development of the low-level radioactive waste facility can 
begin without any undue delay. 

I urge my friends on both sides of the aisle to oppose 
recommittal and then support the bill on final passage. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, from 
Northampton County, Representative Freeman is recognized. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Murphy motion to 

recommit HB 1743 to the Conservation Committee. The 
House Conservation Committee spent many hours of study 
and of work on the Appalachian Low-Level Radioactive 
Waste Compact and on the Low-Level Radioactive Waste 
Disposal Act. It was appropriate that we spent those many 
hours of work, because it is a very complicated issue, an issue 
that will have a major impact on our State. We are now being 
asked in the eleventh hour prior to recess to support HB 1743, 
which will create an extensive fee system to cover certain 
costs. This is the kind of legislation which deserves to be 
looked at in greater detail, which deserves to be studied, to 
possibly have public hearings on, before we approve it here in 
this legislature. 

I would urge the membership to exercise caution and to 
recommit this bill to the Conservation Committee, which, by 
the way, was circumvented in this process, did not have an 
opportunity to examine this legislation as it went through 
Appropriations. So I would urge the membership to join Rep- 
resentative Murphy, myself, and other members in recommit- 
ting it to the Conservation Committee, and let us use the 
summer to examine this in greater detail and see if it is the 
appropriate kind of fee system that we would want or need in 
regard to this issue. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on recommittal. On that 
question, from Luzerne County, Representative Jarolin is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, with all of the work that had been accom- 

plished on this particular piece of legislation by the Conserva- 
tion Committee, time is of the utmost importance. If we 
rerefer this back to the committee, what we are looking for is 
another 6 months down the pike before this could be even 
reconsidered. I think this piece of legislation is entirely too 
important to put back into the committee. 

I would highly request all the legislators to vote against the 
recommittal motion. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, from 
Montgomery County, Representative Saurman is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Conservation Committee has done its 

work in terms of low-level waste, and what is needed at this 
point is some financial tuning. That has been provided 
through the Appropriations Committee. 

We need this legislation. We need to move forward with 
this acceptance and facility for receiving low-level waste. It is 
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a part of the compact. It is a continuing effort in that entire 
procedure to put this in place for our State, a very needed 
facility. We need to keep this thing moving and not put it into 
the Conservation Committee. Nothing would be gained by 
doing that. 

We should vote against this motion. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, the gen- 

tleman from Warren County, Representative Bowley is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 ask for an affirmative vote on the motion to 

recommit. 
As a member of the House Conservation Committee, I feel 

I have not had adequate input into this legislation. Further- 
more, on page 5 of the legislation, on how the department can 
use this money to reimburse the operator for expenses that the 
operator was supposed to pay for previous to collecting any 
fees, the operator is supposed to pay for these fees of site 
selection, design, and land purchase, and I feel this is a misuse 
of these funds. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote on recommittal. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, Represen- 

tative Hasay from Luzerne County is recognized. 
Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am asking for a "yes" vote on recommittal 

of this bill. Mr. Speaker, the Low-Level Nuclear Waste Facil- 
ity Act was created and went through the House Conservation 
Committee. This bill should go the same procedure, not 
through the Appropriations Committee. This is a bill of 
major substance that should be examined by both Democrat 
and Republican members of the House Conservation Com- 
mittee. 

Vote "yes." Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, Represen- 

tative Murphy from Allegheny County is recognized. 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to 

support my motion. 
Not the least of the questions that ought to be answered and 

I do not think are by this piece of legislation is whether these 
fees, some $33 million, will be carried over to the rate base of 
utilities in Pennsylvania. In effect, what you are voting for 
today conceivably is an increase in utility rates by carrying 
these fees over. There is nothing in this bill that says they 
cannot be carried over into the rate base. 

Ironically, there are four other States involved. There are 
four States involved in the Low-Level Radioactive Waste 
Compact - Delaware, Maryland, and West Virginia - and yet 
our utilities are the only ones, our waste generators are the 
only ones, picking up the cost for creating the compact and 
the site that all the waste generators in all four States will use. 
So I would think that we ought to look at this more closely 
and for that reason believe the Conservation Committee 
ought todo  that. 

I ask you to support this motion. Thank you. 

On thequestionrecurring, 



1340 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 29, 

Will the House agree to the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-123 

Adolph 
Allen 
Angsiadl 
Argall 
Barley 
Billow 
Birmdin 
Bishop 
Black 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlwn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
COY 
Dempsey 
Diettcrick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 

Acosta 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Banner 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Clark. 1. H. 
Colafella 
C0laiUO 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 

Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Jackson 
Iadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Lanary 
Lashinger 

Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Levdansky 
Linton 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Marsica 
Merry 
Miehlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Maehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Ritter 
Robbins 

NAYS-78 

DeWeese LaGratta 
Daley Lesco~itz 
Davies Lloyd 
Dombrowski Lucyk 
Donatucci McCall 
Dorr Maiale 
Fee Maine 
Fox Markosek 
Gladeck Mayernik 
Gadshall Melia 
Hagany Morris 
Haluska Nahill 
Harper O'Donnell 
Howleft Oliver 
ltkin Pesci 
James Petrarca 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kosinski Preston 
Kukovieh Reber 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloam 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Taneretti 
~ayior, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. J. 
Telek 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Weaon 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Robinson 
Rwbuck 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Smith, B. 
Staback 
Stish 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Wambach 
wass 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Evans Letterman 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to declare a recess until 
1:30, but prior to  declaring the recess, we will hear from the 
caucus chairmen with announcements regarding caucus. 
Recess will be called until 1:30 p.m. 

The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, Representative 
Itkin, chairman of the Democratic caucus, is recognized. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, we will caucus at  1 o'clock. 
The SPEAKER. The Democrats will meet in caucus at 1 

p.m. in the majority caucus room. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Perry County, 
Representative Noye, for the Republican caucus. 

Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Republicans will caucus at  12:45; 12:45. 
The SPEAKER. The Republicans will caucus in the minor- 

ity caucusroom at 1245. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Prior to declaring the recess, I have been 
asked to  announce for the information of the members that 
the usual members' cafeteria room, 60E, will not be available 
to the members today. It will be available tomorrow, but the 
room is in use today. You will have to eat with the rest of us. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until 1:30 p.m. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

The time of recess was extended until 1:45 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

COMMUNICATION FROM 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker acknowledges receipt, from 
the Department of Public Welfare, of the 1988-89 Report on 
the Employment Incentive Payment (EIP) Program, which 
will be filed with the clerk. 

The following communication was submitted: 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
De~artment of Public Welfare 

P.O. Box 2675 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105 

June 29, 1989 
The Honorable James J. Manderino 
House of Representatives 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 
Dear Representative Manderino: 

Encloced 1s the Department's 1988-89 Report on the Employ- 
ment Incenu\e Payment (klP) Program, whlch I\  required by Act 
102 of 1985 lo he \uhm~rtFd to the Legl\lature The EIP Program 
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is currently under consideration by the General Assembly for 
reenactment prior to June 30, 1989. I believe our Report shows 
that the EIP Program is an important part of the Common- 
wealth's Employment and Training efforts and should be reen- 
acted. 

A total of 28,317 hires of welfare clients were documented by 
employers since 1982. More than 30 percent of the total (9,344) 
occurred since January 1987. 

In 1987, an interagency review recommended a major overhaul 
of the program, which was completed in November 1988. 

The changes in the EIP Program have: 

- reduced paperwork requirements by 50 percent by 
combining the EIP and federal Targeted Jobs Tax 
Credit application process; 

- improved program integrity by assuring that tax 
credits are not available retroactively; and, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 1667, PN 1995 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of June 18, 1974 (P. L. 359, No. 120), 

referred to as the "Municipal Police Education and Training 
Law," further defining "police officer," "police department" 
and adding a definition. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 1774, PN 2211 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of May 21, 1943 (P. L. 571, No. 254). 

known as "The Fourth to Eighth Class County Assessment 
Law," further providing for appeals from assessments when 
there has been a countywide revision of assessments. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 

. provided information on the improved EIP Program I HB ,798. p~ 2258 Rv Ren. GAMBLE 

- .  
remain a productive, integral part of the State's overall job train- 
ing and employment effort, which has placed 70,MX) vulnerable ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS 
Pennsylvanians in jobs since 1987. 

to 225,MX)employers. 
With these steps taken to improve the operation of EIP, it is 

now an even more valuable tool to interest employers in hiring 
public assistance clients and to support the Commonwealth's role 
as a national leader in welfare reform. 

EIP. with some minor recommended technical chanees. should 

Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 
John F. White, Jr. 

Enclosure 

(Copy of report is on file with the Journal clerk.) 

--- - , - --.. -,- = - 

An Act amending the act of May 21,1943 (P. L. 571, No. 254), 
known as - ~ h ~  ~ ~ ~ ~ t h  to ~ i ~ h t h  class county ~~~~~~~~~t 
L ~ w , "  certain provisions relating to exemptions from 
taxation. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMI'ITEE ON RULES 

HB 103, P N  2291 (Amended) 
By Rep. GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P. L. 853, No. 155), 
known as "The General County Assessment Law," clarifying 
certain provisions relating to exemptions from taxation. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 619, P N  687 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amendine the act of Februarv 1. 1966 (1965 P. L. 1656. 

No. 581). known a s " ~ h e  Borough code,;' authorizing boroughs 
to enter into contracts with the Commonwealth for volice vrotec- 
tion. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 620, P N  688 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1206, No. 

331). known as "The First Class Township Code," authorizing 
townships to enter into contracts with the Commonwealth for 
police protection. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 621, PN 689 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69), 

known as "The Second Class Township Code." authorizing 
townships to enter into contracts with the Commonwealth for 
police protection. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is in receipt of additions and 
deletions to House bills and resolutions, which will be filed 
with the clerk. The deletions will be filed with the clerk. The 
additions will be filed with the clerk. 

The following list was submitted: 

ADDITIONS: 
HB 977, Miller; HB 992, Fox; HB 1219, James, Micozzie; HB 

1361, Billow; HB 1436, Barley; HB 1437, Barley; HB 1438, 
Barley; HB 1439, Barley; HB 1440, Barley; HB 1550, James; HB 
1616, Saurman; HB 1700, Hayden, Levdansky; HB 1701, 
Dietterick, Billow, Maine; HB 1702, Johnson; HB 1704, James; 
HB 1705, Ritter; HB 1727, Colafella, J .  H. Clark; HB 1747, 
Dorr; HB 1749, Dorr; HB 1758, James; HB 1769, J .  J. Taylor, 
James; HB 1771, Colafella; HB 1773, Petrarca; HB 1801, 
Levdansky, Wozniak; HR 129, Williams, Mrkonic; HR 158, 
Dorr; HR 160, Veon, Kosinski, Letterman, Stish, Daley, James, 
Robinson, Steighner, Michlovic, Petrarca; HR 161, Birmelin, 
Dorr, Pressmann, D. F. Clark, Hershey, Tangretti, Phillips, J. L. 
Wright, Micozzie, Clymer, Belfanti, Stahack, Weston, G. M. 
Snyder; HR 162, Kondrich; HR 163, Saloom, Tangretti; HR 167, 
Dorr, Hayden. 

DELETIONS: 
HB 1216, Trello; HB 1807, Colaizzo. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 853, PN 
971, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the 
admissibility of certain out-of-court statements. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
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Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 
and nays will now be taken. 

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, Representa- 
tive Reber is recognized. 

Bill was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

YEAS-200 Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, on the last vote I inadvertently 

Acosta Dombrowski Lashinper Ritter hit the wrong button. I would like to be recorded in the affir- 

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

VOTE CORRECTION 

~-~~~ 

Adolph Donatucci Laughk Robbins 
Allen Dorr Lee Robinson 
Angstadt Durham Leh Roebuck 
Argall Fairchild Lescovitz Rudy 

mative, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 
~ a i e y  Farga Levdansky Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Linton Rybak 
Belardi Fee Lloyd Saloom 
Belfanti Fleagle Lucyk Saurman 
Billow Flick McCall Scheetr 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

-~~~~~ ..~~..~- 
Birrnelin Foster McHale Schuler 
Bishop Fox McNally Scrimenti 
Black Freeman McVerry Semmel 
Blaum Freind Maiale Serafini 

Maine Bortner Gallen Smith, B. 
Bow ley Gamble Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Cannon Marsico Snyder, D. W. 
Brandt Geist Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Broujos George Melio Staback 
Bunt GigJiotti Merry Stairs 
Burd Gladeck Michlovic Steighner 
Bums Godshall Micozzie Stish 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1561, 
PN 1822, entitled: 

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. 

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

Bush Gruitza Miller Strittmaner 
Caltagirone Gruppo Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Hagarty Morris Tangretti 
Carlson Haluska Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cam Harper Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hasay Murphy Taylor, J .  
Cessar Hayden Nahill Telek 
Chadwick Hayes Nailor Thomas 
Civera Heckler Noye Tigue 
Clark, B. D. Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark, D. F. Hershey O'Donnell Trich 
Clark, 1. H. Hess Olasz Van Horne 
Clymer Howlett Oliver Veon 
Cohen Hughes Perrel Vroan 
Colafella ltkin Pesci Wambach 
Colaizzo Jackson Petrarca Wass 
Cole Jadlowiec Petrone Weston 
Cornell James Phillips Williams 
Corrigan Jarolin Piccola Wilson 
Cowell Johnson Pievsky Wogan 

Pistella COY Josephs Wozniak 
DeLuca Kaiser Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
Daley Kenney Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kondrich Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dempsey Kosinski Reinard 
Dietterick Kukovich Richardson Manderino, 
Dininni LaGrotta Rieger Speaker 
Distler Langtry 

NAYS-1 

Reber 
NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirms- 
tive and the bill passed finally. 

- 
Bill was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

The SPEAKER. From Chester County, the Chair recog- 
nizes, on final passage, Representative Morris. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to recommit this bill to 
the Transportation Committee. It needs considerable further 
study. There are a great many facts here that have not been 
brought before either the committee or the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Chester has moved 
that HB 1561 be recommitted. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, the Chair 
recognizes the bill's chief sponsor, Representative Cole from 
Adams County. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill came to my committee 
upon the recommendation of PennDOT. They want to turn 
this road over to the Federal Government because it runs 
through the center of Valley Forge National Military Park. I 
understand the road is in dire need of repair, and a PennDOT 
official informed me that it is going to cost approximately 
$250,000 to repair it. The National Park Service desperately 
wants the road because it takes away from the historical 
atmosphere of Valley Forge Park, because it has become a 
thoroughfare through the park there, and I can appreciate 
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that they would like to restore this road back to its originality. 
There have been fatalities along this road - five or six, includ- 
ing one this year - and PennDOT wants to unload that liability 
against the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, so it has been a 
request that we do this. The bill did pass the last session and is 
now before us again this session. 

So I object to recommitting the bill. I would like to run it 
this afternoon, because PennDOT does want to turn the road 
over to the Federal Government, and they are anxious to 
receive it. So I think we should unload that liability and the 
cost of maintaining that road through a Federal national 
park. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Allen 
Berley 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Burd 
Bush 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, D. F. 
Cornell 
DFmpxy 
Dininni 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Battisto 
Belardi 
&Ifanti 
Billow 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
~appabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Clark, B. D, 
CLuk. J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
ColafeUa 
COlaivO 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeex 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Dombrowski 

Distler 
Durham 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gallen 
Geist 
Godshall 
Haluska 
Hershey 
H a s  
Howlett 

 as& 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Lashinger 

Donatueci 
Dorr 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Fee 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gamble 
Gannon 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Gruitra 
GNPPO 
Hagarty 
Harper 

LanEtry 
Leh 
Lloyd 
McHale 
Maiale 
Marsiw 
Melio 
Morris 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Picwla 
Raymond 

LYS-154 

Laughlin 
Lce 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maine 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micarzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

Rudy 
kheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Serafini 
Stish 
Taylor, J 
Vroon 
W a s  
Wozniak 
Wright, R. C. 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letter man 

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

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The SPEAKER. On final passage, Representative Vroon 
from Chester County is recognized. 

Mr. VROON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think it is very important that we retain that road in Valley 

Forge Park. I am a resident of Valley Forge, and I am speak- 
ing for myself and for all of my fellow residents and for even 
other Chester Countians as far away as Sam Morris. We want 
that road to stay there. The other road is the only road that 
goes through the park. That road is very heavily traveled. If 
that road is congested-it is only a two-lane road-if that is 
congested, we have no way to get out of that park. Not only 
that but we do come around at rush hour and we cannot, we 
just cannot, get through that park. We have thousands of 
people that use that other road-it is only 1 mile long-and 
there is no good earthly reason, the pretense that this is 
needed, to turn it over to a dirt trail that is certainly anything 
but good. We do not want to see that become a dirt trail. We 
want people to have access to the important historic markings 
and sites to see in Valley Forge. If we close that road down, 
these people are going to have nothing but a walking path to 
see all these good things, including the arch, the famous arch. 
We do not think that PennDOT needs to save a trifling 
amount of $250,000 when they deal with millions and millions 
of dollars. 

This is an important park. It is an important park to all the 
people in our area. Valley Forge is visited by more people than 
you can imagine, millions of people every year. We do not 
want these people to he prevented from seeing all the sites that 
there are to see in Valley Forge Park, and a lot of them are on 
that road. I do not think this is an urgent thing at all, and to 
us it is very urgent to keep it open. The people want that road 
kept open, regardless of what PennDOT says, regardless of 
what the historic people say of the park. The people want 
access to every bit of that park. 

1 urge a "no" vote on this bill. 
The SPEAKER. On final passage of the bill, Representative 

Lashinger from Montgomery County is recognized. 
Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support Representative Cole's bill 

asking for the transfer. Just so the members understand, this 
is merely a simple transfer of two roads that traverse a 
national park. One of the roads, I believe, Mr. Vroon has not 
spoken about, and there is virtually unanimous agreement 
that the road should be closed and should be transferred. I 
think it is important for the members to understand that this 
other l-mile stretch of road, I live on the north side and Mr. 
Vroon lives on the south side of that stretch of road. 
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In 1976 the Commonwealth began an orderly transition of 
Valley Forge Park from a State park to a national historical 
park. It created land of significant historical value not only 
statewide but nationally, and we were a part of it on July 4, 
1976, with the President of the United States coming to Valley 
Forge to effectuate the transfer of this park. Since then we 
have done things through this General Assembly; one, for 
instance, last year where, as part of the orderly transition 
from Commonwealth ownership and management, we 
created concurrent jurisdiction with the National Park Service 
to allow the National Park Service to begin enforcing the 
Vehicle Code and the Crimes Code in Pennsylvania not only 
on those roads but within the environs of the national park. 

Now we have reached the final stage of the transition, and it 
is to complete the historical restructuring that I do not want to 
say was destroyed but was surely threatened while the State 
maintained it as a State park. This 1-mile stretch of road was 
the original road by which Washington entered this area with 
his troops. It is probably the most significant stretch that runs 
through the park. The Park Service and the Department of 
the Interior in conjunction with the Department of Transpor- 
tation would like to close that portion of the road not to do 
what Mr. Vroon says, and that is to deny people the opportu- 
nity to view the historical sites, but instead to allow people to 
see the historical sites without traffic zooming by at 55 miles 
per hour. Mr. Speaker, there are pedestrians in this area 
looking at the sites, appearing at the arch that Mr. Vroon 
talked about earlier, and there is no need for traffic to be 
whizzing by at a time when we are trying to have people enjoy 
the historical nature of the park. 

The other significant aspect of this is, since this park has 
been created, there have been five fatalities in this national 
park. Four of the five fatalities- In fact, one of the fatalities 
this year was on this stretch of road, which is further reason as 
to why this road needs to be closed to through traffic. 

Mr. Vroon was not totally accurate when he said you will 
deny access through the park, and Mr. Vroon knows that that 
was not totally accurate. There are two other roads that go 
through the park. The problem is that they do not cut through 
the heart of the national park; they actually form the circum- 
ference of the park, the two roads that travel around the 
exterior of the park. What it does is it creates a mild, very 
mild, form of inconvenience. It might put people 5 minutes 
out of their way that are attempting to use it as a thoroughfare 
through a national park, mind you, and that inconvenience, 
in my opinion and in order to create the safety that is neces- 
sary for the pedestrians and the other drivers in the area, will 
be created by transferring this park back to the Department of 
the Interior and under the management of the National Park 
Service. 

Mr. Cole visited this issue because he was interested from 
another perspective, and that was that this is a road that has 
been maintained by PennDOT since the 1976 transition to the 
Federal Government. It has cost us a substantial amount of 
money, with again no direct benefit to the Commonwealth, 
and he saw this as a further opportunity to get rid of a portion 

of road that has high maintenance costs to the Common- 
wealth with no direct benefit or return to the Commonwealth. 

So I think if you think in your mind of historical parks or 
even State parks, I do not think that any of us think of them 
as having roads the equivalent of an interstate, which this has 
become because of the nature of the traffic, the volume of the 
traffic, and the speed of the traffic, zooming and racing 
through this area of the park. It needs to be stopped, and that 
is why I am supporting Mr. Cole, the National Park Service, 
the administration, the Department of Transportation, and a 
lot of people interested in historic preservation and open- 
space preservation in southeastern Pennsylvania. 

I urge you to support the House bill. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On final passage of the bill, from Indiana 
County, Representative Wass is recognized. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate Representative Cole? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that you may. 

You may proceed. 
Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, is this part of the road turnback 

program of PennDOT? 
Mr. COLE. 1 would think it is, but it is an unusual situa- 

tion. Normally we do not turn roads back to the Federal Gov- 
ernment; we turn them back to the local government. Nor- 
mally under the PennDOT road turnback program, we trans- 
fer them back to the local government. This is an unusual situ- 
ation. We are turning it back to the Federal Government. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, if I may continue, will the park 
receive funds for accepting these roads? 

Mr. COLE. No. 
Mr. WASS. They will not? 
Mr. COLE. No. 
Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, is it possible, if we turn the roads 

back to the park, that there is a possibility that the gates could 
be locked and you would have to buy a ticket or pay a fee to 
go into the park? 

Mr. COLE. No, it is not. In fact, that was one of the 
reasons that I put a hold on the bill at the request of Mr. 
Morris and Mr. Vroon. They told me that the Feds wanted to 
make a toll road out of it, and I have it in writing from the 
superintendent of the park that it definitely will not become a 
toll road. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On final passage of the bill, from Berks 

County, Representative Leh is recognized. 
Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, coming from eastern Berks 

County, I live within a mere 20 miles of Valley Forge Park. I 
am well familiar with the situation down there, and I would 
just like to say that I heartily concur with the gentleman from 
Chester County, Mr. Vroon. I think unless we are willing to 
build another highway somewhere around that park, we need 
to keep this road open to keep that traffic moving through 
there, and it is a nice drive. 

I would just ask for a negative vote on this bill. Thank you. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. From Chester County, the Chair recog- 
nizes Representative Morris. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, of course, I am concurring 
with Representative Leh and Representative Vroon. This is a 
road which is needed and not just for convenience. For the 
people who live out in Phoenixville and west in northern 
Chester County, this is an important road. 

I am rather surprised that PennDOT takes the attitude that 
it has to be completely repaired, because I went over it a 
matter of a week or a week and a half ago and it was in good 
shape. There is nothing wrong with the road. 

Now, apparently, according to the latest letters that have 
been received, what the park wants to do is to close it down 
and make it into a trail. That will cause, I believe, consider- 
able inconvenience to many people living out to the west of 
the park. There are other ways to go, but they get very, very 
crowded, particularly during the commuting hours. This is a 
nice road to travel on, too. It affords you some beautiful 
views, and I do not see why we cannot go on in the way of life 
we have had. 

Ever since I can remember living out in that section of the 
world, I do not think it is a great inconvenience to the park. I 
do not think people travel very fast on it. I do not think the 
road is dangerous. 

I ask for a "no" vote on this bill. 
The SPEAKER. From Adams County, the Chair recog- 

nizes Representative Cole. 
Mr. COLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, some years ago an outer loop was built with 

the understanding that this road probably would be shut 
down in the future. So in answer to the gentleman from Berks 
County, this has been done. I think one of the speakers who is 
opposed to this bill stated that they wanted this and used the 
term "a local thoroughfare through the park." That is not the 
purpose that the national park wants. They do not want a 
local thoroughfare through this park. It disrupts the historical 
significance to the national park. 

Now, 15 years ago we in the General Assembly made acom- 
mitment to turn the Valley Forge State Park over to the 
Federal Government, the Department of Interior, and I think 
that we should give them the entire access to this park in the 
order that they want to preserve it as Valley Forge National 
Park. 

So 1 urge a "yes" vote for this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, f r o m  Chester 

County, Representative Vroon for the second time. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I heard a lot of this talk about 

this park being turned over to the Federal Government. 1 was 
the one, I was the mover in tbis House for that particular 
move, and when we did that, we did not bargain with these 
trails being turned over from the macadam roads to walking 
trails and riding horses on it. We did not bargain for anything 
like that. We bargained for an improvement of that park 
which only the Federal Government could do. Only the 
Federal Government had the money to do it, and they have 
done a good job on it, but we certainly do not need this. 

Mr. Lashinger said it only takes a few minutes to walk on 
that trail to see the things on that trail. No, no, no; that is not 
true at all. We have a beautiful grove of dogwood trees, beau- 
tiful dogwood trees in a special grove up there, which is near 
the western end of that trail. People need to get on that road 
to get to that dogwood grove. This is being patronized by 
people of the State and all over the United States two times a 
year - in the spring and in the fall. We are going to be cutting 
that off. The only way you will get there is walk, and that is 
going to discourage a lot of people from going there. 

We are looking for increasing tourism in Pennsylvania. We 
are looking for increasing tourism in the Valley Forge area. 
We can handle a lot more people there, a lot more tourists 
there, but we cannot handle any more traffic on tbat one road 
that would be left. We need that other road as a secondary 
road tbat goes through the park so that people do not get con- 
gested and held up because of accidents which are bound to 
occur on the other part. 

Out of five accidents, Mr. Speaker, one was on the one 
road and four were on the big road, so I think that proves a 
point there. Anybody can have an accident on any road, and 
this certainly is not being neglected. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is right and proper 
for people to come from all over the United States and come 
into Valley Forge Park and not have access to every corner of 
that park by automobile. They should be able to drive right up 
to every part of that park which they would like to see and 
which is important for them to see. 

Mr. Speaker, this is perhaps the most sacred shrine in our 
country, Valley Forge Park. Here is where it all began. If it 
were not for Valley Forge, there would be no America today. 
Let us keep it the right way. We do not need to play games 
with it and make people walk in the dust to see some good 
markers alongside that road. 

I urge a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, the Chair rec- 

ognizes Representative Lasbinger for the second time. 
Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, very briefly. Representative Leh said that if 

we want to close this road, then first the Commonwealth 
should commit more funds to building some other road to 
help resolve this problem. Well, PennDOT in the Thornburgh 
administration did just that. We waited until we built about 
43 million dollars' worth of highway to help alleviate this 
problem once tbis closing took place, and that was the 
Pottstown Expressway, or Route 422, which now forms a new 
circumference around this park. So I think the Park Service 
has dealt with this in good faith in waiting for this until that 
portion of highway was completed. 

I am thinking- Mr. Vroon seems to have a year-2,000 per- 
ception of what national shrines and national parks and State 
forests and national forests should look like - tbat we should 
be able to drive up to everything; that we should not have to 
walk to anything; that we should not have to stroll to any- 
thing; that you should take your car up to the door and get 
out and hop back in the car. I am looking at the mural in the 
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back of the chamber, as 1 am standing here talking to you, 
and I do not see any 1987 Chrysler in the mural in the back of 
the chamber. I think that is how Mr. Vroon would see it, and 
that mural probably depicts an area very near to the road that 
we are talking about in Valley Forge Park with Washington 
and his troops situated there. 

I do not see any problem. If you have told your folks back 
home that you are committed to  open space, that you are 
committed to  cleaning things up, to  keeping the environment 
clean and restoring parks, this is it. That is what we are trying 
to  do, and Mr. Vroon is fighting it because it creates a small 
amount of inconvenience to  some people who use this as a 
shortcut through a national park. It is that simple. It is a 
shortcut. You are taking a shortcut away. You are not 
denying people access. 

I ask for the support of Mr. Cole's bill. 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. 

YEAS-161 

Acosta Dietterick Lashinger Robinson 
Angstadt Dombrowski Laughlin Roebuck 
Amdl Donatucci Lee Rudy 
Battisto Dorr Leswvitz Ryan 
Belardi Fargo Levdansky Rybak 
&Ifanti Farmer Linton Salaom 
Billow Fee Lucyk Saurman 
Bishop ncagle McCall Schmz 
Black Foster McHale Scrimenti 
Blaum Fox McNally Serafini 
Bortner Freeman McVerry Smith, B. 
Bowley Gamble Maiale Smith, S. H. 
Boycs George Maine Snyder, D. W. 
Brandt Gigliotti Markosek Snyder. G. 
Broujos Gladeck Mayemik Staback 
Bunt Godshall Melio Stairs 
Burd GNPPO Michlovic Steighner 
Burns Hamy Miller Stish 
Bush Haluska Moehlmann Strittmatter 
Caltagirone Hasay Mrkonic Stuban 
Cappabianca Hayden Murphy Taylor, F. 
Cvlson Hayes Nahill Taylor, I. 
Cam Heckler Nailor Telek 
Cawley Herman Noye Thomas 
C n s v  Hess O'Brien Ticue 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, I. H. 
Cohen 
Colafella 

Howlett 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

Colaizzo James 
Cole Jarolin 
Cornell Joseohs 

0' Donnell 
Glasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesei 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievskv 

~rello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 

Adolph 
Allen 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clyrner 
Dininni 
Distler 
Durham 

NAYS-38 

Fairchild Lloyd 
nick Marsico 
Freind Merry 
Gallen Micouie 
Cannon Morris 
Geist Mowery 
Gmitza Phillips 
Hershey Piccola 
Johnson Pitts 
Leh 

NOT VOTING- 

Raymond 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Trich 
Vroon 
Wozniak 
Wright. R. C. 

Harper Richardson 
EXCUSED-2 

Evans Lctterman 

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 present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is happy to welcome to the 
hall of the House this afternoon Valerie Fusco Mihalich, from 
Bucks County, Pennsylvania. She is the daughter-in-law of 
the Speaker's executive assistant. She is to the left of the 
Speaker. Will she please stand. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2, PN 
927, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of January 17, 1968 (P.L. 11, No. 5). 
known as "The Minimum Wage Act of 1968," further defining 
"employer" and "wages"; increasing the minimum wage; and 
allowing collective bargaining agreements to provide for over- 
time. 

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

A0582: ~- 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4). oaee 5. line 13. bv striking out "A .. . - 
COLLECTIVE BARGAINING A ~ R E E M E N T "  and inserting- 

the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 
Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 4), page 5, lines 26 and 27, by striking out 

"(52 STAT. 1060.29 U.S.C. 5 201 ET SEQ.)" and inserting 
(29 U.S.C. 5 214(c)) 

Representative Bowley. 

Corrigan ~aisir ~istella Wogan 
Cowell Kasunic Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
COY Kcnney Preston Wright, 1. L. 
DFLuca Kondrich Reber Yandrisevits 
DeWeex Kosinski Reinard 
Daley Kukovich Rieger Manderino. 
Davies LaGrotta Rifler Speaker 
hmpsey  Lanary Robbins 

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

The SPEAKER. On amendment A0582, from Dauphin 
County, Representative Piccola is recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Before offering this amendment, 1 would like to yield to 
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The SPEAKER. Are you giving up your first time to speak? 
Mr. PICCOLA. Do you want me to offer the amendment 

first, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. I do not understand what you are doing. 

The clerk has already read the amendment. 
Mr. PICCOLA. All right. I will offer the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the 

amendment. 
Mr. PICCOLA. Mr. Speaker, this amendment does not 

address directly the issue of minimum wage. It addresses the 
issue that is presented on page 5 of the bill, which deals with 
the compensation paid when an employer is the Common- 
wealth or one of its political subdivisions. 

The way the bill is written, it would eliminate the ability of 
the Commonwealth or its political subdivisions to pay or give 
to its employees compensatory time if that political subdivi- 
sion or the Commonwealth did not have a collective-bargain- 
ing agreement. We are substituting for the collective-hargain- 
ing agreement the words "Fair Lahor Standards Act" so that 
the provisions of the national Fair Lahor Standards Act 
would govern. This would give the political subdivisions flexi- 
bility with respect to giving compensatory time as opposed to 
paying overtime. The payment of overtime can he rather 
expensive for our political subdivisions, and it would he fairer 
for them to be governed by the Fair Labor Standards Act, 
which regulates that, as opposed to the giving of comp time 
only if provided in a collective-bargaining agreement. 

I urge the adoption of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Piccola's amendment 

overreacts to his perceived problem. The Piccola amendment 
seeks to remove the association of compensatory time with 
collective-bargaining agreement and replace it with the com- 
pensatory time language contained in the Fair Lahor Stan- 
dards Act. The problem with this is the Piccola amendment 
will potentially undo the State and local collective-bargaining 
agreements, which the committee sought to protect. Police 
and fire contracts are potentially at risk from this amendment 
as police and fire are exempt from overtime and compensa- 
tory time under the Fair Lahor Standards Act. Compensatory 
time agreements are common in police and fire contracts. The 
intent of the hill language which the Piccola amendment seeks 
to replace is to protect the collective-bargaining agreements 
which are in place from the imposition of the overtime 
requirements of the State Minimum Wage Act. This provision 
was added at the request of the Casey administration. 

I strongly urge the Piccola amendment be defeated. The 
Piccnla amendment will seriously hamstring the existence of 
collective-bargaining agreements in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. It will seriously interfere with already arbi- 
trated agreements. It will create tremendous administrative 
problems. 

I urge your defeat of this amendment and a vote "no" on 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Dauphin 
County, Representative Piccola for the second time. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
With all due respect to the gentleman from Philadelphia, he 

is not accurate. This does not undermine any collective-har- 
gaining agreement that would be in effect now or might be in 
effect sometime in the future. The Fair Labor Standards Act 
specifically provides for the payment of compensatory time 
under a collective-bargaining agreement, and I will quote you 
from that act. "A public agency may provide compensatory 
time under paragraph (1) ... Pursuant to," and one of those 
"pursuant to's" is "Applicable provisions of a collective bar- 
gaining agreement, memorandum of understanding, ..." et 
cetera. 

This will not undermine any collective-bargaining agree- 
ment. Rather it will give the local government unit the flexihil- 
ity to give compensatory time if there is no collective-bargain- 
ing agreement in effect. The way the bill is currently written, 
they must pay overtime. They cannot give compensatory time. 
And what we want to do is to provide them with the flexibility 
to either pay the overtime or to give compensatory time under 
the provisions of the Fair Labor Standards Act. The act 
permits and requires that collective-bargaining agreements be 
complied with and that compensatory time can be given under 
the provisions of those agreements. 

The gentleman is not accurate. I urge that we give our local 
government units that flexibility and adopt this amendment. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Bowley, from Warren County. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is quite obvious that we have some very 

controversial amendments to HB 2 today, and because of this 
reason and numerous other reasons - that the United States 
Congress is currently dealing with this issue, the fact that we 
in the Commonwealth have recently raised our minimum 
wage, and I feel at this particular time of the year we should 
be dealing with the budget, and we have a lot of things to do 
in the last few days here this month - I therefore make a 
motion to recommit HB 2, along with all amendments, to the 
Labor Relations Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Warren County has 
moved that the bill before us be recommitted to the Labor 
Relations Committee. 

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

The SPEAKER. The recommittal motion is debatable on 
the question of recommittal only. 

Representative Belfanti from Northumberland is recog- 
nized on the question. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to reject the motion to 

recommit. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 29, 

The gentleman, Mr. Bowley, has stated or misrepresented 
the facts in his remarks insofar as the Congress dealing with 
the issue. The United States Congress has dealt with the issue. 
Both Houses have passed a meaningful minimum-wage bill. 
The President allowed the bill to labor out there in inner space 
for a number of weeks and finally has vetoed the legislation. 
There is no attempt being made at the present time by the 
United States Congress to revisit the issue, and I doubt if it 
will take place at any time in the near future. 

We in the State of Pennsylvania have guaranteed, we guar- 
anteed a year ago, that the minimum-wage bill adopted, the 
35-cents-an-hour increase, was not nearly adequate and that 
we would in fact revisit the area, revisit the issue this session 
should the U.S. Congress and President fail to act since there 
was an 8-year lapse between the last minimum wage. 

I believe that the time to deal with the issue is in fact today, 
Mr. Speaker. We gave the Congress, we gave the administra- 
tion in Washington time to react, and we did not pass a mean- 
ingful minimum-wage bill last session. There are other States 
that have continued to move forward in the area of minimum 
wage. The more States the merrier, and hopefully Congress 
will in fact act. But in the meantime, we have Pennsylvanians 
suffering who deserve to earn enough money that they can be 
up to the poverty level or even with the poverty level in this 
State. 

I urge my colleagues to defeat this motion. 
The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, the Chair recog- 

nizes Representative Gamble. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the tabling 

of this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The motion is on recommittal. 
Mr. GAMBLE. On recommittal of this bill. 
In spite of what you have just heard, we do need time. 

What we have here, Mr. Speaker, is the big unions heavy- 
handedly socking it to the "mom and pop" small businesses 
across this Commonwealth that just happen to be the biggest 
employer in this State. They are still reeling from the last 
increase, which has only been in effect for 6 months. We are 
now at $3.70. They want to go to $4.25. Meanwhile, every 
State that rings this Commonwealth is still at $3.35 an hour. 

We need time. We need this to be recommitted and let the 
Congress act. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On recommittal, the Chair recognizes, 
from Philadelphia, Representative Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. I yield to Mr. Thomas. 
The SPEAKER. You will lose a turn. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. You have lost a turn. 
Mr. THOMAS. I rise in opposition to recommittal. 
We do not have any basis to send this back to committee. 

This bill has been discussed. The facts are very clear. Time is 
long overdue for us to take an affirmative step on the whole 
question of adequate compensation. Now, while this would 
not provide employees with adequate compensation, it is a 
step in the right direction, and I think that we would be less 
than representative of the citizenry of Pennsylvania if we 

refuse to go forward on this bill at this time. I raise the ques- 
tion that if we do not do it now, then when? If we do not do it 
here, then where? If we do not do it for the employees of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, then who? 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to move, move very swiftly in rejecting this motion of 
recommittal and let us get to the bill itself. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, from 
Dauphin County. Representative Piccola is recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I join the gentlemen, Mr. Gamble and Mr. Bowley, in sup- 

porting the motion to recommit. While I would have liked to 
have had a good and open airing and debate on the amend- 
ments that I am going to propose today, I think it is probably 
more appropriate that those issues he discussed within the 
Labor Relations Committee, which they have not been to 
date. 

I also would respectfully disagree with the opinion of the 
gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, that the Congress is not going to act. 
Clearly, clearly, the Congress and the President are going to 
act on this issue and that sometime, I predict before the end of 
this summer, the minimum wage federally will probably be 
raised to somewhere between $4.25 and $4.55. The President 
has indicated that he would sign such a bill at $4.25, and 1 
have no reason to doubt his word on that. I think we all 
believe that he will propose and he has proposed legislation to 
do that. 

For Pennsylvania to go forward at this time when the Con- 
gress is poised to act is foolishness. Not only would we be 
raising, as Mr. Gamble indicated, our level of minimum wage 
to a rate much higher than our surrounding States, our sister 
States, we would be sending a message to the business com- 
munity that creates the jobs, the minimum-income jobs and 
all the other jobs in this State, that Pennsylvania is simply out 
of step with its neighbors and with the Federal Congress as a 
matter of fact. 

I urge, Mr. Speaker, that we send this bill back to the Labor 
Relations Committee, that we take the amendments that have 
been proposed here on the floor, and that that committee 
spend the summer working on those amendments and on this 
hill, and then if it becomes necessary to deal with the issue in 
the fall, there is more than enough time to deal with the issue 
before the impact of this legislation would ever be needed to 
be felt. 

I urge that a "yes" vote be cast on the recommittal motion. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 

Cohen from Philadelphia. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in 1987 we were told to wait because Congress 

was going to quickly pass the minimum-wage bill. In 1988 we 
were told to wait because Congress was going to be passing 
the minimum-wage bill. In 1989 we are told to wait again. We 
are going to be told to wait every time we introduce this bill. 
There is always going to be some Congressman somewhere 
who is going to want to introduce it. There is always going to 
be some nebulous hints that there is some kind of compromise 
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that will be available. Representative Pressmann said a year 
ago that we are all going to get very, very old waiting for Con- 
gress to act. Well, we are all a year older since he said that, 
and we are going to get many years older if we take this kind 
of advice. 

We have rejected these kinds of motions every time this has 
come up. I urge us to reject this again so we can get on with 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, the Chair recog- 
nizes Representative Trello. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the motion to 
recommit. First of all, the gentleman from Philadelphia says 
the time is now and the place is here, and I agree with him. 

In my district a new mall opened up with 500 brand-new 
jobs that pay above the minimum wage right now and they 
cannot fill the jobs because some of our business community 
are paying more than the minimum wage now. They know 
that to pay a little bit more they are going to get a little better 
help, and what they are going to get for anything less than 
that is somebody who is looking for a paycheck for 1 week 
and not coming back. 

So I say let us reject this motion now and get on with the 
business of giving our constituents a decent hourly wage and 
make a decent living. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Northumberland County, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Belfanti for the second time. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Piccola, would have us 

believe that the U.S. Congress is going to act. I wish that the 
gentleman would have also made some comment regarding 
the President's Chief of Staff, Mr. Sununu, former Governor 
Sununu, who has already publicly stated that $4.26 an hour, 
$4.26 an hour, is vetoland. 

Compounding the problem that we have here, Mr. Speaker, 
is the fact that our current level of $3.70 per hour grosses one 
at a full 40-hour week a mere $7,400 per year. Think of that, 
Mr. Speaker. A 40-hour workweek for $7,400 a year, approxi- 
mately $2,000 a year below the official poverty threshold for a 
family of three. If you happen to be trying to raise a family of 
four on that mere $7,400, you are $4,700 below the poverty 
level. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no reason to delay. We have Pennsyl- 
vania residents suffering under the current Minimum Wage 
Act. I would like to state that in the meantime and since the 
issue has been raised in State legislatures across the land, 
Alaska is currently at $3.85 an hour; California, currently at 
$4.25 an hour; Connecticut, $4.25 an hour; Washington, 
D.C., is on a scale which will end at $4.85 an hour; Hawaii is 
currently at $3.85 an hour; Maine is on a scale that begins at 
$3.75 and on January 1, 1990, will be at $3.85; Massachusetts 
is at $3.75; Minnesota, $3.95; New Hampshire, $3.65; Rhode 
Island, $4.00; Vermont's scale will take them to $3.95; the 
Virgin Islands, $4.65; Washington, $4.25. 

Mr. Speaker, we are not standing here alone. We are one of 
the General Assemblies in the country of the 50 States that is 
trying to let President Bush and the United States Congress 

know that the 8-year moratorium since the last meaningful 
minimum wage has put that spread of poverty line to a 
minimum wage earner just too far for comprehension. 

Mr. Speaker, we have people all over this State collecting 
unemployment compensation who are earning $100 a week 
more than someone who is working 40 hours. That is not 
right; that is not fair. The Cohen-Belfanti measure before us 
today is a graduated sliding scale, and if the United States 
Congress acts after this, the U.S. minimum-wage bill will take 
effect and abrogate any activity that we do here today, pro- 
viding that the amount is higher than the scale or matches the 
scale that we are voting on. Pennsylvanians should not have 
to wait for Congress. Pennsylvanians should not have to wait, 
as have many others States, for the President to finally agree 
to pay people who are working a full workweek a livable 
wage. 

1 oppose the motion, and I hope that my colleagues will do 
the right thing, the humane thing, and oppose it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, Representative 
DeLuca is recognized. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I oppose the recommittal motion. It is ironic 

that we are trying to recommit this bill, which will eventually 
delay it or kill it, when today the President of the United 
States bas endorsed a 10-percent increase for the next 4 years 
for judicial and executive members and the Congress. Now, 
we are telling them that it is all right to raise it $8,000 to 
$10,000 a year for the individuals in Washington but it is not 
all right to raise it 35, 40, or 50 cents for the people down at 
the poverty level. 

There was a statement made that we are out of step in Penn- 
sylvania. We are not out of step in Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Speaker. We are one of the States that has taken a lead to try 
to raise the income level for the bottom end, for the people on 
the minimum wage- 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. BOWLEY. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of 

order. 
Mr. BOWLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman should be 

addressing the recommittal motion, not the merits of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the 

recommittal of the bill. All members-all members-are to 
confine their remarks at this time to the recommittal motion. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what I was 
doing because of the urgency of the matter before us, and that 
is why I ask for this bill to be recommitted. Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the second time, but not to be 
recommitted. 

I hope 1 have the same amount of claps on that one, too. 
The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, the Chair recog- 

nizes Representative Petrone. 
Mr. PETRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise to strongly, very strongly, oppose the I FILMING PERMISSION -~ .. 
motion to recommit. 

Contrary to the beliefs of my colleague, Mr. Piccola, I do 
not believe that Pennsylvania is out of step with our neigh- 
bors. I believe that we in Pennsylvania have the intestinal for- 
titude and we are sending a signal to the rest of the States 
around us and certainly to our constituents that we believe the 
dignity of the minimum wage and the people who work for it 
should be increased by a considerable margin. I personally 
believe it should be $5 an hour. I have people in my district 
that work-heads of families-three minimum-wage jobs to 
make ends meet. 

I oppose this motion, and I appeal to my colleagues to . . - ~ - 
oppose this recommittal motion and to stand up for what we 
all know is true and right and should be done now, this 
minute. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on recommittal. On that 
question, from Dauphin County, the Chair recognizes Repre- 
sentative Piccola. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I again rise to urge that the motion for recommittal be 

passed. 
First allow me to correct the record a bit. Mr. Belfanti indi- 

cated that in the eventuality that this bill would become law 
and that Congress then later would raise the minimum wage, 
our minimum wage then would revert down to whatever the 
Congress adopted. That is not accurate under the terms of this 
bill as it is presently written. 

Our minimum wage, if this bill were to become law, would 
be $4.65 an hour. It appears from the Congress that they will 
not raise it above $4.55, and it is more likely that it will be 
$4.25 given the differences between the Congress and the 
President. But I think it is clear that it is going to be raised at 
the Federal level. The Congress has already acted. The Con- 
gress has already acted. It is not a matter of waiting. It is a 
matter of waiting for the Congress and the President to get 
together on a figure that they can agree on. We are all politi- 
cians here, Mr. Speaker. We know how that process works. It 
works the same way in Washington, and they are going to get 
together and adopt a minimum wage at some level higher than 
what we currently have here in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we should send this bill back to com- 
mittee with the amendment, because with these amendments, 
there is a way of merging the minimum-wage issue with the 
other issues that have been raised, with the minimum income 
supplement that we are proposing in an amendment, to really 
help the working poor in this Commonwealth, really help 
them in a positive way, and not spread this minimum wage 
over the whole landscape so that we have a disincentive for the 
creation of jobs. 

I urge that we take that time this summer and we do that in 
the Labor Relations Committee, and that we send this bill and 
its amendments back to that committee for their work. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces for the information 
of the members that "The Peoole's Business" and Jerrv 
Kambic have been granted the right to exercise under the rules 
of the House the videotaping of the session today. The camera 
is in the well of the House immediately in front of the 
Speaker. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Davies Hershey Piccola 
Allen Dempsey Hess Pitts 
Angstadt Dietterick Jackson Reinard 
Argall Dininni Jadlowiec Robbins 
Barley 
Battisto 
Birmelin 
Black 
Bowley 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, I. H. 
Clvmer 

Acosta 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Bums 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Cole 
Conigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeWecse 
Daley 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Fee 
Freeman 
Cannon 
Oeist 

Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
nick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Callen 
Gamble 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagarty 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 

George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitza 
G r u p ~ o  
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Joscphs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lescovite 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 

Johnson 
Kenney 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Merry 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Phillips 
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McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
khuler 
Scmmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. J. 
Van Home 
Vroon 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Scrimenti 
Seranni 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING-3 

Cohen Reber Stairs 
EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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

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

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, the Chair rec- 
ognizes Representative Reber. 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker, my switch did not operate now 
for the second time today, and I was voting in the affirmative. 
I would like the record to reflect that, and I would also like a 
machine operator t o  check my switch, because I was pushing 
the button and it just does not work before the board is 
locked. If someone could check it, I would appreciate it. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's switch will be checked. 
We will ask the Chief Clerk and the technicians. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Men 
Argall 
Barley 
Bimclin 
Black 
Borlner 
Bowley 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark. 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 
Davia 
Dempsey 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 

Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Darr 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagarty 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 

Fee 
Freeman 
Gannoh 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitra 
ONPP 
Haluska 
Har~er 

lackson 
Iadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kenney 
Lanary 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
Olasl 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
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McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micowie 

Pitts 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, I. 
Vroon 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 

Rudy 
Rybak 
Scrimenti 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangrctti 
Taylor, F. 

Burns Hayden Mrkonic Thomas 
Caltagirone Howlett Murphy Tigue 
Cappabianca Hughes 0' Donnell Trello 
Carn ltkin Oliver Trieh 
Cawlev lames Pesci Van Horne 
Civera larolin Petrarca Veon 
Cohen Iosephs Petrone Wambach 
Colafella Kaiser Pievsky Wass 
Colaizzo Kasunic Pistella Williams 
Cole Kondrich Pressmann Womiak 
Corriaan Kosinski Preston Wriaht. D. R 
cowei~ 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dombrowski 
Donatueci 
Durham 

Kukovich Raymond Wright; 1. L. 
Laughlin Richardson Wright, R. C 
Lescovitz Rieger Yandrisevits 
Levdansky Ritter 
Linton Robinson Manderino, 
Lloyd Roebuck Speaker 
Lucyk 

NOT VOTING-1 

Evans Letterman 

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? 
Mr. PICCOLA offered the following amendments No. 

A0673: 

I Amend Title, page 1, lines 8 through 10, by striking out 
"further defininp. "EMPLOYER AND "waaes": and" in line 8 - .  I and al! of lines sand. I0 and inserting 
chanalna the short tltle; further defining "employer"; providing 
for minimum income supplement; furtheiproviding for the 
minimum wage; making an editorial change; and conferring 
powers and duties on the Department of Revenue. 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 13 through 18; page 2, lines 1 
through 30; page 3, lines 1 through 22, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages and inserting 

Section 1. Sections 1 and 2 of the act of January 17, 1968 
(P.L.1 I,  NO.^), known as The Minimum Wage Act of 1968, are 
amended to read: 

Section 1. Declaration of Policy.-[Employes are employed I in some occuoations in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for 
wages unreasonably low and not fairly commensurate with the 
value of the services rendered. Such a condition is contrary to 
public interest and public policy commands its regulation. 
Em~loyes emoloved in such occuoations are not as a class on a 

bargaining wiih their employers in regard to 
standards. and "freedom of contract" as 

applied to their reitions with their employers is illusory. Judged 
by any reasonable standard, wages in such occupations are often 
found to bear no relation to the fair value of the services ren- 
dered. In the absence of effective minimum fair waee rates for 
employes, the depression of wages by some employericonstitutes 
a serlous form of unfair competition against other employers, I 
reduces the purchasing powerof the workers and threatens the 

of the economy. The evils of unreasonable and unfair 
waees as tbev affect some emoloves emoloved in the Common- 
ucalth of ~cnnsylvania are sufh as to re"de; imperative the cxcr- 
cise of the police oouer of the Commonuealth for the oroteclion 
of industr; and bf the employes employed therein and of the 
public interest of the community at large.] Esonomtc research 
and market experience tnd~cate [hat a publtc policy of legislated 
minimum wage rates is detrimental to the economy of this Com- 
monwealth and inimical lo the interests of thobe individuals 

~roujos ~ a & y  Morris Telek I 
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whom the minimum wage was intended to help. Legislated 
minimum wage rates above the wage rates set by the market 
decrease the number of jobs otherwise available in our economy 
and increase the unemployment of low-skilled, low-was 
workers. Increases in legislated minimum wage rate increase the 
cost of goods and services in our economy without a correspond- 
ing increase in productivity, thus reducing productivity and 
increasing economic inflation, which, consequently, deprive low- 
income families of needed food and clothing and other essential 
goods and services. Demographic research further indicates that 
only a small percentage of minimum wage workers live in families 
which are classified below the recognized poverty level. The 
General Assembly, therefore, finds and declares that increases in 
the minimum wage have not met their intended public policy 

urpose and that the market is best able to provide for employ- 
Lent with wage compensation commensurate with the value of 
the work available. The General Assembly further finds and 
declares that there is a need to compensate employes who earn 
low wages and who live in families classified below certain recog- 
nized poverty levels in a manner that is effective, efficient and 
economically prudent through a minimum income supplement. 
This minimum income supplement is a necessary exercise of the 
police power for the protection of the economic welfare of the cit- 
izens of this Commonwealth. 

Section 2. Short Title.-This act shall be known and may he 
cited as "The Minimum [Wage Act of 19681 Income Act." 

Section 2. Section 3 of the act, amended December 15, I988 
(P.L.1232, No.150), is amended to read: 

Section 3. Definitions.-As used in this act: 
(a) "Secretary" means the Secretary of Labor and Industry. 
@) "Department" means the Department of Labor and 

Industry. 
(c) "Board" means the Minimum Wage Advisory Board 

created by this act. 
(d) "Wages" mean compensation due to any employe by 

reason of his employment, payable in legal tender of the United 
States or checks on banks convertible into cash on demand at full 
face value, subject to such deductions, charges or allowances as 
may be permitted by regulations of the secretary under section 9. 

"Wage" paid to any employe includes the reasonable cost, as 
determined by the secretary, to the employer for furnishing such 
employe with hoard, lodging, or other facilities, if such board, 
lodging, or other facilities are customarily furnished by such 
employer to his employes: Provided, That the cost of hoard, 
lodging, or other facilities shall not be included as a part of the 
wage paid to any employe to the extent it is excluded therefrom 
under the terms of a bona fide collective-bargaining agreement 
applicable to the particular employe: Provided, further, That the 
secretary is authorized to determine the fair value of such board, 
lodging, or other facilities for defined classes of employes and in 
defined areas, based on average cost to the employer or to groups 
of employers similarly situated, or average value to groups of 
employes, or other appropriate measures of fair value. Such eval- 
uations, where applicable and pertinent, shall he used in lieu of 
actual measure of cost in determining the wage paid to any 
employe. 

In determining the hourly wage of a tipped employe, the 
amount paid such employe by his employer shall he deemed to he 
increased on account of tips by an amount determined by the 
employer, hut not by an amount in excess of forty-five percent of 
the applicable minimum wage rate upon the effective date of this 
amendment: Provided, That the amount of the increase on 
account of tips determined by the employer may not exceed the 
value of tips actually received by the employe. The previous sen- 
tence shall not apply with respect to any tipped employe unless: 

(I) Such employe has been informed by the employer of the 
provisions of this subsection; 
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(2) All tips received by such employe have been retained by 
the employe and shall not be surrendered to the employer to be 
used as wages to satisfy the requirement to pay the current hourly 
minimum rate in effect; where the gratuity is added to the charge 
made by the establishment, either by the management, or by the 
customer, the gratuity shall become the property of the employe; 
except that this subsection shall not be construed to prohibit the 
pooling of tips among employes, who customarily and regularly 
receive tips. 

(e) "Occupation" means any industry, trade, business, 
service, or employment or class or group thereof in which individ- 
ualsaregainfully employed. 

(f) "[Employe] w' includes to suffer or to permit to 
work. 

(g) "Employer" includes any individual, partnership, asso- 
ciation, corporation, business trust, or any person or group of 
persons acting, directly or indirectly, in the interest of an 
employer in relation to any employe. The term includes the Com- 
monwealth and its instrumentalities and a political subdivision 
andits instrumentalities. 

(h) "Employe" includes any individual employed by an 
employer. 

(i) "Gratuities" means voluntary, monetary contributions 
received by an employe from a guest, patron or customer for ser- 
vices rendered. 
0 "Annual minimum income" means forty percent of the 

product of fifty-two multiplied by the Statewide average weekly 
wage rate under section 404(e)(3) of the act of December 5, 1936 
(2nd Sp.Sess., 1937 P.L.2897, No.1). known as the Unemploy- 
ment Compensation Law. 

(k) "Dependent child" means a child or grandchild, by con- 
sanguinity, affinity or adoption, for whom an eligible claimant 
provides more than one-half of the support during the tax year in 
which the minimum income supplement is claimed and who, 
during the tax year in which the minimum income supplement is 
claimed, is under nineteen years of age or is enrolled in school for 
at least five months. 

(I) "Minimum income supplement" means the payment 
available to a low-income worker under section 4.1. 

(m) "Eligible claimant" means an individual who maintains 
a household in this Commonwealth which is, for more than six 
months during the tax year in which the minimum income supple- 
ment is claimed, the principal place of residence of the individual 
and the individual's dependent child. 

(n) "Support" has the meaning given in section 152 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (Public Law 99-514, 26 U.S.C. 

(0) "Earned income" includes compensation under section 
303(a)(l) of the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6. No.2). known as the 
Tax Reform Codeof 1971. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, lines 23 through 25, by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 

Section 3. Section 4(c) and (d) of the act, amended 
December 10, 1974(P.L.916, No.303), are amended to read: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4), page 3, lines 28 through 30; page 4, 
lines 1 through 28, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 4). page 5, lines 16 through 19, by striking 
out all of said lines 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 4), page 5, lines 26 and 27, by striking out 
"(52 STAT. 1060,29U.S.C. 8 201 ET SEQ.)and inserting 

(29 U.S.C. 5 214(c)) 
Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 4), page 5, by inserting between lines 28 

and 29 
Section 4. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
Section 4.1. Minimum Income Supplement.-(a) An eligi- 

ble claimant shall receive from the Department of Revenue a 
minimum income supplement for a tax year as follows: 
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First of all, our memories are rather short if we do not 
recall that we just raised it back in the fall of 1988, and the 
effective date of that increase was just February 1 of this year. 
So we have only been operating under our new minimum 
wage, which is higher than the Federal minimum wage, for a 
short period of time, and we do not know what all of the 
impact, most of which is adverse, will be with respect to that 
minimum wage. The employment figures are not in on that 
issue, although I did note that unemployment in Pennsylvania 
did notch up a bit. Whether that has to do with our increase or 
not, we do not know. It is, as I indicated in my debate on the 
other amendment, the wrong signal to send to the job-creating 
community in Pennsylvania and outside of Pennsylvania that 
Pennsylvania is a good place to bring jobs and to create jobs. 

As I indicated in my prior debate, it is my view that Con- 
gress is going to act this summer and that they will increase the 
minimum wage, and therefore, it is not necessary for us to act 
at this time. But in any event, the Congress will not be acting 
to the degree of $4.65 an hour, and we will make Pennsyl- 
vania, under the provisions of this bill, noncompetitive. 

I submit, however, Mr. Speaker, that a larger question 
exists here. I think the minimum wage, the concept of the 
minimum wage, while relevant at one time, is at the present 
time an old-fashioned, outmoded concept. It is not necessary 
in today's modern economy. 

1 would like to quote from a recent edition of the New York 
Times when they were discussing in an editorial the minimum 
wage. They said, who benefits from the minimum wage? 
"...most of those who do benefit from increased wages will be 
part-time workers from middle-income families." The Phila- 
delphia inquirer, just on Tuesday of this week in referring to 

5 
Amend Bill, page 7, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 6. The Department of Revenue shall promulgate the 

form necessarv to administer section 4 (section 4.1). 

ing 
minimum-wage increase is a teenager who lives with his or her 
parents and who isn't poor at all." Now, I happen to agree 
with the Philadelphia Inquirer and the New York Times on 

I the minimum wage, said, "...the typical beneficiary of a 

December 31,1988. 
Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 4, by striking out "5" and insert- 

ing 
8 

...... -~ ....- ~ ~ - <  ~- ~~~ 

Section 7. This act shall apply td tax years beginning after 

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

I that issue. Eighty to eighty-five percent of minimum-wage 
earners are part-timers and are not the heads of households 
supporting dependent children. 

Now, I think everyone agrees, even the proponents of 
minimum-waee increases. evervone aerees that when you - - 
increase the minimum wage, you have a loss of jobs. Why do 
you have a loss of jobs? Because you are mandating a cost on 

The SPEAKER. On amendment A0673, the Chair recog- 
nizes Representative Piccola from Dauphin. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment would maintain the current minimum 

wage in Pennsylvania at $3.70 and continue to keep it pegged 
to the Federal level of minimum wage, whatever that might be 
in the future. It would then establish a minimum income sup- 
plement program. 

Now, I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, whether in this day and 
age there is ever a right time or if there ever will be a right time 
to raise the minimum wage, but I am absolutely certain that 
this is the wrong time under any circumstances to raise the 
minimum wage. 

business, and the businessman has one of two alternatives: He 
can lay off the minimum-wage worker and pass that responsi- 
bility on to higher-wage employees, or he can pass his 
increased costs on to the consumer with higher prices. He will 
probably do a combination of the two, and the loss of jobs 
results in higher unemployment and it results in unemploy- 
ment among the very people that we are trying to help, or sup- 
posedly trying to help; that is, the low-wage earner. 

If the employer passes it on through higher costs and higher 
prices, what we have is an inflationary situation. There is no 
increase in productivity. It is a mandated government cost 
that is imposed on the employer. He jacks up his prices, and 
the consumer pays a higher price for whatever product or 
service he is providing. And who gets hurt by inflation? Not 
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the wealthy; the middle class somewhat; but the people hit the 
hardest are the elderly and the minimum-income minimum- 
wage earner, the people that we are supposedly trying to help. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been alleged in this debate and 
earlier on the motion to recommit that we have got to attack 
poverty by increasing the minimum wage; these people are 
suffering. Well, 1 suggest, Mr. Speaker, that if raising the 
minimum wage is the answer to poverty, then why do we not 
raise the minimum wage to $10 an hour and cure poverty 
across the board? Anyone who has taken a basic economics 
course knows simply that that will not happen. It will not 
happen here with $4.65. It will only create problems for the 
people that we are trying to help. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who are we trying to help? I think we 
are trying to help the minimum- and low-wage earners, partic- 
ularly those who have dependent children that they are trying 
to support on that low income. And if that is the issue, and I 
happen to think that it is the issue, then raising the minimum 
wage for all the reasons that I have indicated before is not the 
answer. The answer is to provide those working poor with an 
income supplement, and I suggest that is what we do, and that 
is what we are providing for in this amendment. 

This idea is not new. It is not unique. The general concept 
has been proposed in a bipartisan manner in Washington at 
the Federal level. It is being discussed down there; it is being 
discussed in other States; and it should he discussed here in 
Pennsylvania, and on a bipartisan basis. It is not a tax credit; 
it is a supplement to income for those low-income workers 
who have dependent children. 

Now, if I could, Mr. Speaker, I would like to describe the 
provisions and the elements of this proposal. To he eligible 
for the minimum income supplement, an individual must be 
responsible for the support of a dependent child or children. 
The amount of the supplement will depend on the number of 
children in the family. The actual amount of the supplement 
will he equal to the earned income of the claimant times 13, 
26.28, or 30 percent, depending on the number of children. 

Now, using 1988 data, the maximum supplement would be 
equal to $1,022 for one child; $2,044 for two children; $2,201 
for three children; and $2,359 for four children. Those indi- 
viduals with income exceeding the targeted annual minimum 
income, which is defined as 40 percent of the statewide 
average annual wage, would he eligible for a partial supple- 
ment, and that partial supplement decreases as the person's 
real income increases up to a level of $15,392. Those making 
above that amount would he ineligible for the supplement. 
This income supplement would he applied for when the claim- 
ant files his tax return, hut it could be and can he, under 
department regulations, disbursed during the year and not at 
the end of the tax year. The Department of Revenue is given 
the responsibility for promulgating these regulations and 
advancing the payment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the question that we should 
answer in our minds when we vote on this amendment is, 
which puhlic policy does what we are talking about doing here 
today? Which puhlic policy really addresses the needs of the 

working poor in this State? I suggest to you, Mr. Speaker, 
that there are a couple of criteria that we can use in answering 
that question. 

First of all, the loss of johs in our economy. Which pro- 
posal is better? It is clear that increasing the minimum wage 
across the hoard results in job loss. I do not think anybody 
disagrees with that. A minimum income supplement has no 
impact on johs. It maintains the current economic situation. 

Is the puhlic policy inflationary? The minimum wage which 
we are proposing to increase is clearly inflationary. Anytime 
you mandate a cost and do not get any resultant productivity 
from that cost, you are imposing inflation on the economy. 
The minimum income supplement is not inflationary. It does 
not impose costs on the private sector. 

Unemployment. As I indicated, I think we are going to 
increase unemployment under an increase in the minimum 
wage, but more importantly, Mr. Speaker, we are going to 
increase unemployment among the very people that we are 
trying to help and among unskilled teenagers and high school 
students and college students who are attempting to get part- 
time summer jobs. They are available now, hut if we raise this 
minimum wage, they are not going to be available in summers 
to come. 

Finally, is it an effective targeted puhlic policy? If we want 
to help the working poor, if we want to give them a livable 
wage, then I submit, Mr. Speaker, the minimum income sup- 
plement is the way to go. Do not spread it across the board 
and hurt thevery people you are trying to help. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have heard raised only one major crit- 
icism of this kind of a proposal, and that is, the cost of the 
program is borne by the government and it should he borne by 
the employers. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have got news for you, 
and if anyone has not been paying attention this week, I will 
remind you, the employers of this State last year-1 am sorry; 
yes, last year-were in effect taxed $1 10 million when we took 
$110 million out of the SWIF (State Workmen's Insurance 
Fund) fund. Now, that fund is generated exclusively by 
employer-paid premiums for workers' compensation. Now we 
are doing the same thing this year to the tune of $75 million, 
and we are taking $11 million out of the UC (unemployment 
compensation) interest fund. Those are strictly employer-gen- 
erated revenues that were not intended to be put into the 
General Fund, but now we are putting them into the General 
Fund. Those kinds of revenues can he used-and they are 
employer related-those kinds of revenues can and should be 
used to fund this kind of a program. It would then be on the 
hacks, if you will, of the employers, and it will he a good, 
effective public policy. 

Mr. Speaker, even if we raise the minimum wage, the 
employer simply does not pay that minimum wage. He will 
either lay off that minimum-wage earner and therefore hurt 
him more than if he were making the lower wage and working 
or he will increase his prices and pass that increase on to the 
consumer. 

Let us really help the people we say we want to help, and let 
us adopt the minimum income supplement by voting "yes" 
on this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. On the Piccola amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes Representative Belfanti from Northumberland. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment stand for a period of 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will. You 

may proceed. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in your comments you made reference to the 

SWIF fund. Can you tell me, who is the principal beneficiary 
of the SWIF fund moneys that you are talking about? Is it not 
employers? Or does the general public at large benefit from 
the SWIF fund? 

Mr. PICCOLA. I am not sure what moneys in the SWIF 
fund you are referring to, Mr. Speaker. The SWIF fund is a 
fund which has created a surplus, because premiums paid in 
by employers over the years have not been used to pay out 
benefits. 

Mr. BELFANTI. The benefits paid from the SWIF fund 
are to benefit those employers who otherwise would not be 
able to obtain insurance from the private sector. Is that not 
the case? 

Mr. PICCOLA. I am not exactly sure what your question 
is, Mr. Speaker. The $185 million which we are taking out of 
that fund over the last 2 years is surplus funds that have been 
generated by the payment of those premiums into the fund by 
employers, various employers across the Commonwealth. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Well, I believe during the course of the 
debate yesterday, we established that much of the money that 
is being taken out of the SWIF fund was put in rather by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the General Fund over 
many years, not strictly by employers. 

Mr. PICCOLA. You are partially correct, Mr. Speaker, in 
that the Commonwealth as an employer has put money into 
the SWIF fund over the years, but of the $185 million that we 
will be taking out over these two fiscal years, most of it, if not 
all of it, at least a large portion of it, is the money of small 
employers across the Commonwealth who have paid into it 
also and have not had the claims against that fund, thus 
resulting in the surplus. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The point I was trying to make is that by mixing apples and 

oranges, it is merely a smokescreen to employ the tactic of the 
SWIF fund debate that we recently completed and the amount 
of money it is going to take to fund this tax-credit formula 
that you have put before us. 

I have another question or two, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. PICCOLA. Well, may I answer that question, or was 

that not a question? 
Mr. BELFANTI. That was a statement, but you can get 

back to it, because I have another question for you and you 
can enjoin it in your remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, the language on page 1 of the amendment, 
bepinnine at the bottom that is underlined and runnine - - - -~--~--~-  - 
through page 2, the underlined portion of the amendment, I 
find particularly offensive, and I believe that it is totally inac- 

curate and absolutely presents a very distorted point of view 
on the whole issue of minimum wage and its effects on the 
economy, and during my remarks at the end of this question, 
1 will use some statistics from the Wharton School and also 
remarks that were submitted to the United States Congress by 
various professors and economists that in many ways contra- 
dict entirely this entire statement. 

I find it difficult to rationalize as to why this statement even 
needs to be in the amendment itself, because on the basis of 
this statement alone, disregarding the tax-credit proposal, it is 
so offensive and it is so inaccurate that the members ought to 
vote the amendment down, in my opinion, on the basis of this 
statement. Can you tell me why you found it necessary to put 
this in the amendment? 

Mr. PICCOLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I can. If you will look at 
the portion of section 1 above that underlined portion, which 
is bracketed, "Declaration of Policy," that is the declaration 
of policy in the existing law, and while I do not find it offen- 
sive, I do not agree with it any longer. It may have been 
appropriate at the time that the minimum-wage statute was 
enacted in Pennsylvania, but I do not think that that is the 
case any longer. I think the market determines wages for the 
most part, and I do not think that the statement that employ- 
ees are employed in some occupations in the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania for wages unreasonably low and not fairly 
commensurate with the value of their services rendered is 
accurate any longer. 

Mr. BELFANTI. I respectfully disagree with that, and as I 
said, I find this section good enough reason for me to vote 
against the entire amendment, and I believe that most of my 
colleagues, if they take time to read it, will likewise agree. 

I would like to make a statement at this point, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order on the amend- 

ment. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to take exception to a number of the comments 

used by the gentleman, Mr. Piccola, in his description of the 
amendment. In fact, evidence refutes the arguments used by 
the gentleman, Mr. Piccola. The most thorough of all 
minimum-wage studies, authorized by Congress in 1977, the 
Minimum Wage Study Commission, found that after several 
years of exhaustive analysis, that raising the minimum wage 
had no-no-significant impact on adult unemployment, 
youth unemployment, inflation, or the viability of business 
enterprises. 

Just this year, Prof. Gerard Adams of the economics 
department of the Wharton School of the University of Penn- 
sylvania used the Wharton model of the American economy 
and factored in the higher minimum-wage proposal in the leg- 
islation pending both before the U.S. Congress and this body. 
The report states: 

The proposed increase would raise the inflation rate 
by no more than 0.2 percent annually over this 
~er iod.  In subseauent vears. when minimum wages . . . 
will be indexed to average hourly earnings, the effect 
of the minimum wage adjustment depends on the rate 
of wage increase in the rest of the economy; assuming 
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wage increases of 5 to 6 percent in the 1990's indexing 
the minimum wage would contribute onlv 0.1 to 0.2 - 
percent to the national inflation rate. 

Over a three year period, raising the minimum wage 
would increase the unemployment rate by less than 
0.1 percent. 

So we are talking a smokescreen here when we attempt to 
scare those people who are impoverished into thinking that 
they will lose their jobs. If they lose those jobs, there will be 
other low-level jobs, low-paying jobs, made available, and 
history refutes these statements made by Mr. Piccola. 

Indexing the minimum wage thereafter is not likely to 
have significant impact on unemployment. 

That is out of the statement by Professor Adams from the 
Wharton School. In his testimony before the Senate Educa- 
tion and Human Resources Committee, Professor Adams 
said that minimum-wage increases have negligible effects on 
broad economic trends. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment before us asks that all Penn- 
sylvania taxpayers subsidize those employers who are paying 
minimum wage for minimum-wage-level jobs. We taxpayers 
are already doing that. We are doing it for those employers, 
because many of those employees rate social programs such as 
food stamps and the like. This is just a further subsidy to 
those employers, and I believe that this amendment should be 
defeated. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the Piccola amend- 
ment. On that question, from Philadelphia, Representative 
Thomas is recognized. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is very clear that Mr. Piccola was unable to 

send this bill back to committee, and now as a so-called alter- 
native, he brings us a so-called income supplemental program. 
Mr. Speaker, I find the income supplemental program to be 
praiseworthy. However, this is not the time nor place for that. 
If you stay around, we will need to talk about income supple- 
ment at some point, but not now. 

I think that in response to the two notions that, one, this is 
a bill designed to take case of poverty or to eliminate poverty, 
there is nothing in this bill that says that the underlying intent 
is to eliminate poverty or to deal with poverty. The only intent 
in this bill is for this body to raise the minimum wage. Now, in 
raising the minimum wage, that is not a question of whether 
or not it infringes upon federalism and whether the State 
should wait for the Federal Government. It is not a question 
that infringes upon poverty. It is not a question that infringes 
upon notions of poverty. It is a question which comes strictly 
down to whether or not it is the right and equitable thing to do 
this day, this hour. 

I, like many of my colleagues, would like to be able to go 
back to my district in a couple days and be able to say to my 
constituents that I tried to do the right and equitable thing to 
do, and that is to make sure that all workers in the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania have an opportunity to receive decent 
and fair wages for their investment. That is the only thing that 
this bill addresses, and I think to continue discussion on the 

Piccola amendment only adds to the mootness and adds to the 
irrelevancy of the whole notion of income supplement and 
increasing the minimum wage. They are not tied together. 
Income supplement is not the issue. 

Therefore, once again I call on my colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle to move expeditiously and reject this amend- 
ment so we can go on and do the right thing today during this 
hour. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Wyoming 
County, Representative Kenneth Lee is recognized. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, today we are being asked to choose 
between the past and the future in dealing with the problem of 
providing a livable wage for Pennsylvania's workers. The past 
is represented by Pennsylvania's minimum-wage law, which 
economists agree is an antiquated, inappropriate, and ineffi- 
cient method by which to address the problem of low wages of 
many of Pennsylvania's workers, for all we do by increasing 
Pennsylvania's minimum wage is to hurt many of the people 
that we are intending to help, since many employers will no 
longer be able to continue to employ them or to hire them. 

Perhaps when the minimum-wage law was first enacted, it 
was the only practical method by which government could 
address the problems of low wages for workers, but that is not 
true today. What we have before us today is the future. In 
Representative Piccola's minimum income supplement, we 
have a method to guarantee workers a livable wage without 
endangering their jobs in the process. Furthermore, we have a 
vehicle which will provide every person with an incentive to 
find meaningful employment rather than remain a client of 
the welfare state. 1 therefore urge the members of this House 
to objectively evaluate both proposals before us today, for if 
you do, I believe you, too, will understand why Representa- 
tive Piccola's minimum income supplement is the best method 
by which to provide Pennsylvania's workers a livable wage 
into the future. 

I therefore ask for an affirmative vote on Representative 
Piccola's amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. On the 
amendment, the gentleman, Mr. Smith, from Jefferson 
County is recognized. 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as we discuss the Piccola amendment, it 

occurs to me that so often this issue is framed in the sense of a 
greedy employer trying to suppress a poor and downtrodden 
worker, and, Mr. Speaker, I just do not see this issue in that 
fashion. 

The issue at hand is, how do we help people at the lower end 
of the economic spectrum obtain a reasonable wage so that 
they can live a lifestyle that is fitting of any human being? We 
speak of a poverty level and that the minimum wage must be 
brought up so that any individual working is at least working 
above what the government feels is a poverty level. No one 
here wants someone living in a poverty level, and I would say, 
how are we going to help those people that need that help; 
how are we going to get those people into a situation where 
they are living a quality of life that is fitting of someone in this 
country? 
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Mr. Speaker, how many years have we had a minimum 
wage? Decades we have had a minimum wage. Has the 
minimum wage solved the problem up till now? I would say 
no, or we would not be here trying to raise the minimum wage 
again. 

What a worker is paid cannot be arbitrarily set by govern- 
ment. A worker has to be paid something relative to what they 
produce. Somewhere in this whole equation we must be pro- 
ducing. Whether it is producing coal or furniture or whatever, 
what you pay a person has to be tied to their productivity. For 
the government to arbitrarily try to set a minimum wage up, 
up, and up, to create that quality of life, it is only going to 
spiral inflation. It is only going to continue it. It has not 
solved the problem in the past. I do not believe it will solve the 
problem in the future, no matter how far you raise the 
minimum wage. Whether it be through a tax credit or a sup- 
plement to income, as the Piccola amendment advocates, I do 
not believe that we can continue to raise the minimum wage in 
order to help the poor people of our Commonwealth and of 
our Nation. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would urge support of the 
Piccola amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Crawford County, Representative 
Merry is recognized. 

Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Piccola 
amendment. HB 2 in its present form seeks to raise our 
minimum wage to $4.25 on January 1, one year later to $4.65. 
The Piccola amendment seeks to arrive at an income supple- 
ment differently than what is provided in HB 2. 

I was very disturbed this noon when I returned to my office 
and read a periodical that indicated that Pennsylvania was 
46th in its economic climate. It proceeded on to say that the 
reason for it was that the labor climate in Pennsylvania was 
such that there were other States that were a better place in 
which to start a business. 

I have found out recently what the real reason for raising 
the minimum wage is. We do not seek, we do not seek, to help 
the widows and the homeless; we are not trying to help the 
veterans and the unemployed; we are not trying to help the 
poor and the disadvantaged by raising the minimum wage. 
We have been told that in the United States there are 5,000 
union contracts that have their wage agreements tied to the 
minimum wage. It is not the minimum-wage person that we 
are trying to help but those that are already on the higher step 
of the economic ladder. What this does is affect two things. It 
affects the loss of jobs and affects the higher costs for those 
very individuals that a higher minimum wage seeks to help. 

Have you noticed, Mr. Speaker, that we no longer have the 
options of having our groceries delivered, drugs delivered to 
our senior citizens? Have we noticed the proliferation of self- 
service stores? we no longer hire people in jobs to wait in our 
5- and 10-cent stores and our hardware stores. How many 
times have you found you cannot get waited on because there 
was only one one at the checkout counter that 
you can even talk to? How many times are we seeing gas sta- 
tions that are now self-service? H~~ many times do we see 
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automated collection devices? Even our banks have gone to 
self-service. And why are these companies seeking self-service 
and the ability to cut down on the number of jobs? It is 
because minimum wage for those extra jobs has gotten to be 
too expensive. It is because all of our labor rates are raising 
their current costs so high that they have to seek ways to lower 
their costs. 

1 have been so concerned about the loss of jobs not only in 
our universities hut on our streets throughout Pennsylvania. 
There is no longer a way for a younger person to get a job. 
Even when he comes out of high school, he is being asked, 
what is your experience; what do you know how to do? In 
most cases we are finding out that they have not had jobs 
when they were 16 and 17 years old, because business was not 
able to have those starting wages. 

A practical minimum wage will do a lot of good. When we 
start raising the minimum wage beyond what our neighboring 
States have, we are placing all of our economy in jeopardy. I 
have an industry in Crawford County that employs over 200 
people that competes with the labor rates in Mexico and in 
Korea and in Taiwan. They also compete with the labor rates 
in neighboring Ohio and in New York State. They are not 
going to continue to be in Pennsylvania if we raise our labor 
rate beyond what a federally uniform minimum wage might 
present tous. 

Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we are seeking a raise in the 
minimum wage for the wrong reasons. The right reasons are 
found in the Piccola amendment. He seeks to provide a sup- 
plement to the very people that you say that you are trying to 
help. Let us help those poor and disadvantaged people that 
need the extra income by passing the Piccola amendment. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, prior 
to taking other speakers on the amendment, Nell McCormack 
from WITF-TV has been given permission to videotape for 
thenext 10minutes. 

The "People's Business" cameraman, who is in the well of 
the House immediately before the Speaker, has also been 
given permission to take his camera and make it portable for 
the next 10 minutes, so he will be filming on the floor of the 
House. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Delaware 
Adolph is recognized. 

Mr. Thank You, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will stand 

for interrogation. 
Mr. ADOLPH. Mr. Speaker, a point of clarification. IS 

this amendment similar to the Federal earned-income credit 
we now have in existence? 

Mr. PICCOLA. It is patterned after it; however, it is not a 
tax credit as the Federal income tax credit is. It is not based on 
your tax liability at all. It is a straight supplement to income. 
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Mr. ADOLPH. My understanding is that the Federal 
earned-income credit is based upon minimum income, and in 
fact, taxpayers may not owe any income tax on their tax 
return and in fact receive an additional refund at the end of 
the year or have this income added to their pay on a weekly 
basis. Will you be suggesting this type of payment? 

Mr. PICCOLA. Could you repeat the last part of your 
question, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. ADOLPH. How would the taxpayer or the resident of 
Pennsylvania receive your supplement? 

Mr. PICCOLA. We would anticipate, Mr. Speaker, that 
under the regulations that would be promulgated by the 
department, they would receive the credit along with their 
weekly, biweekly, or monthly paychecks. They would make 
the application for it at the time of the filing of the tax return, 
but the distribution would be made during the course of the 
year. 

Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you. 
I support the amendment based on that information. 

Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. From 

Allegheny County, on the amendment, Representative Cowell 
is recoenized. 

the poverty household, it tells the senior citizen or tells the 
younger person or the person of any age, frankly, that we told 
get off of welfare, get a job, it tells them that we do not care 
about their right to a decent basic wage. 

Thirdly, this amendment does not come without a cost. The 
Republican estimate is that it would cost us about $70 million 
a year. There is another fiscal note that suggests that it might 
be $90 to $100 million a year. What we would in effect be 
doing is not helping people. We would in effect be, through a 
back door, providing a subsidy to businesses, some of them 
franchises of large national corporations; would be providing 
a subsidy to those businesses that are not willing to provide a 
decent wage as a regular cost of doing business. 1 think that is 
a total inappropriate use of our public tax dollars at a time 
when we have so many other pressing demands, whether it is 
in education or the human services or aid for senior citizens or 
appropriate health care or whatever it might be. 

For those reasons I would urge that we defeat the amend- 
ment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: - 
Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I YEAS-88 
Mr. Speaker, I would urge that we defeat this amendment 

Adolph Distler Jadlowiec Pitts 
for three major reasons. Allen Dorr Johnson Reber 

First of all, the amendment seems to be predicated on a Araall Fairchild Kenney Reinard 

notion that this debate is about guaranteeing some minimum 
annual income to certain people, and that is not what the issue 
of the minimum wage is all about. The issue is that individuals 
have a right to expect a decent wage for hours that they work, 
and when we try to come up with some of these other 
schemes, we take away from that basic principle. We are 
talking about a decent wage being insured for the hours that 
you work. 

Secondly, this amendment would seem to suggest that this 
problem pertains only to certain poor people with children, 
and again that is incorrect. The issue of a decent wage for the 
hours that you work is pertinent to lots of different people. 
Some of them may come from poor households, and we need 
to be particularly concerned about them, but we ought to be 
concerned about everybody who is working. This legislation, 
as it is proposed in the amendment form, would be of no 
assistance to the student, for instance, who is trying to earn 
his or her way through college. In fact, it would be of no assis- 
tance to the student who comes from a poverty household, 
because only the parent, as I read the amendment, would be 
eligible for this benefit, and meanwhile the student in that 
same household, the young person in that same household, 
would be ineligible for any kind of assistance. And this pat- 
ently discriminates against the senior citizen who might find 
the need to work in one of our minimum-wage jobs in Penn- 
sylvania today to help supplement the meager Social Security 
income or meager pension income that they might rely upon. 
This kind of amendment does absolutely nothing for those 
folks and basically tells that student, even the student from 

Bailey 
Birrnelin 
Black 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark. J .  H. 
Clymer 
Carnell 
COY 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen 
Colafella 

Fargo 
Farmel 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagany 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Jackson 

Donatucci 
Durham 
Fee 
Freeman 
Cannon 
George 
Gigliatti 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Halurka 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
James 
Iarolin 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 

Lanary 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Merry 

~ u r p h ;  
Nahill 
Nailor 

Olaaz 
Perrel 
Phillips 
Piccola 

NAYS-113 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievsky 

Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W . . 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Striltmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Vroon 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scrimenti 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Williams 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

CoIai720 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuea 
DeWase 
Daley 
Davies 
Dombrowski 

Kasunic 
Kandrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaOrotta 
Laughlin 
Lezovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 

NOT 

Pistella Wozniak 
Pressmann Wright, D.  R. 
Preston Wright, 1. L. 
Raymond Wright, R.  C. 
Richardson Yandrisevits 
Rieger 
Ritter Manderino, 
Robinson Speaker 
Roebuck 

VOTING-0 

Evans Letterman 

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

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is happy to welcome to the 
hall of the House this afternoon a guest, Jeanne Herr Cassidy, 
guest of Representative Cohen, who is to the left of the 
Speaker. Will she please stand. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

A2364: 

Amend Title, page I, line 9, by striking out "increasing" and 
inserting 

further providing for 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4), page 4, line 9, by striking out the 

bracket before "and" . - ~ ~ . ~ ~ - ~  - ~ - - ~  

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4), page 4, line 9, by striking out "1 &I 
January 1,1990" 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4), page 4, line 10, by striking out the - - 

bracket before "(a.1)" 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4), page 4, line 12, by inserting a bracket 

before "three" and after "($3.35)" and inserting immediately 
thereafter 

three do 
Amend Sec. 2 (Se, 

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

The SPEAKER. On amendment A2364, the Chair recog- 
nizes Representative Gamble from Allegheny County. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, in the name of uniformity, 
my amendment simply keeps the minimum wage at $3.70 an 
hour, and when Congress acts, that, of course, would super- 
sede what we are presently paying, $3.70. 

Let me call off a few figures for you. It will only take a 
moment. Ohio, $3.35; West Virginia, $3.35; Maryland, $3.35; 
Delaware, $3.35; New Jersey, $3.35; New York, $3.35; and 
Pennsylvania, $3.70 and going up. We are the bull's-eye. We 
are the bull's-eye in the circle. Of all those States that sur- 
round us, ours is high and going higher. I ask you, in all 
honesty, if you were a small businessman and you were 

looking to locate in the Northeast and you did not like the hot 
weather of the Carolinas and Georgia and Florida, would you 
go to where they were paying $3.35 or would you go to where 
they are paying $4.25? 1 think common sense will prevail. 

I ask that you support this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the Gamble amend- 

ment, and on that question, Representative Piccola from 
Dauphin County is recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to support the Gamble amendment. 1 think that 

we should keep this minimum wage at the level that we have 
put it as of this February, and I think by adopting the Gamble 
amendment, we will be doing that. 

Mr. Belfanti had indicated that even in his studies that he 
was quoting, raising the minimum wage results in a loss of 
jobs. The only difference between his studies and the ones 
that we are referring to is the severity of the job loss. Repre- 
sentative Cowell in his remarks on the prior amendment indi- 
cated that the issue here is only whether or not we pay people 
a decent wage for the hours they put in. That was the issue in 
the 1930's when we adopted the concept of a minimum wage. 
Economic theory and thought has come light-years since then, 
Mr. Speaker, and that theory is no longer what we are debat- 
ing today. The market determines what wages are going to be 
paid. It does not do the college student one bit of good to be 
earning $4.65 an hour for a job that does not exist, and if we 
do not adopt the Gamble amendment and let this bill go 
through the way it is now and it becomes Law, that is exactly 
what is going to happen. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to Representative Thomas, Representa- 
tive Thomas indicated that he found the idea that we have just 
defeated worthy but that we should go forward with the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, unless we adopt the Gamble amendment or 
unless we had adopted my earlier amendment, this bill is not 
going anywhere. Oh, it may get out of the House for the 
summer, but it is not going to go anywhere beyond that, Mr. 
Speaker-God help us if it does-but Representative Thomas, 
I reach out to you to work with you on the concept of some- 
thing different than a minimum-wage increase. We will work 
together on a minimum income supplement and address the 
issues of poverty in a real way, not in a way that is going to 
aggravate poverty, increase poverty, increase unemployment, 
and increase inflation. 

I urge that we adopt the Gamble amendment, and I thank 
the Speaker for allowing me to make the remarks I was going 
to make but did not make because he did not recognize me on 
the last amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. I did not recognize you because you did 
not seek recognition. You asked me to recognize somebody 
else, and there was no one else to recognize. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 



Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Birmelin 
Black 
Bowlcy 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 
Davies 
Dempsey 

AEOSI~ 
Angstadt 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Burns 
Calta~irone 
Cappabianca 
Cun 
Cawley 
Civera 

Diaterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dam 
Fairchild 
Farg0 
Fanner 
Fleagie 
Flick 
FOX 
Frcind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagany 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Jackson 

Fee 
Freeman 
Cannon 
George 
Gigtiofti 
Gruitza 
Oruppa 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 

Nailor ~ e i e k  
Noye Van Horne 
O'Brien Vroon 
Olasz Wilson 
Phillips Wogan 
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&hen Josephs 
Colafella Kaiser 
Colaizzo Kasunic 
Cole Kondrich 
Corrigan Kosinski 
Cowell Kukovich 
DeLuca LaGrotta 
DeWcese Laughtin 
Daley Leswvitz 
Dombrowski Levdansky 
Donatucci Linton 
Durham Lloyd 

NOT 

YEAS-90 

Jadlawiec Piccola 
Johnson Pitts 
Kenney Reber 
LangtrY Reinard 
Lashingcr Robbins 
Lee Ryan 
Leh Saurman 
MeVerry Scheetz 
Markosek Schuler 
Marsico Semmel 
Mayernik Smith, B. 
Merry Smith, S. H. 
Miller Snyder, D. W. 
Moehlmann Snyder, G. 
Mowery Stairs 
Murphy Strittmatter 
Nahill Taylor, E. 2. 
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Lucyk Rybak 
McCali Saloom 
McHale Scrimenti 
MeNaUy Scrafini 
Maiale Staback 
Maine Steighner 
Melio Stish 
Michlavic Stuban 
Micovie Tangretti 
Morris Taylor, F. 
Mrkonic Taylor. I. 
O'Donnell Thomas 
Oliver Tigue 
Perzel Trello 
Pesci Trich 
Petrarca Veon 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Representative 
Murphy from Allegheny County is recognized. 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment eliminates the index clause in 

the bill. While I think we all agree that the Federal Govern- 
ment should have raised the minimum wage and one can 
argue, as we did successfully, that the minimum wage ought 
to be raised a modest amount at the State level, I want you to 
think what the index clause does. At the very time when the 
inflation rate will be going up and unemployment will be 
rising in this State, the index clause will cause the wage rate in 
this State to rise. Now, does that make any sense for a small 

Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pist ella 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Raymond 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 

VOTING-2 

Wambach 
wass 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderina, 
Speaker 

Foster Weston 
EXCUSED-2 

Evans Laterman 

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

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

A2536: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4), page 4, lines 22 through 28, by striking 
out all of said lines 

business? It is clearly a recipe for further reduced employ- 
ment. 

This index clause is tied to the Unemployment Compensa- 
tion Law. I want you all to remember just 10 years ago what 
happened to the Unemployment Compensation Fund in this 
State when we went through a recession. It was over $1 billion 
in debt, and we had to pass very painful legislation in order to 
bail it out. Why would we consider tying the wage rate in this 
State to a fund that potentially is tied to a time when the busi- 
ness community is losing jobs and facing a higher, higher 
inflation rate? It makes no sense at all. So we can argue that 
the minimum wage ought to go up, and at the Federal level I 
agree with you entirely, but it makes no sense to index it. We 
will be the only State in the country to have such a law. The 
Congress, the, Democratic Congress, even negotiated with 
President Bush to drop the index clause in the recent 
minimum-wage negotiations in Washington. 

If you are looking to put Pennsylvania at a competitive, a 
serious competitive disadvantage, looking to put Pennsyl- 
vania in a position to lose jobs at the very time when we 
should not be trying to lose jobs, when unemployment is 
rising, then you will vote against my amendment. But if you 
are interested in raising the minimum wage in a reasonable 
way, you should remove the index clause, because it does 
nothing but harm this State. 

I urge your support of this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the Murphy amend- 

ment. On that question, Representative Piccola from 
Dauphin County is recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment makes an absolutely horrible bill terrible. 

I support the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 10 

Adolph Dietterick Jadlowiec Raymond 
Allen Dininni Johnson Reber 
Angstadt Distier Kenney Reinard 
Argall Dorr Kondrich Robbins 
Barley Durham Langtry Rudy 
Battisto Fairchild Lashinger Ryan 
Birmelin Fargo Lee Saurman 
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Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, does Representative 
Cohen seek recognition? The gentleman from Philadelphia is 
in order. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Murphy raised the ques- 
tion, which did not have opportunity for rebuttal, as to why 
we have the index as it is in this bill. Every year unemploy- 
ment compensation benefits go up. Unemployment compen- 
sation benefits are indexed. What are they indexed to? They 
are indexed to the average weekly wage. In periods of high 
unemployment, the average weekly wage does not increase 
significantly because people are being laid off, and as the 
market mechanisms work, when there is high unemployment, 
wages do not go up significantly. Wages go up more when 
there is low unemployment than when there is high unemploy- 
ment. The workers' compensation system is also indexed to 
the average weekly wage. Every single year workers' compen- 
sation benefits go up. 

Now, why should we index the minimum wage? Well, it 
used to be until 1986 that every year in Pennsylvania some- 
body working 40 hours a week at the minimum wage would 
get more than the average unemployment compensation recip- 
ient. In 1986 that changed. For the first time, the average 
person on unemployment compensation earns more than a 
person working at the minimum wage. In 1987 the difference 
grew. In I988 it grew. Our raising the minimum wage merely 
stalled the growing gap. But it is important that in the future, 
without going through the hassle of legislation, just as the 
unemployment compensation benefits increase every year and 
the workers' compensation benefits increase every year, so the 
minimum wage ought to increase. 

Now, when we get on to the subject of unemployment com- 
pensation benefits and workers' compensation benefits, the 
business community goes on at great length about all the 
disincentives to work, and they believe very strongly that 
somebody who is on unemployment compensation ought ta 
be able to take a minimum-wage job. But if the minimum- 
wage jobs require you to take a cut in actual income so that 
you earn less money working than you do receiving unem- 
ployment compensation, very few people are going to do it. 
Well, raising the minimum wage by the same index that all 
wages go up cannot be inflationary, because it is the wages; il 
is the wages that are determining what the minimum wage is 
going up, and in periods of vast unemployment, it is not going 
to go up very much and it possibly will even go down. 

So I would strongly urge members of the House whc 
support the concept of increasing the minimum wage to alsc 
support maintaining this index. This is a much lower indea 
than we had in the original bill. We have twice passed this 
index in 1987 and 1988. I urge us to pass it again and defeat 
the Murphy amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the Murphy amend. 
ment. The gentleman from Indiana, Representative Wass, i! 
recognized. 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4). page 4, lines 22 through 28, by striking 
out all of said lines 

On the question recurring, 
interrogation. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, had your legislation been in 
effect this year, what would the increase in the minimum wage 
have been? 

Mr. COHEN. If it was in effect this year, the- It would 
not affect this year. If it was in effect this year- I do not 
understand the question. This will only be in effect beginning 
in 1992. 

Mr. WASS. Right. If the legislation was now in effect, as it 
would be, if this legislation passed, after 1992, what would the 
increase be in the minimum wage? 

Mr. COHEN. Okay. It would be about a 4-percent increase 
from 1989 to 1988. 

Mr. WASS. It would be a 4-percent increase? 
Mr. COHEN. That is right. So that would mean about 15 

cents an hour, roughly. 
Mr. WASS. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the Murphy amend- 

ment. On that question, from Allegheny County, Representa- 
tive Murphy is recognized. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, just very quickly to remind 
the members again. If we keep this provision in, we will be the 
only State in the country to have the indexing provision. 

I want you to think what happens when you have an 
indexing provision. Though other States have raised the 
minimum wage, this means that every year the minimum wage 
in Pennsylvania goes up, regardless of what happens in other 
States around the country. You have heard about the 
workers' compensation system and the unemployment com- 
pensation system. You know that Pennsylvania has difficulty 
competing with other States because of those two systems and 
because they are expensive systems. To put in place an infla- 
tion index that raises the wage rates of this State, regardless of 
what anybody else is doing in the country, seems to me to 
become a major disincentive for businesses to locate here and 
for businesses to stay. 

So 1 would urge all of you to vote for my amendment, 
against the index clause, because 1 think it is a reasonable 
approach. It permits you to vote for the minimum wage, to 
raise it, but it does not tie us to a continuous increase year 
after year. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the Murphy amend- 
ment. On that question, the gentleman, Mr. Piccola, from 
Dauphin County is recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I urge the House to adopt the Murphy amendment. As this 

bill is written and as it will be written if the Murphy amend- 
ment is adopted, it will still be a bad bill, but I think it is by all 
studies a fact that when the minimum wage is increased, espe- 
cially when it is increased to the amount that we are suggesting 
that it be done in this bill, jobs are lost. So I think it is fair to 
assume that we are going to have some significant loss of low- 
income jobs, low-wage jobs, in 1990 if this goes into effect, 

Mr. WASS. May I interrogate Representative Cohen, 
please? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will consent to 
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and we are going to have another significant decrease in those 
jobs in 1991. If the Murphy amendment is adopted, that job 
loss hopefully would level off. If the provisions of the bill are 
permitted to remain in it, the indexing is permitted to remain 
in it, we will see job loss year after year after year until the leg- 
islature changes the law. 

I do  not think we want to go through that, Mr. Speaker, 
and I think we should adopt the Murphy amendment and 
make, as I said earlier, this absolutely horrible bill merely ter- 
rible. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the Murphy amend- 
ment. Representative Belfanti from Northumberland County 
is recognized. 

Mr. BELEANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also urge defeat of the Murphy amendment. 
The reason we are here today is because we have allowed 

our citizens to slip 8 years behind the poverty line since the last 
meaningful minimum-wage increase. The 35 cents an hour 
passed last year was borderline ridiculous. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1938 when minimum wage was established, 
it was affixed to the poverty level. The indexing will prevent 
this from occurring year after year after year and watching the 
impoverished slip even further behind poverty level. In 1988 
those wage earners earning minimum wage are only earning 
73.6 percent of poverty level. If we go with the indexing as 
contained in the Cohen-Belfanti legislation, in 1989 it will be 
78.6 percent of poverty level. In 1990 it will be 83 percent of 
poverty level. In 1991 it will be 87 percent of poverty level. 

Mr. Speaker, even with indexing, we cannot get these wage 
earners, under the scaled-down indexing that is encompassed 
in this legislation, we cannot bring these people up to poverty 
level. It is incomprehensible to me that any member in this 
chamber would- And by the way, that poverty level is based 
on a household of three individuals. If the household has four 
or five people, it is even greater, the spread between poverty 
level and minimum wage. It is inconceivable to me that 
members of this chamber or in any State legislature in the 
country expect people to work 40 hours a week and bring 
home $7,400 a year and try to exist on it. 

The arguments are made-and I have heard them here 
many times today-that other States around us are not paying 
what Pennsylvania is paying. That has not cost us any jobs, 
Mr. Speaker. We have 200,000 more people working in Penn- 
sylvania now than we did when we passed our 35-cent-an-hour 
increase a year ago. Two hundred thousand more Pennsyl- 
vanians are working at this point. There is no direct corre- 
lation to a raise in minimum wage and the number of people 
working. I am simply presenting that statistic for everyone's 
edification. Other market forces have far more impact on 
unemployment than does the minimum wage. We are not out 
of sync with other States. Other States are out of sync with us. 
We expect to see Pennsylvanians who are working 40 hours a 
week be able to feed their family. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the comments have been made that it 
is mostly teenagers who are earning minimum wage, and I 
would like to refute that, and perhaps this remark should be 

better made on final passage, but maybe there will not be need 
for remark on final passage. I will try and tie it into the 
Murphy amendment the best I can. In fact, Mr. Speaker- 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
The SPEAKER. State the point of order. 
Mr. VROON. He is wandering away from the amendment 

at this point. 
The SPEAKER. He has not yet done that. He is suggesting 

that he might, and I will listen. 
Mr. BELEANTI. Mr. Speaker, I admitted that I was about 

to do that, and I will attempt not to waiver too far from the 
point, but perhaps you will save a long speech on final 
passage- 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. BELEANTI. If I can make a 2- or 3-minute comment 

now, I will- 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Murphy amendment, doing away with 

indexing, will bring this chamber back to the same position in 
a few years that we are in right now and will not in any way 
appreciably impact favorably the lives of those wage earners 
who are at the bottom of our income scale. 

The speakers on the Murphy amendment have indicated 
that many employees on minimum wage are teenagers, or 
most. That is simply not the case. Of the 6.3 million hourly or 
salaried workers who earn minimum wage, most in fact are 
adults. Half are 25 or older; 20 percent are between 20 and 24 
years old; and only 30 percent are teenagers. Among workers 
who earn between $3.35 and $4.50 an hour, more than half 
are adults over 25 years of age. Nearly two-thirds of 
minimum-wage-type earners are women; 63 percent are 
women. The vast majority of minimum-wage earners in this 
State are white, contrary to the popular opinion; 83 percent of 
minimum-wage earners in this State are white, but a dispro- 
portionately high number or percentage of blacks or Hispan- 
ics earn minimum wage. So there are two different percent- 
ages that need to be looked at there. More blacks and Hispan- 
ics percentagewise are at that level, but the vast majority of 
the total number of people earning minimum wage - 83 
percent -are white. 

Mr. Speaker, the teenage argument should not be used. The 
argument- 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker will ask the gentleman to 
keep his remarks confined to the amendment. You are wan- 
dering. 

Mr. BELFANTI. The argument that indexing is going to- 
The SPEAKER. Just speaking the word "indexing" once in 

a while does not speak on the amendment. 
Mr. BELFANTI. I am concluding my comments now, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The argument used by Representative Murphy puts this 

chamber back in the same trav that we find ourselves in now. 
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We attempted to explain a year ago that if there were 
indexing, if there were a meaningful minimum-wage bill 
passed, we would not have to revisit this issue, and that is 
exactly what we are doing here today. We would not like to 
have to do this every year. Leave the indexing in the legisla- 
tion, and hope that Congress follows our lead and that the 
President signs the legislation eventually sent to him. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The Chair asks Representative Ivan ltkin to preside tempo- 
rarily for the Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(IVAN ITKIN) IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To index or not to index, that 
is the question. On that question, the Chair now recognizes 
the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
Murphy amendment. 

1 do support the wages set forth in HB 2. However, it is and 
must he with great care that we interfere with the private 
enterprise system of market determination of price. Labor is 
part of the determination of price, the supply and demand. 
You may have price differential; you may have product dif- 
ferential, and you make a decision based on the interplay of 
those forces in the market. However, at the bottom of the 
labor market, there is a pool that is not capable of competing. 
That pool is a pool which is not semiskilled; it is not skilled. 
They are relatively incapable of upper mobility, perhaps of 
being educable. Consequently, we reluctantly move into the 
area of wage determination with the minimum wage. I 
support that concept, but to tie it with an economic index goes 
so far against the grain of the economic, free enterprise, 
market determination system that we must not fall into that 
trap. I call it a trap because what it will do is automatically 
cause a determination of rates in a system which essentially 
should be free enterprise. Consequently, we do not want to 
move into a period where market forces, economic forces, 
international forces, determine our economy and automat- 
ically determine every wage, particularly in the minimum- 
wage area. We have moved into the minimum-wage area as a 
government action only reluctantly because there is no market 
activity at the lower end of the labor pool. 

So I would ask for support of the Murphy amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. 

Snyder. 
Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there have been many arguments cited in 

favor of the Murphy amendment to strike out the index, 
which may be one of the most onerous aspects of this legisla- 
tion. 1 would like to remind my colleagues, however, that 
when we last debated this particular type of amendment back 
in October of 1987, the sponsor of the legislation gave another 

reason why this indexing was so important to passage of this 
bill, and I would like to remind the members that it was not as 
much for the economic well-being of our citizens as it was to 
put political pressure on our members of Congress. 

I would like to read from the October 27, 1987, Journal on 
HB 1474 on this particular amendment, which was to remove 
the indexing from that bill. Mr. Cohen cited that the 

... amendment virtually eliminates pressure on the 
Federal Government. One of the key goals of this leg- 
islation is pressuring the Federal Government to pass 
minimum-wage legislation, which is supported by 
large numbers of members of Congress of both 
parties in both the House and the Senate, and that by 
undercutting the Federal legislation- 

That is, undercutting by having the indexing taken out- 

by coming up with significantly less money for the 
people of Pennsylvania than the Federal legislation 
provides, this legislation removes the incentive for a 
Congressman from Pennsylvania to vote for that 
Federal legislation. 

And he goes on to say, 

Anybody who believes that there ought to be a 
Federal solution to the minimum-wage problem ought 
to strongly oppose this amendment, because this 
amendment reduces dramatically the incentive for a 
Federal solution. 

Two years later, Mr. Speaker, we see the same strategy 
being followed in this chamber. The Democratic-controlled 
Congress has proposed a minimum wage of $4.55. They have 
taken out any proposal to index. This legislation would go to 
$4.65 with the indexing. 

Mr. Speaker, if we really have the interests of our constitu- 
ents in mind, we will vote for the Murphy amendment and 
then support this legislation. We do not need to he part of a 
political strategy to just put pressure on our Congressmen. 1 
think 2 years since our initial debate on this proposal has indi- 
cated that Congress is willing to support strong minimum- 
wage legislation. I think we ought to support their efforts and 
not use this as a tool for that purpose. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to hear that my 
speech of 2 years ago has been quoted. It is the first time I can 
recall that anybody has quoted a speech of mine on the floor 
of the House, and I am grateful for this opportunity. 

It was a good speech 2 years ago; it is a good speech now. 
We ought to pass the indexing and defeat this amendment. It 
will put pressure on the United States Congress. That pressure 
will be worthwhile. It is important to put pressure on the 
United States Congress, because the reason we are in this mess 
right now is because they have gone so long without passing 
an increase, and the Chamber of Commerce in Pennsylvania, 
which tells us in the House that they favor a Federal solution, 
actively inserts in its newsletter a message to all businessmen 
in Pennsylvania who subscribe to their newsletter that they 
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ought to contact Congress and urge them to sustain President 
Bush's veto. So they want to have it both ways. They want to 
be for a Federal solution in the House and they want to be 
against a Federal solution in Washington. There is no reason 
why we should give up indexing at this point. We need the 
strongest possible statement in this House to put pressure on 
Congress and to do the most we can for each of our individual 
constituents. 

The reason we have such a horrible situation today with the 
minimum wage in Pennsylvania, even after our increase, is it 
is only about 37 percent of the average wage. The minimum 
wage is only about 37 percent of the average wage in Penns~l- 
vania. It ought to be higher, and we ought not to be in the 

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

Carrigan Kosinski Pievsky Wambach 
Cowell Kukovich Pistella Williams 
DeLuca LaCrotta Pressmann Wazniak 
DeWeese Laughlin Preston Wright, D. R. 
Daley Lescovitz Richardson Yandrisevits 

Levdansk~ Rieger 
Donatucci Linton Ritter Manderino, 
Fee Lloyd Robinson Speaker 
Freeman Lucyk Roebuck 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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

same situation a couple years from now after we have passed 
this minimum-wage increase of having it only 37 percent of 
the average wage or less. 

I strongly urge the defeat of the Murphy amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

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

amended? 
Mr. GAMBLE offered the following amendments No. 

A2538: 

Adolph 
Alhn 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Birmelin 
Black 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
cssar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, I. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 
Davies 

Acosta 
Bclardi 
Bclfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Colafella 
C O l ~ O  
Cole 

DempsFy 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagmy 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 

George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitra 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Iosephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 

Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
MeVerry 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Naye 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Picwla 
Pitts 

NAYS-89 

McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saurman 
kheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, C.  
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, I. 
Telek 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Rybak 
Salaom 
Scrimenti 
Staback 
Steighncr 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor. F. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trieh 
Veon 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 9, by striking out "increasing" and 
inserting 

further providing for 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 4). page 4, by inserting between lines 28 

and 29 
p) In the event that  bedera1 law raises the Federal minimum 

uagc to a lrvel above three dollar5 sevent) ~.ents ($3.70), that 
Federal rate chall be the rate payable under this act, notuith- 
standing the probisionc of this section. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Gamble. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, this amendment simply pro- 
vides that if HB 2 does indeed pass, that when Congress acts, 
Congress' action will supersede what we do here today. In 
other words, it can go up or it can go down, and we are back 
to the root of the problem, which is uniformity. And remem- 
ber the scenario I gave you on the last amendment. If indeed it 
is the will of this House to pass this bill today, when Congress 
acts, let us be uniform with the rest of the country, especially 
those States that circle us. 

1 ask for an affirmative vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

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

Piccola. 
Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 agree with the analysis of Mr. Gamble with respect to 

what his amendment will do. I think it will be a good amend- 
ment, make this bill significantly better, because 1 personally 
have confidence that the Congress is going to act in some 
fashion, and our current law does precisely what the Gamble 
amendment would propose it do. I think we should retain that 
feature and adopt the Gamble amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Cohen. 
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Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment takes out all 
the language providing for increases if the Federal Govern- 
ment passes any increase over $3.70 an hour. If the Federal 
Government passes a minimum-wage increase to $3.71 an 
hour, this bill is dead. If the Federal Government passes a 
minimum-wage increase to $4.25 an hour but they have huge 
loopholes, meaning that the vast majority of people are not 
affected, this bill is dead. 

We should not encourage the Federal Government to pass a 
very weak bill, and that is what Mr. Gamble's amendment 
does. We want the Federal Government to pass the strongest 
possible bill, not to pass a weak, meaningless bill that will give 
our people no protection. 

I urge the defeat of the Gamble amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the Speaker 
for allowing him to preside temporarily. 

THE SPEAKER (JAMES J. MANDERINO) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the gentleman. 

From Northumberland County, on the amendment, Repre- 
sentative Belfanti is recognized. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have already dealt with this issue in a 

similar amendment a few minutes ago. It guts the bill. It goes 
right to the heart. 1 am disappointed in the last vote, but at 
least Pennsylvanians will see some immediate benefit. 

This amendment com~letelv euts evervthine that we have . - . - 
done here today, and I would appreciate a "no" vote. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. From Philadelphia, Representative 
Thomas is recognized. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have spent a lot of time on this, and I 

think the majority has decided. The Gamble amendment 
brings nothing to the table. In fact, I would like to just share 
with Mr. Gamble the whole notion of federalism. 

The whole notion of the concept of federalism allows States 
to make decisions that are in the best interests of their citi- 
zenry as long as they do not conflict with Federal law. There is 
no conflict with this bill and Federal law. The only thing that 
is taking place today is that the leadership of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania is taking a step forward to insure that 
people receive adequate and decent wages. That is all that this 
bill is about, and we do not need to wait on the Federal Gov- 
ernment to determine how we should act. The Federal Gov- 
ernment has failed to act, and therefore, we are in a unique 
position to take a leadership role. 

I urge and very strongly urge that this body reject the 
Gamble amendment. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Bowley 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Burns 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dorr 
Fairchild 
Farga 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
nick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagany 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Jackson 

Fee 
Freeman 
Cannon 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Howlett 

Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kenney 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piemla 

Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Melio 
Michlavic 
Micozrie 
Miller 
Morris 

Pitts 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Seheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. 0. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Trich 
Vrwn 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Rudy 
Rybak 
Salwm 
Scrimenti 
Scrafini 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F, 
Taylor. 1. 

Caltagirone Hughes Mrkonic ~ e i e k  
Cappabianca ltkin O'Donnell Thomas 
Cam James Oliver Tigue 
Cawley larolin Pesci Trello 
Civera Josephs Petrarca Van Horne 
Cohen Kaiser Petrone Veon 
Colafella Kasunic Pievsky Wambach 
Colaiuo Kondrich Pistella Williams 
Cole Kosinski Pressman" Wozniak 
Corrigan Kukovich Preston Wright. D. R. 
Cowell LaGrotta Raymond Wright, 1. L. 
DcLuca Laughlin Richardson Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Lescovitz Rieger Yandrisevits 
Daley Levdansky Ritter 
Dombrawski Linton Robinson Manderino. 
Danatucci Lloyd Roebuck Speaker 
Durham 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
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The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

On that question, Representative Piccola from Dauphin 
County is recognized. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think it is clear that this bill is going to pass in a few 

minutes. I predict it will go nowhere after it passes this House. 
Congress will act, and this whole issue will become moot. This 
exercise that we are going through today is merely political 
posturing for various interest groups who are promoting this 
minimum-wage increase. 

For the reasons that we have discussed, raising the 
minimum wage is not a good idea. We still, even after Con- 
gress acts, are going to have to deal with the issue of the 
working poor, and when we do, Mr. Speaker, we stand ready 
to work on that issue in a bipartisan and fair and really effec- 
tive manner. 

I would urge, Mr. Speaker, that this House not engage in 
political posturing and defeat this bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the final passage of the 
bill. The Chair recognizes Representative Cohen from Phila- 
delphia County. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, among the interest groups in support of this 

legislation are the Pennsylvania Catholic Conference, the 
Pennsylvania Council of Churches, and the Pennsylvania 
Jewish Coalition. None of these groups are known for politi- 
cal posturing. 

This legislation is a sincere attempt to improve the lives of 
Pennsylvanians. Already the token increase in the minimum 
wage that we passed last year has not had the effect that was 
predicted. Every single year, under normal circumstances, 
except in a depression, employment goes up from February 
through May. In 1988 employment went up 44,000 from Feb- 
ruary to May. In I989 employment went up 62,000 from Feb- 
ruary to May. There are over 200,000 more people working in 
Pennsylvania in May 1989 than there were working in Penn- 
sylvania in May 1988. 

This bill has no poor effect on Pennsylvania. This bill 
strengthens the economy in Pcnnsylvania. It guarantees that 
there will be more buying power. It encourages people to enter 
the work force. That is the big problem in Pennsylvania right 
now in many, many places. The salary levels are far too low 
for people to enter the work force. 

Representative Belfanti, who has been an outstanding 
backer of this legislation for the last couple of years, has 
spoken well and eloquently on all the economic evidence 
showing that the minimum-wage increase is sound, sensible, 
and decent for all Pennsylvanians. 

I urge that this bill be supported by this House and be 
enacted into law. 

The SPEAKER. From Mercer County, Representative 
Fargo is recognized on final passage. 

Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I really do not know how it is possible for the previous 

speaker to say that this bill will have no harmful effect on 
employment in Pennsylvania. The bill that we recently passed 

a year ago increased the minimum wage by 10 percent. We 
were able to apparently stand that increase, even though we 
have unfair competition now in Pennsylvania as compared to 
the surrounding States, as Representative Gamble so aptly 
proved to us here. That 10 percent we were able to live with, 
apparently. We do not know that yet, because it is kind of 
early to say just what major effect that could have. 

But what will this bill do? This bill adds in 1990 another 15 
percent to the wages. In 1991 this bill adds an additional 10 
percent. That means that by 1991, our employers who are 
employing people at the minimum wage are going to be 
paying 35 percent more hourly than they presently are paying. 
On an annual basis, that represents about $2,600 per 
employee, not counting the fringe benefits of Social Security, 
unemployment compensation, workmen's compensation, and 
everything else which is based on the wages that they are 
paying. 

Now, what does that mean to our small businesses? If they 
are employing such an employee and competing in this world, 
then most likely, if they are using those rates, they are in a sit- 
uation where they have very difficult competition. If they are 
using these rates, what do they have to do? Well, there are a 
couple of things, I guess, that can be done. Representative 
Cohen would say that they will not harm the businesses as far 
as Pennsylvania is concerned. One thing that they will have to 
consider, I am sure, and that we will see a lot of them do is to 
reduce the number of employees that they have. If you reduce 
the number of employees, I am certain that we will all agree 
that that is exactly what we do not want to happen to the 
people that are being employed in those businesses. These are 
especially in our retail businesses. 

Another option, of course, is to raise the prices to try to 
recoup that. There are several things wrong with raising the 
prices. One thing is, that is when we start having problems as 
far as competition with New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Mary- 
land, and West Virginia is concerned and trying to get more 
employment in Pennsylvania. 

The third thing, of course, that we can- And, of course, 
increasing costs once more hurts the very people that we do 
not want hurt, and that is the person that has to buy the food, 
buy the product that we have increased the cost of. 

The third thing that can happen, I am sure, is to go out of 
business or at least to reduce the profits to bottom line, and as 
I have already stated, for many of these businesses, that is a 
tenuous situation, the bottom line. If we get to the point 
where he cannot exist, that means he goes out of business, and 
once more, whom have we hurt? Well, I guess we have hurt 
that guy who has gone out of business a little bit, but we have 
also hurt all the people that he has employed. 

So there is no question, no question at all, but that there are 
a lot of people who are going to be affected very adversely by 
passing this particular bill. I would certainly hope that you 
will consider these things as you make this final vote. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on final passage. On final 
passage, from Allegheny County, Representative Gamble is 
recognized. 
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What we are do& todav is when a eentleman or.a ladv eoes I teenage Blacks does increase slightly; however the 
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- - . - 
out to work, he is a salesman. He is selling his time and his 
talents for a specific price. We are forcing that price up today 
and thereby restricting his ability to sell himself in the market- 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this legisla- 
tion. 

In a few moments here, we obviously are going to put Penn- 
sylvania on the map. We are going to be the highest in the 
whole circle. We already are the highest, and it is going to go 
higher to $4.25 an hour. Well, I do not know how much 
money is in the budget tomorrow for the travel industry to 
welcome people to Pennsylvania, but we might as well put a 
sign up after today for business: "Welcome to Pennsylvania. 
Bring your business here. It will only cost you about $1 more 
per hour for all of your people on the low end of your 
payroll." Of course, God knows what that will do in the 
ripple effect. Only about $1 more an hour than in Ohio, New 
York, New Jersey, Delaware, West Virginia, and Maryland. 
Welcome to Pennsylvania. Vote "no." 

The SPEAKER. From Berks County, Representative Leh is 
recognized. 

Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this bill. 
One point that has not been expressed here today, I do not 

think this House would seek to raise the price to consumers 
that we presently charge for any market item; yet, we are 
willine to raise the mice of a market item here todav. 

unemployment rate increases also. If we use the 
unemployment rate of males aged twenty and over for 
the basis of the comparison, ... between 1981 and 1985 
there was virtually no change in the em~lovmen t /~o~-  

The fast-food industry is not going to pull up stakes and 
move their restaurants to New Jersey and New York and 
Maryland. If they need employees to keep their chains opera- 
tional, they will get them. It is just that those people will be 
able to occasionally take their family to the restaurant and 
buy them a cheeseburger and a milkshake. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I urge adoption of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. On final passage of the bill, from Cum- 

berland County, Representative Broujos is recognized. 
Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, there have been quotations 

from a number of reports. I do not know that the reports have 
been dated. I will date this report: it is December 1988. It is a 
report by Alison J. Wellington of the University of Michigan, 
department of economics. It indicates that the minimum 
wage, in relation to the average hourly earnings, has declined 
from 46.5 percent in 1980 to 37.3 percent in 1987. On the 
question constantly recurring of the impact on employment, 
he states this: 

If we compare the teenage employment to population 
ratio between these years we see that it actually 
decreased and the unemployment rate for teens 
increased. The employment to population ratio for 

the gentlemen were arguing concerning loss of jobs. We are 
increasing the price today that a gentleman or a lady can 
charge for his labor, and thereby we are going to incur greater 

h lace. That is what was being talked about here today when 

poverty, not less. 
I oppose this bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on final passage. On that 

question, Representative Belfanti is recognized for the 
remarks that I would not let him make on the amendment. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the previous speaker's remarks would indi- 

cate, would have us believe that prices are raised because the 
bottom-level wage in this State is going to be increased. The 
speaker would have us believe that stockholder dividends have 
nothing to do with the pricing structure of items that we buy; 
the profits made by large manufacturing firms have nothing 
at all to do with the prices we pay for goods; it is simply 
raising 35 cents an hour for those few Pennsylvanians who are 
stuck in that impoverished bracket that is going to cause all 
these prices to rise. 

These buzzwords and these arguments have been used time 
and time again going back to 1938. We presented statistics 
today that show that based on U.S. Department of Labor sta- 
tistics. 200,000 more Pennsylvanians work today than they 
did prior to the passage of the last Minimum Wage Act. We 
also are suggesting that over a 2-year period, raising the 
minimum wage to $4.65 an hour will only bring people to 87 
percent of poverty line based on a family of three. That is the 
least we can do for these Pennsylvanians. 

. . . - 
I ulation ratio of tiens and aslight decline in the unem- 

ployment rate .... there does not seem to be a strong 
relationship (or perhaps any at all) between the 
minimum wage and youth employment over this 
nerind -. . - - . 

He concludes in his report by saying that "...average hours 
worked per week for teens was estimated to increase by 3 
percent," for a certain period of time, as stated here. 
However, when he looked at the next group, he "...found no 
evidence to support the belief that there is a significant 
response in regards to employment or lahor force partici- 
pation by young adults except for the non-whites," and that 
was estimated to decrease between .33 percent and 1.22 
percent, and the lahor force participation/population ratio 
was also estimated to decline but by a smaller magnitude. 

My point is that a report as late as 1988 indicates that there 
is relatively insignificant impact by the minimum-wage 
increase on employment of youth and groups 20 and over. 

I ask for support of this bill. 
The SPEAKER. On final passage, from Bradford, Repre- 

sentative Chadwick is recognized. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I recently had a very interesting conversation with the pub- 

lisher of a newspaper in my legislative district. 1 think you all 
might be interested to know what that was. 

The publisher of this newspaper, it seems, employs a 
number of minimum-wage employees whom he uses to stuff 
the inserts that we all find so annoying in his newspaper every 
day. He indicated to me that if this bill becomes law, he would 
seriously have to consider firing every one of them and paying 
$50,000 for a machine which would do it automatically. 



there trying to provide jobs, do you know that a small busi- 
nessman, a person that risks his own capital, his own family 
investments, pays his own hospitalization; he pays his Social 
Security at twice the rate that you and 1 do; he has no unem- 
ployment benefits; does not qualify for workers' compensa- 
tion if he is injured on the job, totally at risk, and here we are 
subjecting that type of a business person to mandatory 
expenses that are way beyond his control. I observe that the 
small business person supplies jobs for our people. This is the 
bottom line. If we do not have business people out there 
risking their capital, providing jobs, what is this all about? 

I think the passage of a mandatory minimum wage that is in 
excess of the Federal rate is doing harm to these people. Why 
is not the business person in Pennsylvania entitled to a 
minimum wage themselves? Are you not concerned with the 
livelihood of his family? We owe so much to the business 
people in Pennsylvania that we keep slapping them in the face 
with bad laws like this here. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 urge the defeat of HB 2. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on final passage of the bill. 

On that question, from Lehigh County, Representative 
Snyder is recognized. 

Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday we passed 
legislation that would mandate fluoride in Pennsylvania, and 
we said that the cost of that legislation was necessary because 
of the health benefits that it would provide. Mr. Speaker, 
speaking as a Republican, we have always had the philosophy 
that people should have the opportunity to help themselves, 
yet in this chamber we talk about legislation that tries to 
address affordable housing, greater medical care, child care, 
and health benefits that are all government spending. 

Mr. Speaker, we as government pay one way or the other 
for the quality of life of our citizens. I think this legislation, 
without the indexing in it, is legislation that can be supported. 
It provides people with the opportunity to work, to earn a 
meaningful wage, and to have the opportunity to receive the 
benefits of their work without government assistance. 

Mr. Speaker, I have talked to many business people who 
are concerned about this legislation and who traditionally 
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Adolph 
Angstadt 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Colaiuo 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Dombrowski 

Now, I wonder if some of the advocates of this legislation 
would be willing to come up to Bradford County with me and 
explain to those employees when they have been fired that we 
passed this bill to improve the quality of their lives. 

Please vote "no." 
The SPEAKER. From Crawford County, on final passage, 

Representative Merry is recognized. 
Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to share with the 

members my aberration of our business community. It seems 
that some would paint a business person as a large corpora- 
tion that unscrupulously takes advantage of the consumer. 
Where I come from, that is not the case. We are dealing with 
employers of 50 people and under. For the most part, they are 
not even incorporated. What I would like to have you under- 
stand as we contemplate this bill that is going to have such a 
disastrous effect on business throughout Pennsylvania and 
against the consumer, against the very people who are out 

Allen 
Argall 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Brandt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
Dininni 

have been opposed to it, but yet most economists do indicate 
that this does not have a detrimental impact on business 
overall. In fact, I wish I would have it here with me that Busi- 
ness Week has editorialized, in favor of raising the minimum 
wage, the voice of industry in America. 

I think that the Federal legislation that we see is very close 
to what we are passing in Pennsylvania. I believe in a very 
short time we will be uniform with them, and I am just asking 
for support to allow people to help themselves. 

I am supporting this legislation. 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, 

YEAS-129 

~~~~t~ Danatucci Lucyk Rybak 
Durham 
Fee 
Freeman 
Cannon 
George 
Gigliatti 
Godshall 
Gmitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lintan 
Lloyd 

Distler 
Oorr 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Fallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
Cladeek 
Hagarty 
Hayes 
Heckler 

~ c ~ a l l  
MeHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 

NAYS-68 

Herman 
Hess 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Lanary 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Merry 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 

saloom 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D.  R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Vroan 
Wilson 



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

A1905: 
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Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 17, by striking out "a beneficiary" 
and inserting 

certain beneficiaries 

NOT VOTING-4 

Clark, B. D. Hershey Snyder, G. Wright, R. C. 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Lefterman 

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 present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 700, P N  
2007, entitled: 

An Act prohibiting overcharges by health care practitioners for 
services to certain patients. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
"Health insurance beneficiary." A beneficiary of health 

insurance under Title XVIlI of the Social Security Act (Public 
Law 74-271, 42 U.S.C. 5 301 et seq.), known as the Medicare 
Program. who is eligible for nharmaceutical assistance under the 

by this situation. Those whose incomes are greater will have 
the ability to choose doctors if they choose to pay the higher 
price. 

That is the amendment, Mr. Speaker. I would ask for your 
support. 

The SPEAKER. On the Saurman amendment, the Chair 
recognizes Representative Pressmann from Lehigh. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, the senior citizens of Pennsylvania that have 

pushed for this bill for the last 3 years are united in their 
opposition to a means test like this amendment. 

MI. speaker, many of us who serve in the General Assem- 
bly help senior citizens in our districts all the time fill out their 
PACE forms and their property tax Or rent rebate forms, and 
how many times have you, as an individual, worked with 

- .  - 
act of November 4, 1983 (P.L.217, No.63), known as the Phar- 
maceutical Assistance Contract for the Elderly Act. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, lines 11 through 13, by striking out 
"beneficiary of health insurance under Title" in line 11, all of 
line 12 and "301 et seq.), known as the Medicare Program," in 
line 13 and inserting 

health insurance beneficiary 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Montgomery 
County, Representative Saurman is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the way this bill is written- And some of you 

may have noticed that I have some gray hair, so I am getting 
close to this being very important t o  me, to my relatives, my 
mother-in-law, a lot of  my friends who are senior citizens. 

The way the bill is written, a doctor will not be able to 
accept an eligible medicare patient at a price that exceeds that 
medicare repayment schedule. That means that if a senior 
citizen needs a particular doctor's service, a specialist, who 
has indicated that he is not going to accept medicare patients, 
that individual cannot avail himself or herself of that physi- 
cian's, that specialist's service, because that individual has 
said he will not accept medicare payments, and the law that 
we will be voting, if it passes without my amendment, will not 
allow the doctor to accept any money from that individual. 

Mr. Speaker, therefore, my amendment would say that 
those persons who are PACE (Pharmaceutical Assistance 
Contract for the Elderly) eligible will continue to be affected 

somebody and found out that they were just a little bit above; 
that they earned, you know, $15,100, that they were ineligible 
for PACE or ineligible for a property tax rebate? 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment will hurt a lot of people. It 
will limit the amount of people that will be eligible under this 
bill. We ask for a negative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-56 

Adolph 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 

Acasta 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Ballisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Braujas 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlron 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Clark, B. D. 
Cahen 
Colafella 

Dempsey Jackson 
Distlcr Langtry 
Dorr Lashingel 
Fargo Lee 
Farmer Leh 
Foster Merry 
Fox Micozzie 
Freind Miller 
Gallen 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagarly 
Heckler 
Hershey 

Fairchild 
Fee 
Flcagle 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geisl 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Howletl 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jaralin 

Mowery 
Nailor 
Noye 
Piccola 
Pills 
Raymond 

NAYS-I40 

Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Moehlrnann 
Morris 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Pelrarca 

Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
khuler 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Vroon 
Wright, I. L. 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scrimenli 
Sernrnel 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Ticue 
. 
Trieh 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Wambach 
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Cole Johnson Petrone Weaon Will the House agree to the amendments? 
Corrigan Josephs Phillips Williams 
Cowell Kaiser Pievsky Wilson The SPEAKER. From Cumberland County, Representa- 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucei 

Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

NOT 

Pistella Wogan 
Pressmann Worniak 
Preston Wright, D. R. 
Richardson Wright, R. C. 
Rieger Yandrisevits 
Ritter 
Robinson Manderino. 
Roebuck Speaker 

Colaiuo Flick McVerry Mrkonic 
Durham 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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

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

A2516: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, lines 17 through 19, by striking out "a 
beneficiary of health insurance under" in line 17, all of line 18 
and "U.S.C. 6 301 et sea.). known as the Medicare Pro~ram," in . .. 
line 19 and in;erting 

an elieible oatient - .  
Amend Sed. 3. page 2. by inserting bctueen lines 26 and 27 
"Eligible ~arient." A beneficiary of health Insurance under 

Title X ~ I I I  of the Social Security Act (Public Law 74-271, 42 
U.S.C. 6 301 et sea.). known as the Medicare Program, whose . .. - 
annual income is less than two times the maximum annual income 
established under the act of November 4, 1983 (P.L.217. No.63), 
known as the Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for the Elderly 
Act. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, lines I1 through 13, by striking out "a 
beneficiary of health insurance under Title" in line I I ,  all of line 
12 and "301 et seq.), known as the Medicare Program,'' in line 13 
and inserting 

an eligible patient 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 5, by striking out "MEDICARE 

BENEFICIARIES" and inserting 
eligible patients 

Amend Sec. 6. oaee 5. line 8. bv strikine out "MEDICARE 

tive Mowery is recognized on the amendment. 
Mr. MOWERY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment is similar in some ways to the one that we 

have just considered. However, I think it certainly makes a 
major difference that I think could be very attractive to many 
of us to consider. 

The amendment very simply says that the figure used to 
allow for the doctors in Pennsylvania to be mandated to 
accept the medicare fee as full payment is those who have 
incomes of less than $30,000 if they are married and $24,000 if 
they are single. Now, you may say, well, how did we arrive at 
those figures? Well, under today's PACE program, it is 
$15,000 for married to qualify and $12,000 for single. In my 
opinion, that is entirely too low and does not pick up enough 
of the population today who would be burdened with the lack 
of a doctor's acceptance of the medicare payment. So for that 
reason, I doubled that figure to the $30,000 and the $24,000 
figure. 

I think it is very fair. I think it is wrong for those under 
medicare today to subsidize those who are considered to be in 
an above-average income or even on the wealthy side. In other 
words, what we are really saying, as an example, is that a 
doctor in Pennsylvania today, as the bill is currently written, 
would have to take, for an example, the medicare payment for 
a patient such as Donald Trump. I think Donald Trump is cer- 
tainly in a position to pay what would be considered the usual 
fee that the doctor would normally charge, whereas under this 
bill, the doctor would be mandated to accept only the medi- 
care payment. 

Just a word as it relates to this, Mr. Speaker: the fact that 
today there is already a law on the books, a Federal law, that 
says that the maximum allowable actual charge, known as 
MAC, is all that the doctor today can charge to any medicare 
patient. That simply means that if he overcharges what his 
usual fee is, which is already established by medicare in Wash- 
ington, D.C., that he is subject to a $2,000 penalty for any 
time that he overcharges over his usual fee. When you take 
that into consideration and realize today that the medical pro- 

eligible patients 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 9, by striking out "MEDICARE" 

and inserting 

~-~~~~~ ~ ~ .. - . 
BENEFICIARIES'and inserting . 

- 

~ ~ - 
eligible 

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 11, by inserting after "RECEIVE" 
eligible 

Amend Sec. 6. Daae 5. line 20. by striking out "MEDICARE 

I fession is reimbursed on an averaee of d n ~ v  68 Dercent of their 

.. - . . . - 
BENEFICIARIES" and inserting 

eligible patients 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 21, by inserting after "BILIN- 

GUAL" 
eligible 

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 22, by striking out "MEDICARE 
BENEFICIARIES'and inserting 

eligible patients 

On the question, 

- . . 
usual charge, you can begin to understand what we are really 
talking about and why we should not in effect let the medicare 
payment be used for the purpose of subsidizing the wealthy in 
this State. 

So I ask for your consideration of this amendment. I think 
it is a fair amendment and certainly is a compromise between 
what we now have offered to us, which is a total mandating of 
this, to something that gives at least an option for the doctor 
to have some freedom in charging his usual fee. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Westmoreland 

County, Representative Kukovich is recognized. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The arguments made on the last amendment by Representa- 

tive Pressmann hold for this one, plus there are other reasons 
to vote "no." 
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By doubling what is in the PACE eligibility requirements, 
you are setting up another administrative burden. I would 
imagine, although it is not spelled out in the amendment how 
you would prove that you would fall within the guidelines, I 
would imagine seniors would have to drag in W-2 forms or 
other types of proof of what their income is. 

1 think we have to take a look at what not only this means 
test hut any means-test amendment ultimately would do, and 
what it ultimately would do is put in State law that you can 
violate the medicare law; you can violate the MAC, the 
maximum allowable charge in this State. That flies in the face 
of the national trend. That flies in the face of what the Federal 
Government is doing with medicare to provide more incen- 
tives to increase the percentage of participating doctors, to 
increase the percentage of doctors who accept assignment. 
That is the purpose behind the medicare program. If we put 
this into law, we will see a trend that will go in the opposite 
direction. It will he a major mistake. 

For all of those reasons, I would ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. On 

that question, the gentleman from Cumberland, Mr. Mowery, 
is recognized for the second time. 

Mr. MOWERY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to caution those of us who are considering 

this bill and this amendment that in some States where this has 
passed, particularly the one most notable, Massachusetts, 1 
think that we all know the problems that have been created in 
that State as far as the medical profession is concerned. 

I think it is very important to realize that our elderly need to 
he taken care of, and I think it is the intent of everyone in this 
room that they he given the best possible medical coverage. I 
asked myself as I was thinking about this bill, which I think is 
a major thought and concern of all of us, because we are 
treading on very thin ice when we begin to tell any profession 
what they can charge and what really is the benefit of putting 
a cap on those charges, I think one thing that we must think 
through is, is putting a cap, as this hill is proposing, on our 
medical profession in Pennsylvania going to create more 
accessibility to medical care for our over-age-65 constituency? 
I really do not think it is. 

I ask whether or not in your opinion, by putting a cap on 
this, is it going to provide a higher quality of medical coverage 
and care for our elderly in Pennsylvania? I think as you think 
about that, the answer is obviously, probably not. If any- 
thine. it will orohahlv take some of our doctors out of the -. 
State and certainly take some of our doctors away from treat- 
ing the medicare patient today. 

So I ask you to consider this, particularly in light of the fact 
that approximately 92 percent of all medicare claims today 
presented to the medical profession in Pennsylvania are 
accepting the assignment of medicare. I think we have come a 
long way, and because of the hill that is being considered here, 
I think much of the medical profession has already begun to 
take notice and is accepting this, and I think it is very wrong 
to mandate any type of coverage. Are we going to hit the 
dental profession next? Are we going to go next into the legal 

profession and put a cap on the fees that can he charged by 
these professionals? I agree that our costs are out of line, but 
it is not all the doctor's reasons for the high cost of medicare 
and medical coverage in Pennsylvania and throughout this 
country. 

I ask for consideration of a "yes" vote on my amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes, from Westmoreland County, Represen- 
tative Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Two quick corrections to that last state- 
ment, Mr. Speaker. First of all, this bill places no cap. Medi- 
care sets the maximum allowable charge, and under the proce- 
dures, doctors themselves, by the history of their fee sched- 
ules, can set their own cap. This hill does not have anything to 
do with that, and this hill does not really mandate anything. If 
a health care practitioner does not want to serve a medicare 
patient, they do not have to. All this hill says is, you have got 
to stop ripping off senior citizens. 

This amendment sets up arbitrary caps, and that is why we 
ask for a "no" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-69 

Adolph Distler Johnson Raymond 
Barley Dorr Langtry Reinard 
Birmelin Fairchild Lee Robbins 
Brandt Fargo Leh Rudy 
Broujos Farmer Marsico Saurman 
Bunt Flick Merry Scheetz 
Burd Foster Miller Schuler 
Bush Fox Maehlmann Serafini 
Chadwick Freind Mowery Smith, B. 
Civera Geist Mrkonic Smith, S. H. 
Clark, B. D. Gladeck Nahill Snyder, G. 
Clark, D. F. Godshall Nailor Stairs 
Clark. I. H. Gruitza Naye Strittmatter 
Clymer Hagany Olasz Taylor, E. 2. 
Cornell Heckler Phillips Vroon 
COY Hershey Piccola Wilson 
Dempsey Jackson Pitts Wright, J. L. 
Dininni 

NAYS-132 

Acosta Durham Levdansky Roebuck 
Allen Fee Lint on Ryan 
Ang~tadt Fleagle Lloyd Rybak 
Argall Freeman Lucvk Saloom 
~ai t i s to  
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bayes 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianea 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 

Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 

~ e ~ a l l  
MeHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Miehlovic 
Micozzie 
Morris 
Murphy 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Oliver 
Perzel 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
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Cohen James Pesci Wambach I under that act for persons who meet the annual income require- 
Colafella Jarolin Petrarca Wass ment. 
Colaiuo Iosephs Petrone Weston 
Cole Kaiser Pievsky Williams 
Corrigan Kasunic Pistella Wogan 
cowell 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

Kenney Pressmann ~ozniak 
Kondrich Preston Wright, D. R. 
Kosinski Reber Wright. R. C. 
Kukovich Richardson Yandrisevits 
LaGrotta Rieger 
Lashinger Ritter Manderino, 
Laughlin Robinson Speaker 
Lescovitz 

NOT VOTING-0 

Evans Letterman 

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

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

A2531 : 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by removing the period after 
"patients" and inserting 

: and orovidina for oharmaceutical benefits for - 
certain patients. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 3, by inserting after "appropriate" 
, affordable 

Amend Sec. 2. Daze 2. line 5. bv inserting after "services" .. - . . . - 
and prescription drugs 

Amend Sec. 2. page 2, line I I, by striking out all of said line ~. . ~ . 
and inserting 

(b) Declaration of policy.- 
(I) The General Assembly declares 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 13. by inserting after "timely" 
, affordable 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
(2) The General Assembly declares that meeting the 

costs of life-sustaining prescription drugs has become exceed- 
ingly difficult for elderly persons living on limited incomes, 
and it is, therefore, the responsibility of the Commonwealth 
to make a pharmaceutical assistance program available to all 
Medicare benefit recipients without regard to their annual 
income. 
Amend Sec. 3, page 3, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
"Prescription drug." All drugs requiring a prescription in 

this Commonwealth, insulin, insulin syringes and insulin needles. 
Experimental drugs are prohibited. 

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
Section 5. Charges for prescription drugs. 

(a) Eligibility.-In order to prevent elderly persons from 
beina overcharaed for prescriMion drugs, any person who is 
covered by healfh insurance under Title X ~ I I I  of the Social Secu- 
rity Act (Public Law 74-271, 42 U.S.C. 5 301 et seq.), known as 
the Medicare Proeram. shall be eligible to receive benefits under 
the act of ~ o v e & r  4. 1983 (p.L.217. No.63). known as the 
Pharmaceuucal Asslstancc Contract for the Elderly Act, notwlth- 
standing the maxlmum annual Income l lm~tat~on establlshcd 
therein. 

@) Increased copayment.-Persons claiming benefits pursu- 
ant to this section shall be subiect to all the nrovisions of the 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, line 9, by striking out "5" and insert- 
ing 

< 
U 

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

7 

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, by inserting between lines Idand 15 
(4) The right of Medicare patients to obtain benefits 

under the act of November 4. 1983 (P.L.217. No.63). known 
as the Pharmaceutical ~ssistance contract  for the Elderly 
Act. notwithstandine anv annual income limitation. 
 mend Sec. 7, pagel,  l ke  28, by striking out "7" and insert- 

ing - 
8 

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Representative 
Gannon from Delaware County is recognized. 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will with- 
draw the amendment, without objection. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. FOX offered the following amendments No. A2486: - 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 17, by striking out "a beneficiary" 

and inserting 
certain beneficiaries 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
"Eligible health insurance beneficiary." A beneficiary of 

health insurance under Title XVIlI of the Social Security Act 
(Public Law 74-271,42 U.S.C. 5 301 et seq), known as the Medi- 
care Program, whose annual income is less than the maximum 
annual income. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
"Income." All income from whatever source derived, 

including, but not limited to, salaries, wages, bonuses, commis- 
sions, income from self-employment, alimony, support money, 
cash public assistance and relief, the gross amount of any pen- 

railroad retirement benefits, all bene- 
Social Security Act (except Medi- 

all benefits received under State unemployment 
and veterans' disabilities payments, all interest 

recelved from the Federal Government or any state government, 
or any ~ustrumentality or political subdivision thereof, realized 

I capital gains. rentals. workmen's comoensation and the gross - .  
a ioun t  of loss of time insurance benefiis, life insurance benefits 
and proceeds, except the first $5,000 of the total of death benefits 
payments, and gifts of cash or property, other than transfers by 
gift between members of a household, in excess of a total value of 
$300, but shall not include surplus food or other relief in kind 
supplied by a government agency or property tax rebate. 

"Maximum annual income." Annual income as determined 
by the Department of State. Such amount shall not exceed 
$40,000 in the case of single persons nor $50,000 of combined 
income in the case of married persons residing in the same house- I .  .. 

Pharmaceutical Assistance ~ o ~ t r a c t  for the Elderly Act other 
than the maximum annual income limitation, provided that the 
participant,s copayment schedule for each prescription 
by such person shall be $2 more than the amount established 

hold. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, lines 11 through 13, by striking out "a 
beneficiary of health insurance under Title" in line 11, all of line 
12 and "301 et Seq.), known as the Medicare Program," and 
inserting 
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an eligible health insurance beneficiary I The SPEAKER. From Westmoreland County, Representa- 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Fox 

tive Kukovich is recognized on the amendment. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
To keep this brief, this is another means-test amendment, 

and although it appears to be more reasonable because the eli- 
from Montgomery County is recognized. 

Mr. FOX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think it is important that we consider this 

amendment in light of the fact that, yes, we want to help our 
senior citizens but we also do not want to do a disservice to 
them as far as getting quality medical care. If someone is med- 
icme eligible, a doctor obviously cannot charge over the medi- 
care amount. The problem we have is some medicare charges 
from the Federal Government are undervalued and some of 
our doctors, you have heard, have had problems with medical 
malpractice insurance, and over a constitutional majority of 
members in this House have signed on a bill that is sponsored 
by Representative Chadwick to them with mal- 
practice premiums. BY the same token, we cannot be inconsis- 
tent and say we are unmindful of the fact that Part of quality 
health care is having doctors who are available for our senior 
citizens. 

What my amendment, Mr. Speaker, calls for is individuals 
would not be balance billed if they make $40,000 a year or less 
or, if they are a couple, $50,000 a Year Or less. Only if they are 
over those income categories would they be balance billed. It 
is a cute acronym to say medicare overcharge measure, but it 
is not an overcharge at all. It is called balance billing. It is the 
unrecouped expense that a doctor has. 

I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, that this amendment is ulti- 
mately fair. There are very few constituents whose income is 
w,000 Or $509000 as a be 
charged whatever balance bill would be coming from the 
doctor. This would make the bill, in my opinion, much more 
constitutional, much more fair. 

Those who blindly say You cannot have a means test at all 
are not considering the fact that in fact this is a reasonable test 
at such a level well over, as Representative Pressmann said 
earlier, the income eligibility level in the lottery Program, 
which is $15,000, and we have many constituents who cannot 
qualify for the rent, the property tax rebate. reduced motor 
vehicle registration, and PACE, because they make just over 
$15,000 a year, and in the wisdom of the administrations, 
Governor Thornburgh and also for Governor Casey, they 
have felt that there have been appropriate levels. 

At $40,000 and $50,000, this amendment is fair. 
This strikes the right compromise, I submit, and it is an 
amendment you could vote for, because most of your constit- 
uents will have the benefit of the bill that was sponsored by 
Representative Kukovich in their favor. I submit to you that 
anyone who testified at the time this bill came up for hearings, 
none of those people were in the $40,000-to-$5O9000-a-year 
income range. I submit that this amendment is fair, and it 
does wbat our senior citizens want without doing any injustice 
to them whatsoever. 

I would ask for the House to please pass the amendment for 
the benefit of our senior citizens and quality health care in 
Pennsylvania. 

gibility rate has been raised, all the same arguments made by 
Representative Pressmann and myself apply, and there are a 
few new arguments, 

~h~ other two amendments tried to tie the means test in 
with the PACE system, which is already in existence, F~~~ 
my reading of this, this somehow ties in the Department of 
state, means we would have to have some new bureau. 
cratic effort to decide meets that income eligibility 
requirement. According to statistics compiled by the Pennsyl- 
vania Campaign for Affordable Health Care, which is made 
up the 916 groups support this bill and oppose 
means-test amendments, we would have to set up a whole new 
system to create and enforce this means test that would only 
affect less than 10 percent of the senior citizens of the State. I 
think that might be a waste of funds, and philosophically, if 
you accept the notion that medicare lays out wbat is a fair and 
reasonable charge, it should be fair and reasonable for every- 
body, not just for some. 

I would ask for a -no,3 vote, 
~ h ,  SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, Representa- 

tive saurman is recognized on the amendment, 
M,. SAURMAN, ~ h ~ ~ k  you, M ~ ,  speaker, 
M,, speaker, there would be no need for any bureaucracy. 

The doctor would place in his office a sign indicating that 
those eligible would have incomes of $40,000 or $50,000. The 
individual who would go in and seek to get that care and pay 
more for it would be the only one who would be affected. He 

would certify that he is in that category. Having done that, 
obviously he is not going to bring an action against the 
doctor. No one else is going to bring an action against the 
doctor. The only persons involved are that individual and the 
doctor, and this amendment would allow ther,, to have a rela- 
tionship of a free enterprise nature, 

I think that this is a good amendment. The rate is certainly 
high enough that all of those who were concerned about a 
lesser income category should have no problem with this 
amendment, and it should be supported, ~ h ~ ~ k  you, 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the yeas and nays will 
now be taken. Members will proceed to vote. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Speaker looked right at the gentle- 

man. 
Mr. FOX. I thought Mr. Pressmann was standing to speak. 
The SPEAKER. You cannot think that. When the Speaker 

asks whether anybody is seeking recognition, if you are, you 
must indicate that to the Speaker. 
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The clerk will strike the vote. 1 Cowell Josephs Phillips Wogan 
Mr. FOX. I will be brief, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of agreeing to the amend- 

ment, the author of the amendment, Representative Fox from 
Montgomery County is recognized. 

Mr. FOX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I apologize for being 
inadvertent. 

I would ask the members of the House to consider just for 
one moment, in correcting Mr. Kukovich, Mr. Speaker, this 
does tie exactly to PACE; that is how the Reference Bureau 
wrote it. The medicare charges have not been adjusted, and 
that is why this particular amendment is fair, and it' you have 
your flier from the Pennsylvanians for Affordable Health 
Care, we are only talking about 10 percent of the senior citi- 
zens when we talk about having a means test for those who 
make over the $40,000- and $50,000-a-year figures. 

I think it is a reasonable amendment, and I ask you to cer- 
tainly vote in its favor because it helps make the bill better. 
Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
Dempsey 

Acosta 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
BoRner 
Bowlev 
Boyes 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Clark, B. D. 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizro 
Cole 
Corrigan 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dam 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Hagany 
Hasay 
Heckler 
Hershey 

Durham 
Fairchild 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Hawlett 
Hughes 
Itkin 
lackson 
Iadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 
Johnson 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Raymond 

Lesmvitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
MeNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 

Reinard 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wilson 

Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambacb 
weston 
Williams 

COY Kaiser 
DeLuea Kasunic 
DeWeese Kenney 
Daley Kondrich 
Davies Kosinski 
Diettcrick Kukovich 
Dombrowski LaGrotta 
Donatucci Laughlin 

NOT 

Pievsky Wozniak 
Pistella Wright, D. R. 
Pressman" Wright. J. L. 
Preston Wright, R. C. 
Reber Yandrisevits 
Richardson 
Rieger Manderino, 
Ritter Speaker 

VOTING-I 

Evans Letterman 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. DORR offered the following amendment No. A1904: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 5, line 29, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

This act shall take effect 60 days after the full implementation 
of fee schedule reforms recommended by the Federal Physician 
Payment Review Commission. 

On the question, 
Will the House aeree to the amendment? - 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes, 

from York County, Representative Dorr. 
Mr. DORR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Federal Government some time ago, in 

dealing with medicare, decided that they ought to look at the 
prices that were being allowed by medicare by HCFA (Health 
Care Financing Administration) and determine whether or 
not those prices are fair. That study was done by the Physi- 
cian Review Commission, studying the fairness of medicare 
fees, and the independent, so-called relative value study that 
was done determined that the fee structure under medicare as 
it stands today is unfair. As a matter of fact, the study found 
that fees for invasive procedures such as surgery were too 
high, generally, and that the fees for what you might call 
general practice and internal medicine generally are too low. 
Mr. Speaker, if we adopt this measure as it stands today, we 
would be adopting those unfair fees for Pennsylvania's physi- 
cians. For example, a coronary bypass fee, under the new 
Federal plan when in effect, would be reduced by approxi- 
mately $2,800, and an office visit to a general practitioner or, 
more likely, to an internist would be increased by $35. 

Mr. Speaker, in Pennsylvania the 1987 unassigned medicare 
claims report showed that internal medicine, family practice, 
and general practice had the largest percentage of unassigned 
claims. Nearly 50 percent of the unassigned medicare claims 
were in those three specialty codes. The Federal study of the 
medicare fee schedule- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend for a moment. 

The Chair finds it necessary to ask a temporary Speaker to 
preside. 
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THE SPEAKER P R O  TEMPORE 
(PETER C. WAMBACH) IN T H E  CHAIR I 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Dorr, 
from York County may proceed. 

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, it is exactly in those areas where 
most of the unassigned medicare claims are filed-that is, 
where the so-called overcharge occurs-which were deter- 
mined by the Federal study to be unfair and which would be, 
by Federal action, raised when HCFA takes that action. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I am submitting post- 
pones the effective date of this act until such time as the 
HCFA action takes place and the medicare fee structure is 
made fair. I think it is important to the senior citizens of 
Pennsylvania, who would be damaged by a system in which 
we prevent their physicians from seeking more than an 
unfairly low fee, resulting, I believe, in reduced access for 
those senior citizens to the physicians they want to see. The 
result of imposing this bill on Pennsylvania's physician com- 
munity without waiting for the change in the fee structure 
would be that many physicians will decide either not to prac- 
tice in Pennsylvania - that is, they will choose as a new physi- 
cian to practice somewhere else - or they will choose, if they 
have a large practice in the geriatric area in particular, to 
move their practice to a location where they are not faced by 
this penalty, or more likely, Pennsylvania's physicians will 
decide to limit their practice to a given percentage of medicare 
claims - that is, a physician might well say, I will only accept 
10 percent of my practice as being reimbursable by medicare - 
the result being that many of those senior citizens that we are 
trying to protect by this bill will now no longer be able to see 
the physician that they traditionally see because he will no 
longer or she will no longer accept the medicare patients as a 
large function of their practice. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I am submitting post- 
pones the effective date until 60 days after the Federal action 
takes place. I think that is only reasonable and fair, both to 
the physician community in Pennsylvania, the provider com- 
munity, and to the senior citizens who would be affected by 
this bill and by the reduced access to care that it will provide. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the Dorr amendment, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh County, Repre- 
sentative Pressmann. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Dorr, misspeaks himself a 

little bit when he says this postpones the bill. Mr. Speaker, 
this amendment, if it goes in, kills the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been waiting for years for the Federal 
Government to change these medicare reimbursement figures. 
Mr. Speaker, it is much like the minimum-wage bill that wc 
have waited for years for the Federal Government to act on. If 
we follow the Dorr amendment, we will be following down 
that same trail of waiting for the Federal Government to act. 

Mr. Speaker, the previous President of the United States, 
Mr. Reagan, told us that this was a new era, a new era of fed- 

eralism, where the States would make their own decisions. 
Mr. Speaker, I think that we ought to help make some of the 
decisions for the citizens of our State and enact this provision 
and defeat the Dorr amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the Dorr amendment, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Repre- 
sentative Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think Representative Dorr convinced me that he should be 

making these arguments on the floor of the U.S. Congress, 
but not here. I received information earlier today that United 
States Congressman Stark, who chairs the subcommittee that 
would deal with this issue once the Federal Physician Payment 
Review Commission ever makes their recommendation, once 
it ever gets to them and the process would start in Washing- 
ton, D.C., has stated on the record it would take 4 to 6 years 
to come up with any result. That means that the whole impact 
of the MOM (medicare overcharge measure) amendment at a 
bare minimum would be put off for that period of time. I 
would submit to you that there are too many senior citizens in 
this State who cannot wait that long. 

I ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of the 

amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from York, 
Mr. Dorr. 

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, I am waiting for the Pressmann 
amendment which sets the fees. Since he thinks the State 
ought to be setting the fees and we ought not to be waiting for 
the Federal Government, I assume he has an amendment 
which sets the fees by the State legislature. 

My colleague from Westmoreland apparently is a little 
behind the times, because the U.S. Congress yesterday took 
action on this matter. The House Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, not the subcommittee chaired by Mr. Stark but the House 
Ways and Means Committee, voted yesterday to overhaul the 
way physicians will be paid, and therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
submit that Federal action, which we have not waited for 4 to 
6 years for and will not wait for 4 to 6 years for but which 
rather the study took about 2 years and the decision was made 
in the last several months and is now being implemented 
through action both by HCFA and in the Congress, action 
will be taken in the very near future. 

I submit that again to protect the senior citizens from a lack 
of access that will be created by this bill, we should postpone 
action until the fees are made more fair and the likelihood is 
less that the physicians practicing in Pennsylvania will decide 
to refuse access to their senior citizen patients. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-77 

Adolph Davies Jadlowiec Raymond 
Allen Dempsey Johnson Reinard 
Barley Dininni Kenney Rabbins 
Birmelin Distler Langtry Ryan 
Bortner Dorr Lashinger Saurman 
Brandt Fairchild Lee Scheetz 
Broujos Farga Leh Schuler 
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Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, I. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Colafella 
C0laiv0 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeWeae 
Daley 
Dietterick 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Durham 
Fee 
Fleagle 

Farmer McVerry 
Flick Marsico 
Foster Micozzie 
Fox Miller 
Freind Moehlmann 
Gallen Mowery 
Gladeck Nahill 
Godshall Nailar 
Hagarty Noye 
Heckler O'Brien 
Hershey Piccola 
Jackson Pitts 

Freeman Lucyk 
Gamble McCall 
Gannon McHale 
Geist McNally 
George Maiale 
Gigliotti Maine 
Gruitza Markosek 
G~UPPO Mayernik 
Haluska Melio 
Harper Merry 
Hasay Miehlovie 
Hayden Morris 
Hayes Mrkonie 
Herman Murphy 
Hess O'Donnell 
Howlett Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
ltkin Perzel 
James Pesci 
Jarolin Petrarca 
Iosephs Petrone 
Kaiser Phillips 
Kasunic Pievsky 
Kondrich Pistella 
Kosinski Pressman" 
Kukovich Preston 
LaGrotta Reber 
Laughlin Richardson 
Lescovitz Rieger 
Levdansky Ritter 
Linton Robinson 
Lloyd 

NOT VOTING-0 

Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scrimenti 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Evans Letterman 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I am pleased to return the 
gavel to our permanent Speaker, Representative Manderino. 

THE SPEAKER (JAMES J. MANDE.WN0) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks Representative 
Wambach for presiding. 

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

A2598: 

Amend Title, page I, line 2, by removing the period after 
"patients" and inserting 

; establishing a program of assistance to the elderly in the pur- 
chase of eyeglasses and hearing aids; granting powers to and 
imposing duties on the Department of Aging; establishing a 
payment system; making provisions for funding; providing for 
reports; and fixing penalties for violations of the Eyeglass and 
Hearing Aid Assistance Proeram. 

~ m & d  Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 
CHAPTER I 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Amend Sec. I ,  page 1, line 5, by striking out "1" and insert- 

ing 
101 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 7, by inserting after "Overcharge" 
and Eyeglass and Hearing Aid Assistance 

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

102 
Amend Sec. 2, page 1, lines 9 and 10, by striking out all of 

said lines and inserting 
(a) Legislative finding.-The General Assembly finds that: 

(I) there exists in this Commonwealth a major crisis 
because of the 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 10, by removing the period after 

"Commonwealth" and inserting 
; and 

(2) that an increasing number of the Commonwealth's 
elderly citizens who are living on fixed incomes are exoerienc- 
ing difficulties in meeting th;: costs of eyeglasses and'hearing 
aids. 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 12, by striking out all of said line 

and inserting 
its policy to be that: 

(1) every person in this Commonwealth should 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 22, by striking out all of said lines 

and inserting 
Services; and 

(2) in its responsibilities to provide for the health, 
welfare and safety of its residents, a limited State eyeglass and 
hearing aid assistance program for the elderly shall be estab- 
lished. 

CHAPTER 2 
MEDICARE OVERCHARGE PROVISIONS 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 23, by striking out "3" and insert- 
ina - 

201 
Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 7, by striking out "4" and insert- 

ing 
202 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, line 9, by striking out "5" and insert- 
ing - 

203 
Amend Sec. 5, page 4, line 10, by striking out "4" and insert- 

ing 
202 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, line 19, by striking out "4" and insert- 
ing 

202 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 5, by striking out "6" and insert- 

ing - 
204 

Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
CHAPTER 3 

EYEGLASS AND HEARING AND 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

Section 301. Definitions. 
The following words and phrases when used in this chapter 

shall have the meanings given to them in this section unless the 
context clearlv indicates otherwise: 
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"Board." The Eyeglass and Hearing Aid Assistance Review 
Board. 

"Department." The Department of Aging of the Common- 
wealth. 

"Eligible claimant." A resident of this Commonwealth 65 
years of age and over, whose annual income is less than the 
maximum annual income, and who is not otherwise qualified for 
public assistance under the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), 
known as the Public Welfare Code. 

"Income." All income from whatever source derived, 
including but not limited to, salaries, wages, bonuses, commis- 
sions, income from self-employment, alimony, support money, 
cash public assistance and relief, the gross amount of any pen- 
sions or annuities, including railroad retirement benefits, all ben- 
efits received under the Social Security Act (Public Law 74-271, 
42 U.S.C. $ 301 et seq.), except Medicare henefits, all benefits 
received under State unemployment insurance laws and veterans' 
disability payments, all interest received from the Federal Gov- 
ernment or any state government, or any instrumentality or polit- 
ical subdivision thereof, realized capital gains, rentals, 
workmen's compensation and the gross amount of loss of time 
insurance henefits, life insurance benefits and proceeds, except 

(e) Rebates for expenses prohibited.-A system of rebates 
or reimbursements to the claimant for eyeglasses or hearing aids 
shall be prohibited. 

(f) Request for proposal.-The department shall prepare a 
request for proposal for the purpose of providing eyeglass and 
hearing aid assistance for the elderly within this Commonwealth. 
The request for proposal shall require private contractors to 
submit a three-year proposal not to exceed $300,000,000. Upon 
the adoption of the General Fund Budget, the Department of 
Revenue shall be authorized to transmit the a~orooriated funds in 
the State Lottery Fund to the State ~reasurdr.tobe deposited in 
the Evealass and Hearing Aid Assistance Contract for the Elderly 
Fund which is hereby istahlished. This fund shall consist of 
aoorooriations and interest and shall be created bv the State 
<eas"rer to fund the operations of the program bythe depart- 
ment and the private contractor. Funds not expended in the fiscal 
year in which they were appropriated shall not lapse and be 
available for use in the next fiscal year. 

(g) Additional requests for proposals.-To provide for the 
continued operation of the program, the department shall . . 
prepare, as needed, requests for proposals in addition to that set 
forth in subsection (0, for the purpose of providing eyeglass and . ~ -  

the first $5,000 of the total of death benefits paiments, and gifts hearlng ald assistance for the eideriy within this Commonwealth. 
of cash or property, other than transfers by gift between members I A request " " '  for proposal shall require potential private contractors 
of a househofd, in excess of a total value of $300, but shall not I to ybmit  a prop{sal for a of &me and with monetary limi- 
include surolus food or other relief in kind supplied by a govern- tatlons as determined by the department. Upon the enactment of ~. ~. 
ment agency or property tax rebate. I an appropriation from [he state Lottery Fund, the Department of 

"Maximum annual income." Annual income as determined Revenue shall be authoriled to rransmit the appropriated amount 
by the Department of Aging. Such amount shall not exceed 
$12.000 in the case of single persons nor $15,000 in the case of the - ~ 

combined annual income of married persons. 
"Pharmacy." A pharmacy licensed by theCommonuealth. 
"Private contractor." A person, partnership or corporate 

entity who enters into a contract with the Commonwealth to 
provide services under the provisions of this act. 

"Program." The Eyeglass and Hearing Aid Assistance 
Contract for the Elderlv as established hv this chanter. ~~ 

Section 302. Responsibilities of Department of Aging. 
(a) Determination of elieibilitv.-The deoartment shall . , - .  

adopt regulations relating to the determination bf eligibility of 
~rosoective claimants and oroviders. includine disoensine ohvsi- 
r ~ ~ ~ r  - .  -. . 
cians, and the determination and elimination of program abuse. 
To this end. the deoartment shall establish a comoliance unit 
staffed suffi'ciently tb fulfill this responsibility.  he-department 
shall have the power to declare ineligible any claimant or provider 
who abuses or misuses the program. The department shall have 
the Dower to investigate cases of suspected provider or recipient 
fra"d. 

- 

(b) Physician and pharmacy participation.-Any person or 
corp&ration owned in whole or inpart by a person enrolled as a 
provider in the program, or who has prescribed eyeglasses or a 
hearing aid for a claimant in the program, who is precluded or 
excluded for cause from the Department of Public Welfare's 
Medical Assistance Program shall be precluded or excluded from 
participation in the program. No person or corporation pre- 
cluded or excluded from the Department of Public Welfare's 

to the State Treasurer to be deposited in the Eyeglass and Hearing 
Aid Assistance Contract for the Elderly Fund. Funds not 
expended in the fiscal year in which they were appropriated shall 
not lapse and shall be available for use in the next fiscal year. 

(h) Program criteria.-The program shall include the fol- 
lowing criteria: 

(I) Participating providers of eyeglasses and hearing 
aids are to he paid within 21 days of the contracting firm 
receiving the appropriate substantiation of the transaction. 
The providers shall be entitled to interest for payment not 
made within the 21-day period at a rate approved by the 
board. 

(2) Collection of the copayment by providers shall be 
mandatory. 

(3) Senior citizens participating in the program are not 
required to maintain records of each transaction. 

(4) A system of rebates or reimbursements to eligible 
claimants for eyeglass and hearing aid expenses shall be pro- 
hibited. 

(5) The system established shall include a participant 
copayment schedule of $4 for each hearing aid or pair of eye- 
glasses for the first year of the contract. The copayment shall 
increase or decrease on the annual basis by the average 
percent change of costs for hearing aids or eyeglasses plus a 
differential to raise the copayment to the next highest 250 
increment. In addition, the department may approve a request 
for increase or decrease in the level of copayment based upon i the financial experience and projections of the program and 

Medical Assistance Program shall have claims resulting from eye- after consultation with the hoard. The department is prohib- 
glasses or hearing aids paid for by the program. I ited from approving adjustments to the copayment on more 

(c)  yeg glass and hearing aid review system.-The depart- 
ment shall ensure that a state-of-the-art eyeglass and hearing aid 
review system is established to monitor and correct misutilization 
of eyeglasses and hearing aids. 

(d) Reduced assistance.-Any eligible claimant whose eye- 
glass or hearing aid costs are covered in part by any other plan of 
assistance or insurance may he required to receive reduced assis- 
tance under the provisions of this act at the discretion of the 
department. 

than a semiannual basis. 
(6) The program shall consist of payments to providers 

on behalf of eligible claimants for the average wholesale cost 
of eyeglasses and hearing aids which exceed the copayment 
plus a dispensing fee of at least $2.50 or the dispensing fee 
required by the Department of Welfare under its Medical 
Assistance Program under the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, 
No.Zl), known as the Public Welfare Code, whichever is 
greater. 
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. 
the department shall develop and promulgarr \prcit~- regula- S~. t~on 305. l'unaltie~. 
lions governing the pracri~e of mail ordcl prov~ders and other 1 ' a  I'rohibltcd azt* a114 irim~nill ~cna1t1c,.-Ir shall be 

(7) In no case shall the Commonwealth be charged 
more than the price of the eyeglasses or hearing aids at the 
particular provider on the date of the sale. 

(8) The department may not enter into a contract with a 
private contractor for an exclusive mail order system for the 
delivery of eyeglasses or bearing aids under this program. 
Only mail order services provided by providers which have 
their principal place of business within this Commonwealth 
may participate as providers under the program. Within a 
neriod of six months following the effective date of this act. 

(c) Review.-Using the semiannual reports submitted by the 
department pursuant to section 302(i) and other appropriate data 
sources, the board shall conduct a semiannual review. The board 
shall develop recommendations concerning any changes in the 
level of copayment or in the level of fees paid to participating 
pharmacists. The hoard may also recommend other changes in 
the structure of the program and direct the department to enter 
into discussions with the private contractor concerning amend- 
ments to the contract. The copayment schedule shall only be 
adiusted on a semiannual basis. 

enrolid providers. 
(9) The program must be in place and operational 

within 90 days of the effectivedate of the contract. 
(10) For-profit third party insurers and not-for-profit 

eyeglass and hearing aid plans shall reimburse the department 
for any payments made to a provider on behalf of a claimant 
covered by such a third party. 

(11) Any health care professional rendering service as a 
member of a utilization review committee for this program 
shall not be liable for any civil damages as a result of any acts 
or omissions in rendering the service as a member of any such 
committee except any acts or omissions intentionally designed 
to harm or any grossly negligent acts or omissions which 
result in harm to the person receiving such service. 
(i) Reports by department.-The department shall maintain 

monthly statistical records on the program to effectively deter- 
mine the cost of the program, level of participation and any 
patterns of unusual eyeglass or hearing aid usage. Based on this 
information, the department shall submit a report every six 
months to the Aging and Youth Committee in the Senate, the 
Health and Welfare Committee in the House and the board. The 
semiannual report shall contain, but is not limited to, all informa- 
tion relating to the number of persons served by the program, 
their counties of residence, a breakdown of the numbers and 
kinds of eyeglasses and hearing aids used, their cost and an esti- 
mate of actual expenses incurred by providers participating in the 
program. The department shall issue a report on the effectiveness 
of the cost containment strategies contained within this act to the 
General Assembly within 18 months of the effective date of this 
act. 

(i) Adjustments to program.-The department is authorized 
to enter into discussions with the private contractor pursuant to 
section 304(c). 
Section 303. Contract. 

Section 304. Board. GERMANENESS QUESTIONED 
(a) Establishment.-An Eyeglass and Hearing Aid Assis- 

unlawful for any person to submit a false or fraudulent claim or 
application under this chapter; to aid or abet another in the sub- 
mission of a false or fraudulent claim or application; to receive 
benefits or reimbursement under a Federal, State or private 
program for prescription assistance and claim or receive dupli- 
cative benefits hereunder; to solicit, receive, offer or pay any 
kickback, bribe or rebate, in cash or in-kind, from or to any 
person in connection with the furnishing of services under this 
chapter; or to otherwise violate any provision of this chapter. 
Any person who commits a prohibited act shall be charged with a 
criminal offense pursuant to the provisions of Title 18 of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes (relating to crimes and 
offenses). 

(b) Suspension of license.-Any provider who has been 
found guilty under this chapter shall be subject to a suspension of 
his license to practice for a period of one year. 

(c) Repayment of gain.-Any provider or recipient who is 
found guilty under this chapter is subject to repay three times the 
value of the material gain he received. 
Section 306. Implementation of chapter. 

Implementation of the provisions of this chapter shall be in 
accordance with the following time-frame guidelines: 

(1) The department shall publish its request for pro- 
posal in the Pennsylvania Bulletin within 60 days of the effec- 
tive date of this chapter. 

(2) The deadline for submitting bids on the proposal 
shall be 60 days from the date of publication. 

(3) The department must make a selection and enter 
into a contract within 30 days of the close of bids. 

CHAPTER 4 
MISCELLANEOUS 

Amend Sec. 7, page 5 ,  line 27, by striking out "7" and insert- 
ing 

401 
The department is authorized to enter into a contract provid- 

ing for eyeglasses and hearing aids to eligible persons pursuant to 
this act. The department shall select a proposal that includes, but 
is not limited to, the criteria set forth in section 302. 

tance Review Board shall he established to ensure that the ~ h ,  SPEAKER, ~h~ from westmoreland, M ~ ,  
program is providing and continues to provide the assistance 
intended in a fiscallv resnonsible manner without excessivelv Kukovich, seeks recognition. For what purpose does the gen- 

On the question, 
the agree to the alr,endments? 

- .  
hampering eyeglass or hearing aid providers. tleman rise? 

(b) Comoosition.-The board shall be comorised of the f o l  I Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to make a . , 
lowing seven persons: 

(1) The Secretary of ~ g i n g ,  who shall serve as its chair- 
man. 

(2) The Secretary of Revenue. 
(3) The Secretary of Health. 
(4) Four public members, one appointed by the Presi- 

shall include two senior citizens, one eyeglass provider and 
one hearing aid provider. 

motion on germaneness on this amendment. As I look it over, 
it is very clear to me that the medicare overcharge measure is a 
freestanding act. What this amendment does is create a brand- 
new assistance program that does not relate directly to what 
we are trying to d o  with the medicare overcharges. 1 think the 

dent pro tempore of the Senate, one appointed by the Minor- 
ity Leader of the Senate, one appointed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and one appointed by the Minority 
Leader of the House of Representatives. Those appointed 

amendment is not relevant and is not in a natural and logical 

sequence to the subject matter, and it is clearly nongermane, 
and I would ask the members to vote accordingly. 
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Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, has raised 
the question of germaneness on the Johnson amendment, 
A2598. For the information of the members, under rule 27 of 
the House, "Questions involving whether an amendment is 
germane to the subject shall be decided by the House." The 
question of germaneness is also a debatable question. The 
question now is, is the Johnson amendment germane? 

On the question, 

Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 

Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B, D, 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, '. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
Davies 
Dernpscy 
Dietterick 

Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
Perlel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Raymond 

Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J 
Telek 
Vroon 
wars 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Will the House sustain the germaneness of the amend- NAYS-101 
ments? 

Aeosta Fee McCall Roebuck 
The SPEAKER. On that question, Representative Johnson 

from Blair is recognized. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would attract your attention to page I, section 2(a), which 

says, "The General Assembly finds that there exists in this 
Commonwealth a major crisis because of the continuing 
escalation of costs for health care services. Because of the 
continuing escalation of costs, an increasingly large number 
of Pennsylvania citizens have severely limited access to appro- 
priate and timely health care. Senior citizens and the disabled 
are disadvantaged by the continuing escalation of costs ...." 
That is exactly what my amendment does. It deals with the 
escalation of costs of hearing aids and eyeglasses. 

1 would urge that we consider the needs of our senior citi- 
zens who have to wear eyeglasses to see, who must have 
hearing aids if they are going to hear. I would stress the point 
that many of our senior citizens today are in skilled nursing 
homes, and we at the State are paying their cost there, because 
they could not see the steps, because they could not hear- 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. JOHNSON. -the smoke detectors. Thank you, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is whether 

or not the amendment is germane, and although the question 
is debatable, the question is confined to the germaneness of 
the amendment. 

On the question of germaneness, the yeas and nays will now 
be taken. Those voting "yea" will vote that the amendment is 
germane; those voting "nay" will vote that the amendment is 
not germane to the subject matter. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the germaneness of the amend- 

ments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 

Dininni 
Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gannan 

Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kenney 
Kandrieh 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsica 
Merry 
Micazzie 
Miller 

Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BoRner 
Bowley 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizra 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

Freeman McHale 
Gamble McNally 
George Maiale 
Gigliotti Maine 
Gruitza Markosek 
Haluska Mayernik 
Harper Melio 
Hayden Michlovic 
Howlett Morris 
Hughes Mrkonic 
ltkin Murphy 
James O'Donnell 
Jarolin Olasz 
losephs Oliver 
Kaiser Pesci 
Kasunie Petrarca 
Kosinski Petrone 
Kukovich Pievsky 
LaGrotta Pistella 
Laughlin Pressmann 
Lescovitr Preston 
Levdansky Richardson 
Linton Rieger 
Lloyd Ritter 
Lucyk Robinson 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Rudy 
Rybak 
Scrimenti 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Wambach 
Weston 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

I Evans Letterman 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendments 
were declared not germane. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The gentleman, Mr. Dorr, from York County is recognized 
on final passage. 

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, 1 think it is appropriate that we 
consider the real effects of this legislation. 

This is a bill that, to the best of my knowledge, for the first 
time this legislature is going to set prices. That is a process 
which over the years has proven fruitless for the Federal Gov- 
ernment, which has tried it on numerous occasions, and we 
have always disrupted the economy in the process, and if we 
embark on this course with this legislation in this particular 
field, there is no stopping us from doing it in every other field 
that is imaginable. Now, for those of you who believe in a reg- 
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ulated economy, for those of you who believe that this gov- 
ernment should be in the business of fixing prices, then I 
suppose you ought to vote for this bill; but for those of you 
who believe in the free enterprise system and who believe that 
a humanely regulated economy is better, then I think you 
should vote against this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the regulations imposed under this bill, as I 
indicated in the discussion on my amendment, will inevitably 
force an access problem for the very senior citizens that the 
proponents of this measure believe they are trying to help. 
The experience in the one State which cooked this idea up, 
Massachusetts, has been negative. Ninety percent of the hos- 
pitals surveyed in Massachusetts after the bill had been in 
effect for a while reported that they were having difficulty 
recruiting physicians. The reasons assigned to that difficulty 
were manifold, but the second most prominent reason was 
this measure. 

For those two reasons, Mr. Speaker, the fact that this 
measure sets us on a course in which the legislature begins to 
set prices and for the reason that we will be4hurting the very 
senior citizens that we proposed and promote this measure to 
be able to help, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that we ought to be 
voting against this measure. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on final passage of the bill. 
On that question, Representative Ryan, the minority leader, is 
recognized. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I really did not know how I was going to vote 

on this measure until the last few minutes. It is one of the few 
bills today or yesterday that I listened to attentively. 1 am 
torn, as I am sure many of you are torn whether you are going 
to- At least some of our people, I know, are torn whether we 
are going to interfere in the private enterprise system, whether 
we are going to get involved in medical practice, whether we 
are helping or hurting the senior citizens. We know we are 
probably helping them financially, but in the long run, are we 
really helping them? 

I am going to vote against it, and the reason is really pretty 
simple for me, I guess. I happen to believe what the gentle- 
man, Mr. Dorr, said, that doctors are going to stop practic- 
ing. There are plenty of patients out on the streets today, there 
are plenty of patients in the hospitals, and there are plenty of 
them that can pay the going rate that is set by the medical pro- 
fession. 

We have seen, each and every one of us has seen, over the 
years a diminution in the availability of medical help for 
people in nursing homes, people on medicare and medicaid, 
because we are not paying adequate fees. We have all been in 
here from time to time arguing with the leaders, arguing with 
one another, that we have to increase fees because doctors are 
not going to perform dental services because we do not pay 
them enough; podiatrists are not going to perform their ser- 
vices because we do not pay them enough. I think it is wrong. 
They deserve to be paid for their expertise and their time. But 
when we go the next step, when we go the next step and we 
say, Donald Trump, because he is of age, you can charge him 

-- 

only the same amount that you can charge someone that is 
impoverished and in a nursing home, that is not right. What it 
is going to do is it is going to drive the physicians out of the 
area of practice dealing with the aged. They are just not going 
to practice, because as I understand this bill, a person going 
into a doctor's office, if he is of age and qualifies for the med- 
icare card, he cannot even offer to pay more, and I think that 
is wrong. A good physician who elects to limit his practice to 
people who do not fit into this category of protection, all of a 
sudden you cannot go to him anymore; his services are not 
available, and eventually we are going to be performing a 
disservice to the very people we are trying to help. 

Now, some of the amendments that were offered, particu- 
larly Mr. Mowery's, I thought, made some sense. He 
increased or put a level in and said that at the rate of $12,000 
or $24,000 or $30,000 in the case of a couple, you can be 
charged the full amount. Well, that made some sense to me, 
although I do not like to again even be interfering with the 
rate schedules, but to just arbitrarily say that you cannot 
charge a person 65-and that is what we are really talking 
about-65 or more years of age, regardless of the ability to 
pay, more than a set fee, I think you are going to take physi- 
cians out of the marketplace. Physicians who would ordi- 
narily be taking care of the older population just are not going 
to be available, and I think it will come back to haunt us at 
some later date. 

For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I am voting against this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on final passage of the bill. 

On that question, from Lehigh County, Representative 
Snyder is recognized. 

Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand to raise some of the same concerns 

that were previously spoken by Representative Ryan but 
perhaps in a different aspect. I stand, Mr. Speaker, for my 
concern about what this will do to our senior citizens. 

Let us first realize what this bill does. Right now there is 
really no problem of access to care for our elderly because 
they can go to physicians who are willing to accept the medi- 
care reimbursement or we have senior citizens who are willing 
to pay the little bit of extra to go to the physician of their 
choice who chooses not to participate. The medicare rates his- 
torically had been going down in relation to the actual cost of 
performing the services. Since 1987 the medicare rates have 
essentially been frozen for physicians. What this bill will do, 
Mr. Speaker, is further reduce those reimbursements to our 
physicians, and let me explain how that will happen. 

Presently medicare is based on a usual, customary, and rea- 
sonable rate reimbursement; that is, it is based on a percent- 
age of what the actual charge is that the physician bills to that 
patient. Let me give you an example: If a physician charges 
$100 for a physical examination, that physician charges every 
patient the same amount of money. However, Blue Cross may 
give him $80 for that fee; medicare may give him $60 for that 
fee in reimbursement. Mr. Speaker, under HB 700, the physi- 
cian would no longer be allowed to bill that $100, even though 
today he bills it hut only accepts $60 of it and writes the other 
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$40 off. Under this bill, that physician would now only be 
allowed to bill the $60. After a year of billing at that lower 
rate, that physician will have his usual, customary, and rea- 
sonahle rate reestablished at a much lower rate than the $100, 
because that $60 billing now has reduced his UCR, so next 
year that physician may only get about $55 instead of $60 
because his UCR has now been reduced. Over a couple of 
years one can see bow this is going to eventually become very 
unreimhursable to a physician and which is going to accelerate 
the number of physicians who do not choose to accept medi- 
care. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, if a patient chooses to go to a physician 
who is not participating today, that is their choice. Under this 
legislation, our senior citizens would lose their freedom of 
choice. If a physician decides that he is not going to accept 
medicare patients anymore, as a result of this legislation or as 
a result of the inaction by Congress to adjust their rates, the 
senior citizen cannot go to that doctor anymore. If my mother 
needs medical help and needs a neurologist, right now I am 
going to try to find the best neurologist around, and 1 ar.1 
willing to try to pay the price for that neurologist. However, if 
my neurologist will no longer accept medicare, I can no longer 
go to that neurologist and say, will you please treat my 
mother; I am willing to pay the difference between medicare 
and what you charge on a regular basis. Under tbis law, it 
would be illegal for that physician to accept my mother as his 
patient, no matter if I am willing to pay the price or not. 

Mr. Speaker, we looked historically just about a year ago to 
Congress passing the catastrophic health care coverage under 
the medicare program. This was looked at as a very attractive 
package to senior citizens across the country. It was advo- 
cated by labor organizations, senior citizens organizations, 
and many other groups who felt we had to help our senior citi- 
zens in this manner. An analogy, Mr. Speaker, is to look at 
how many times have you stood in front of a candy counter, 
hungry for some sweets, and looked at the most attractive 
wrapper and bought that purchase of candy, only to find that 
what was inside really was not what you were expecting. Mr. 
Speaker, we have the same with this bill today. The senior citi- 
zens expect to be getting something that they are not going to 
be receiving. They are going to be losing freedom of choice. 
They are going to be losing access to care. They are going to 
be losing quality health care. They are going to be in the same 
situation, Mr. Speaker, that this House is trying to address 
with our medicaid patients. 

I for one, Mr. Speaker, do not want to make our senior citi- 
zens second-class citizens in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania. We have no control over the medicare program. It is a 
Federal program. Therefore, we cannot address the rate side 
that would make this program equitable and take care of the 
concerns I have raised. We have to depend on Congress for 
that. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, we are causing a problem 
without the ability to provide a solution. 

Mr. Speaker, I am voting "no" today out of my concern 
for senior citizens, and I think that the realization, if this law 
goes into effect, will quickly sink into their minds. Thank 
you. 

JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 29, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Montgomery 
County, Representative Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this bill also, and I 

think we really need to look at what is happening or what will 
happen if indeed we pass tbis bill. Representative Snyder has 
listed many of the problems. At the present time a senior 
citizen can in fact receive care and pay no more than the medi- 
care fee. There are doctors who have provided up to 92 
percent of all of that coverage, and 1 would suspect that some 
of the 8 percent that remains are anesthesiologists who in fact, 
as I understand it from talking to them, receive about 35 
percent of what their fee will be. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
who is going to perform that task if this bill goes on insofar as 
the senior citizen is concerned. I do not know where we are 
going to get the people that are needed for that. I do not know 
where we are going to get the doctors. And 1 think that it is 
going to be a serious problem. I think it is going to put a big 
hole right in the middle of the whole process insofar as opera- 
tions are concerned. 

What will we be doing if we pass this bill? Are we going to 
reduce rates? No: we cannot do that. Are we going to force 
doctors to treat people because we have passed this legisla- 
tion? No; we cannot do that. What then have we done? We 
have limited the number of doctors; we have limited the access 
to these people as far as the senior citizens are concerned. 
Now they can go where they choose. They do not have to go 
to a doctor who will not accept medicare and pay that extra 
amount. And we are not going to make that any better for 
them. They are not going to be able to go to those doctors and 
insist that those doctors charge them only the medicare fee. 
The doctors are still going to be able to determine whether or 
not they are going to provide the service. 

What we are saying to the senior citizens is, you can no 
longer go where you want to go; you are going to have to go to 
the doctors who agree, and whether you want to pay or not- 
as a matter of fact, even if you want to pay-you will not be 
able to go to those doctors who do not accept medicare. We 
have not improved their lot one bit. We have not reduced the 
amount of money that they are going to pay. They are still 
going to pay their 20-percent copay. I think that when we look 
at it very closely, we are doing a very great disservice to our 
senior citizens, and for those that I have talked to and 
explained it, they haveagreed. 

I think that here is a picture that sounds good, a headline 
that looks good, but a program that is not good and not in the 
best interests of our senior citizens. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Westmoreland 
County, Representative Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If members were still listening to the last three or four argu- 

ments, there were two points that were raised that are really 
fascinating. One is that if you take their logical argument 
about the free enterprise system, what some of them were 
arguing was, let us abolish medicare, because this bill does not 
set prices, the medicare system does. All this bill does is ask 
for fairness in enforcement of the medicare system. 
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Number two, they talked about accessibility. Now, there 
are two things that come to mind when they talk about acces- 
sibility. Mr. Speaker, you cannot have it both ways. At one 
point you argue, wait a minute; almost everybody is accepting 
assignment; it is only a small percentage that are overcharg- 
ing. Well, if that is the case, if this passes, how is that hurting 
anybody? Then there would be accessibility. 

Secondly, in Massachusetts where they passed a much more 
severe MOM bill, according to testimony in September of 
1988 from a doctor from Massachusetts, the number of 
doctors increased by 26 percent in that State with the passage 
of the Massachusetts MOM hill. 

Finally, I find some of these arguments to be insulting to 
senior citizens that we can stand here and tell them, you do 
not know what is in your best interests. Nine hundred and 
sixteen of your organizations across this State have been loh- 
hying for this legislation for years, and then you stand up and 
tell us that we are doing the wrong thing. I find that insulting 
to senior citizens, and I think we should vote "yes" with 
authority and overwhelmingly on this hill in the next few 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Cumherland 
County, Representative Mowery. 

Mr. MOWERY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I do not know who is to be insulted, but I certainly am per- 

sonally insulted by some of the comments that the former 
speaker has just made. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, there were quite a few groups who 
were very supportive of the catastrophic bill that was passed 
last year in Congress until they found out exactly how it 
affected them and how much it was going to cost them for all 
these freebies that were going to he given to them as a result of 
the improved medicare program that took place this year and 
will further be improved next year. Now there is a tremendous 
movement on in this country by our over-aged5 group to ask 
to have that repealed, because they cannot afford all these 
good things that we, as government, have given them. 

You know, medical treatment and the people who provide 
it to our senior citizens are doing it not the way we are looking 
to build our automobiles, with robots and no personal atten- 
tion, hut we have prided ourselves in this country of providing 
medical treatment and professional care, both through the 
dentists and through our legal profession, on time and per- 
sonal consultation. You and 1 both know that if we were in 
any business today that automatically had government say, 
this is the maximum you charge, that one way or another with 
our ingenuity, we would find a way to reduce the time and 
effort that we put into our practice in order to still make the 
same bottom line. And, Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what is 
going to happen to our senior citizens. There are going to he 
many tests that probably will not be required as much as they 
are today because of the limits as far as what they will he reim- 
bursed. 

I think that we should take a very serious thought, that of 
all the problems today that have created the increased costs of 
medical care, much of it is because of our own ingenuity in 

this country - because of our laboratories; because of our sci- 
entists finding ways in which they can better help our people 
stay healthier and live longer. And that really is why the 
doctors' costs are going up, because the procedures and the 
equipment they need to keep us alive are costing more. In my 
opinion, long after this vote is taken, time will tell whether or 
not you have done your senior citizens a favor. 

I think anyone with any intelligence knows that cost con- 
tainment of health is not solely the responsibility of our 
doctors today in this country. Pennsylvania probably has 
been one of the greatest States as far as being blessed with 
good physicians because of what you and I do here year after 
year at this time of supporting substantial contributions from 
the State Treasury to our medical schools in Pennsylvania. 

I think that we should take a real look and realize that a 
Band-Aid of putting on the caps that we are proposing here 
today and having forced mandating, even though I think the 
Representative said that this bill does not mandate anything- 
Mr. Speaker, it mandates everything. So I suggest that you 
think very hard, and I ask for your vote against this piece of 
legislation that will do nothing hut create problems for our 
senior citizens. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Lehigh County, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Pressmann. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in the debate today there are many that have 

said that we do not really need this because so many doctors 
take part. Now they are saying that if we make this law that 
doctors must act in a certain way, now the doctors will not 
take part. 

A number of the speakers have said that because of the 
present reimbursement system, doctors are going to he hurt 
and they will not take part. Yet Mr. Dorr has assured us that it 
is imminent that the rates are going to be changed. So I will 
take Mr. Dorr's word for it that the rates are going to be 
changed soon and this bill in no way will affect that rate 
change. 

Mr. Speaker, across this Commonwealth, from Alhurtis in 
Mr. Snyder's district all the way out to the Seneca Valley and 
with a couple of stops in Mr. Ryan's district in Media, senior 
citizens groups have endorsed this proposal - over 900 groups. 
And, Mr. Speaker, they have told us very loud and clear with 
their voices and with their votes that they support this pro- 
posal. Mr. Speaker, they do not have lobbyists in the back 
hall today. Mr. Speaker, they do not have PAC's (political 
action committees) that support their position. All they have 
is themselves, and they have told us they want this. They think 
this is good for them, and, Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to 
help them today. 1 ask for a positive vote. 

The SPEAKER. From Indiana County, the Chair recog- 
nizes Representative Wass. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will be brief. 
I would like to interrogate Representative Kukovich, 

please. 
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Blaum 
Bortner 
Bow ley 
Boyes 
Bums 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawlcy 
Cohen 
Colafella 
C0laizz0 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dietterick 

Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Howldt 
Hughes 
Itkin 
lames 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 

NOT 

Maine 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 

VOTING-I 

Evans Letterman 

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

Steighner 
Stish 
Stuban 
Tangretli 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Warnbash 
Weston 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

negative, and the 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, on final passage of 
the bill, from Delaware County, Representative Gannon. 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate 
the sponsor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, the interrogation by Mr. 
Wass- 

Mr. OLIVER. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 

Oliver, is recognized on a point of order. 
Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Speaker, would 1 be in order for a 

motion? 
The SPEAKER. That is not a point of order, Mr. Oliver. 
Mr. OLIVER. What would it be, Mr. Speaker? 

MOTION FOR PREVIOUS QUESTION 

Mr. OLIVER. 1 call for the previous question, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 

The Speaker will read from rule 11 of the House: "A 
member who has the floor may not he interrupted, except for 
questions of order or by a motion for the previous question. 
With his consent, a member may yield the floor for questions 
related to the subject ..." matter. The gentleman interrupted 
Mr. Gannon, who had the floor, to make a motion for the 
previous question and is in order under the rules of the House. 

The motion has been made to close debate by the previous 
question. That motion requires 20 seconds. The Chair will 
take it that those standing are seconds to the motion. If you 
do not want to be counted as a second, please be seated. 

The gentleman, Mr. Stuban, a second; Representative 
Daley, a second; Representative Corrigan; Representative 
Morris; Representative Pressmann; Representative Ritter; 
Representative Rybak; Representative Maiale; Representative 
Bishop; Representative Kosinski; Representative Thomas; 
Representative Acosta; Representative Richardson; Represen- 
tative Josephs; Representative Donatucci; Representative 
Rieger; Representative Williams; Representative Roebuck; 
Representative Harper; Representative Petrone; Representa- 
tive Gigliotti; Representative Preston; Representative Mark- 
osek. I think there were 20, the proper number of seconds. 

The question is on the motion for the previous question. 
The motion for the previous question is not debatable. Those 
voting in the affirmative will be voting to cut off debate at this 
time; those in the negative, to continue debate. The leaders 
can be recognized on the question. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader, 
Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, of course, would appeal to the sense of fair 

play of the members of this House. This bill is a tremendously 
important bill, important not only to the citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania but important to all the members of this House and all 
the members of the legislature generally, including those in 
the other chamber. I think the remarks that are made on this 
floor may very well be remarks that could travel over to the 
other chamber, and perhaps some Senator would adopt a 
position suggested by one of those debating on the floor. 

I am really surprised with a bill such as this that such stal- 
warts of the sense of fair play and liberal causes, of freedom 
of speech, are among those who stood up to cut off that free 
speech, great patriots like my friend, Mr. Morris, Babette 
Josephs, Representative Ritter-l am really surprised-Mr. 
Preston, and I just do not think it is right. It is not that this 
has been debated for hours upon hours. This has been under 
debate for probably 20 minutes to three-quarters of an hour 
somewhere. It has not been a debate that has gotten out of 
hand. It is one that has been very serious, and I think it is a 
sign of weakness on the part of those who would close off 
dehate. It is an abuse, in my judgment, of majority status to 
cut off debate that is really instigated to a certain extent by the 
minority. 

Out of a sense of fair play, I am asking that this not be 
resorted to at this time. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 

Oliver, is recognized. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. OLIVER. I want to withdraw it. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman, in my opinion, is not able 
to withdraw it without seconds withdrawing. 

The House will be at ease. 

1 am being informed by the majority leader that the with- 
drawal by Representative Oliver has now been withdrawn. 

The gentleman allows his motion to stand, has not asked 
that it be withdrawn, and the question is on the previous ques- 
tion. Those in favor signify by saying "aye"; those opposed, 
"nay." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-11 

Cam Durham Josephs 
Corrigan Gigliotti Kasinski 
Daley Harper Morris 

NAYS-189 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bartner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltapirone 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Darr 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geisl 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
GNitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Hasav 

Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
M U ~ D ~ Y  

Pressmann 
Ritter 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tavlor. F. 

NOT VOTINC-1 

Fairchild 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The SPEAKER. On final passage of the bill, the Chair rec- 
ognizes Representative Cannon from Delaware County. 

Mr. CANNON. I forgot what I was going to ask. 
The SPEAKER. That is a bright note. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, will the prime sponsor 

consent to interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. On final passage of the bill, for the second 

time, Representative Saurman is recognized. 
Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Two points that I want to make. One was, the previous 

speaker was speaking about the accessibility and what is the 
difference. The difference is that there are doctors today who 
will not accept assignment as such in a formal agreement but 
do in fact accept medicare payments, and they take care of a 
lot of these patients. There are also doctors who will not 
accept and will not, again, sign a formal agreement but they 
take care of these senior citizens for nothing because they 
have taken care of them for all the years that they were able to 
pay. They will not be able to do that, and half of this hill is the 
penalties that they will pay for taking care of their seniors at 
no cost. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of final passage of the 
bill, Representative Cannon from Delaware is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate 
the sponsor. 

The SPEAKER. He remembers what he wanted to ask. 
The gentleman consents to interrogation. You may 

Clark; J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizro 
Cole 
Camell 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Davies 
Dcmpsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

~appibianca ~ a y d e n   ahi ill   ail or; J. 
Carlson Hayes Nailor Telek 

Heckler Noye Thomas Cawley 
Cessar Herman O'Brien Tigue 
Chadwick Hershey O'Donnell Trello 
Civera Hess Olasz Trich 
Clark, B. D. Howlett Oliver Van Horne 
clark. D. F. Hughes Perzel Veon 

1tkL 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 

proceed. 
Mr. CANNON. Briefly, Mr. Speaker. 
On the charges, if medicare is only paying 80 percent, under 

this provision, would it be legal for the doctor to charge the 
patient the balance if medicare is not paying the full amount 
of the charge that it says is appropriate? 

Pesci 
Pctrarca 
Pctrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitls 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Robinson 

Vraon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Spcakcr 

Mr. KUKOVICH. I am not sure I understand. Medicare 
pays 80 percent. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill says, "...reasonable charge for 
the service provided, as determined by the United States Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services." Now, if medicare is 
reimbursing at a rate of, say, 80 percent, under this bill is it 
legal for a physician to charge the patient the copay or the 
additional 20 percent? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. No, they cannot charge the copay. That 
is still governed by Federal law. This bill does not address 
that. 

Mr. CANNON. So under this provision, the physician 
would even he prohibited from collecting the difference 
between the 80 percent and the 20-percent copay? 
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Mr. KUKOVICH. Yes. This bill has noeffest on that. 
Mr. GANNON. It has no effect or it would not be legal? 
Mr. KUKOVICH. No. This bill does not address that, so 

under the Federal law, the 20-percent copay would still be 
picked up by the medicare recipient. 

Mr. GANNON. So under this proposal, the medicare recip- 
ient would still have to pay the 20 percent. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. That is right. 
Mr. GANNON. 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. 

YEAS-140 

Acosta Fee Linton Robinson 
Adolph Fleaglc Lloyd Roebuck 
Men Freeman Lucyk Rudy 
Angstadt Gamble McCall Rybak 
Argall Gannon McHale Saloam 
Battisto Geist McNally Scrimenti 
Belardi George Maiale Semmel 
Belfanti Gigliotti Maine Staback 
Billow Gladeck Markosek Stairs 
Bishop Gruitza Marsico Steighner 
Blaum GNPPO Mayernik Stish 
Bonner Haluska Melio Stuban 
Bowley Harper Michlovic Tangretti 
Boyes Hasay Micazzie Taylor, F. 
Burns Hayden Morris Taylor, I. 
Caltagirone Hayes Mrkonic Telek 
Cappabianca Herman Murphy Thomas 
Carn Hess Nahill Tigue 
Caw ley Howlett Nailor Trello 
Civera Hughes O'Donnell Trich 
Clark, B. D. ltkin Olasz Van Horne 
Cohen lames Oliver Veon 
Colafella Jarolin Perzel Wambach 
Colaiuo Johnson Pesci Weston 
Cole losephs Petrarca Williams 
Cornell Kaiser Petrone Wilson 
Corrigan Kasunic Pievsky Wogan 
Cowell Kenney Pistella Wazniak 
COY Kondrich Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
DeLuca Kosinski Preston Wright, I. L. 
DeWeese Kukovich Raymond Wright, R. C. 
Daley LaGrotta Reber Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Lashinger Richardson 
Dombrowski Laughlin Rieger Manderina, 
Donatucci Lescovitz Ritter Speaker 
Fairchild Levdansky 

NAYS-61 

Barley Dininni lackson Reinard 
Birmelin Distler ladlowiec Robbins 
Black Dorr Lamtry Ryan 
Brandt Durham Lee Saurman 
Broujos Fargo Leh Schectz 
Bunt Farmer McVerry Schuler 
Burd Flick Merry Seralini 
Bush Foster Miller Smith, B. 
Carlson Fox Moehlrnann Smith, S. H. 
Cessar Freind Mowery Snyder, D. W. 
Chadwick Gallen Noye Snyder, G. 
Clark, D. F. Godshall O'Brien Strittmatter 
Clark. 1. H. Hagarty Phillips Taylor, E. 2. 
Clymer Heckler Piccola Vroon 
Davies Hershey Pitts Wass 
Dempsey 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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 present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is happy to welcome and rec- 
ognize to the hall of the House this afternoon Shirley Bigley, 
who is the mother of Jonathan Bigley, a former staffer of the 
Speaker and presently with the Governor's Office. Shirley 
Bigley is a guest of the Speaker. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 382, PN 
422, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 28, 1947 (P. L. 1110, No. 
476), known as the "Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act," adding a 
definition of "heavy commercial vehicle"; and providing for 
contracts, for rates and for refunding requirements. 

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

A1328: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 20, by striking out "motor" 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 3), page 2, line 5, by striking out "motor" 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 3), page 2, line 6, by striking out ''motor" 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3), page 2, line 8, by striking out "a&" 

and inserting 
3 or 

Amend S F 2  (Sec. 13), page 2, line 22, by striking out 
"motor" 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 14), page 3, line 9, by striking out 
"motor" - 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 211, page 3, line 29, by striking out 
"motor" where it appears the second time 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. ZI), page 4 ,  line 3, by striking out 
"motor" 

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 22), page 5, line 9, by striking out 
"motor" - 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, on the amendment, 
Representative Taylor from Fayette County. 

Mr. F. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The amendment is just a clarification amendment to the bill 

to make it perfectly clear that a variable loan can be made 
either on the tractor or the trailer. It is an agreed-to amend- 
ment. I believe both sides agree to it. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Representative Gallen 
from Berks County is recognized. 
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Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is agreed to. I 
would like to see unanimous passage of this amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

Godshall 

Dombrowski Laughlin 
Donatucci Lee 
Dorr Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Fairchild Levdansky 
Fargo Linton 
Farmer Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fleagle McCall 
Flick McHale 
Foster McNally 
Fox McVerry 
Freeman Maiale 
Freind Maine 
Gallen Markosek 
Gamble Marsico 
Cannon Mayernik 
Geist Melio 
George Merry 
Gigliotti Michlovic 
Gladeck Micarzie 
Gruitza Miller 
Gruppa Moehlmann 
Hagarty Morris 
Haluska Mowery 
Harper Mrkonie 
Hasay Murphy 
Hayden Nahill 
Hayes Nailor 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
Itkin Pesci 
Jackson Petrarca 
Jadlowiec Petrane 
James Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressman" 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
Langtry Rieger 
Lashinger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING- 

Ritter 
Robbinr 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salwm 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This hill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed to and is now 6n final passage. 

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

and nays will 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark. 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cahen 
Calafella 
Colaiuo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

now be taken. 

Dombrowski Lashingcr 
Donatucci Laughlin 
Dorr Lee 
Durham Leh 
Fairchild Leseovitr 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer Linton 
Fee Lloyd 
Fleagle Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster McHale 
Fox McNally 
Freeman McVerry 
Freind Maiale 
Gallen Maine 
Gamble Markosek 
Cannon Marsico 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gigliatti Merry 
Gladeck Michlavic 
Godshall Mieouie 
Gruitza Miller 
Gruppo Moehlmann 
Hagarty Morris 
Haluska Mowery 
Harper Mrkonic 
Hasay Murphy 
Hayden Nahill 
Hayes Nailor 
Heckler Noyc 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
ltkin Pesci 
Jackson Petrarca 
Jadlowiec Petrone 
James Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser P i t t ~  
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kandrieh Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
Langtry Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

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

Evans Letterman 

Evans Letterman 

I EXCUSED-2 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Scmmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 



On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

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 present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

. * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 339, P N  
350, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 12, 1980 (P. L. 1179, 
No. 219), entitled "Secondary Mortgage Loan Act," defining 
and regulating a secondary mortgage loan broker; further provid- 
ing for record retention, processing and [he licensing of contigu. 
ous State offices; providing for loan closings; and further provid- 
ing for the authority of the Secretary of Banking. 

Acosta Dombrowski Langtry Richardson 
Adolph Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Allen Dorr Laughlin Robbins 
Angrtadt Durham Lee Robinson 
Arnall Fairchild Leh Roebuck 

Daley Kasunic Pitts Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kenney Pressnlann Wright, R. C. 
D ~ ~ P S C Y  Kondrich Preston Yandrisevils 
Dictteriek Kosinski Raymond 
Dininni Kukovich Reber Manderino, 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Clark, 1. H. Rieger Wright, D. R. 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans Letterman 

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

~ a - ~ e y  
Battisto 
Belardi 
Bdfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagkone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
c01aiuo 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
C0wcll 
COY 
DeLuea 
DeWeese 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleade 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Omitla 
GNPPQ 
HagaRy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 

Leswvitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
O laz  
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, 0. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wasa 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 252, P N  
1364, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), 
entitled "Public School Code of 1949," further providing for 
group insurance contracts; further providing for property tax 
assessment in certain school districts; further providing for sub- 
mission of budgets by intermediate units; providing for the use of 
certain returned funds; and providing for bustness administra- 
tors. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bawley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gisliatti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
GI~PPO 
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 

Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
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The SPEAKER. Representative O'Donnell, the maiority 1 Bonner Haluska Mavernik Steighner . ~ 

leader, is recognized. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

. I would urge the House to vote against this motion. I think 
it is important to retain control over the calendar so we can 
move this process in a rational way in the closing moments. 

I would strongly oppose the motion. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of the 

rules. On that question, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
Members will proceed to vote. 

Mrs. WESTON. Mr. Speaker, on the motion. 
The SPEAKER. It is a nondebatable motion, except by the 

leaders. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Nothing is in order but the taking of the 

vote. ... 

Mr. RYAN. I thought this was debatable by the leaders. 
The SPEAKER. During the time in which debate is permit- 

ted. 
Mr. RYAN. It would he a shame to have all these people 

interested in different insurance policies in this State to get 
fooled by a vote like this, would it not? 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
AUen 
Angstadt 
AIgall 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Carlsan 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cornell 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Diaterick 
Dininni 

Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Jackson 

Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Langtry 
Lashingcr 
Lee 
Leh 
McVerry 
Marsico 
Merry 
Micovie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Raymond 
Reba 

NAYS-102 

Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor. I. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wright. 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Acosta Donatucci Lucyk Robinson 
Baitisto Fee McCall Roebuck 
Belardi Freeman McHale Rudy 
&Ifanti Gamble McNally Rybak 
Billow George Maiale Salwm 
Bishop Gigliatti Maine Scrimenti 
Blaum Gruitza Markosek Staback 

Bowley 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Clark. B. D. 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dombrowski 

Harper ~ e i i o  
Hayden Michlovic 
Howlett Morris 
Hughes Mrkonic 
ltkin Murphy 
James O'Donnell 
Jaralin Olasz 
Jasephs Oliver 
Kaiser Pesci 
Kasunic Petrarca 
Kosinski Petronc 
Kukovich Pievsky 
LaGrotta Pistella 
Laughlin Pressmann 
Lescovitz Preslon 
Levdansky Richardson 
Linton Rieger 
Lloyd Rifler 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

~ t i s h  
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Wambach 
Williams 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

I Evans Letterman 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is happy to welcome to the hall 
of the House this afternoon and recognize brothers Capps. 
Michael Capps and Brian Capps, who are brothers and pages, 
are here on the floor as guests of Representative Fox from his 
district. Will they please stand. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes at this time, from 
Montgomery County, Representative Godshall. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The purpose for my rising is to correct two votes. 
On HB 2, I voted in the affirmative. I would like to be 

recorded in the negative. And on amendment A1328 to HB 
382, I neglected to vote. I would like to he recorded in the 
affirmative. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

( APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, which again is a very important committee this time of 
year, has indicated that when we recess the House this after- 
noon, the Appropriations Committee will meet in the rear of 
the House immediately upon the recess. 

I VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Snyder from York County. 
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Mr. G. M. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In reviewing the roll call on HB 2, PN 927, I discovered that 

my vote on that bill was not recorded. I voted in the negative 
on final passage, and I would like the record to so reflect. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

From Delaware County, the Chair recognizes Represents- 
tive Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 700, amendment 1905, I was not in my seat. I would 

like to be recorded in the affirmative. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. From Union County, Representative Fair- 

and I wish my vote to be recorded that I would have voted in 
the negative. 

Mr. FOX submitted the following remarks for the Legisla- 
tive Journal: 

Speaker, on the motion to recommit HB my vote 
should have recorded in the 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. From Chester County, Representative 
Hershey is recognized. 

Mr. HERSHEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 2, I was not in my seat and I did not vote. So I wish 

to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the eentleman. 

child is recognized. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, on the motion by Mr. 

Oliver to uphold the previous question, I was not in my seat, 

 he-SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record, as all of the vote corrections will be spread 
upon the record. 

From Clarion County, Representative Wright is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I was not recorded on 
HB 382. I wish to be recorded in the affirmative. 

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

From Montgomery County, Representative Clark is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. J. H. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the matter of final passage of SB 339, my switch failed 

to function. I would like to he recorded as having voted in the 
affirmative. 

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

From Allegheny County, Representative Clark is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. B. D. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 2, I would like to be recorded in the affirmative on 

final passage. 

- 
Are there any other announcements? Any other vote cor- 

rections? Any other business to come before the House? 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. COY 

The SPEAKER. From Franklin County, Representative 
Coy is recognized. 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, to make an announcement. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend. 
Is there any further business from the majority party? From 

the minority party? The indication is in the negative. 
Representative Coy has an announcement. 
Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Senate passed a 

House bill dealing with the phosphate detergent ban on the 
Chesapeake Bay, a major first step in Pennsylvania's effort to 
clean up the bay. I am introducing today the second piece of 
legislation dealing with nutrient management. I have not been 
able to circulate a memo about its introduction, but rather I 
am introducing it today, inviting cosponsorship so the bill can 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture for hearings over 
the summer. I would like to leave it at the bill clerk's desk for 
other members to cosponsor. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. At the clerk's desk will be the Coy measure 
for additional sponsorship. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Representative O'Donnell. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to move to suspend the rules of the House to 

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, Representa- 
tive Fox is recognized. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, may I submit remarks for the 

permit HB 756 to be accepted hack to the House and placed 
upon the calendar for concurrence in Senate amendments 
without the necessity of going to the Rules Committee. 

record? 
The SPEAKER. You may submit. On what subject matter? 
Mr. FOX. On a vote. 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. FOX. I submit them. 

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

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, you passed that without my con- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks are in the 
Speaker's hands, and they will be submitted for the record. 

Mr. FOX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

currenceeven. 
The SPEAKER. You signaled me that you were in assent. 
Mr. RYAN. All right. 
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SENATE MESSAGE I APPROPRIATIONS. 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
756, PN 2272, with information that the Senate has passed the 
same with amendment in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives is requested. 

I BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

The following bills, having been ~ a l l e d  up, were considered 
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

SB 519, PN 1406; and SB 790, PN 1127. 

The SPEAKER. From Berks County, Representative 
Gallen is recognized. I BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, we have allowed a lot of 
things to happen. we needed a roll call on that motion to The Chair gave notice that he was about to  sign the follow- 

suspend the rules. ing bills, which were then signed: 

The SPEAKER. This House can do anvthina that it wants. 1 SB 842. PN 1295 . - 
and any motion is able to be passed on a voice vote so long as 
there is no objection, and the Chair heard none. 

Mr. GALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 618, PN 2295 (Amended) 
By Rep. GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," providing for res- 
ident State troopers; and making appropriations. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

HB 646, PN 22% (Amended) 
By Rep. GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 
130). known as "The County Code," increasing the amount that 
may be spent on burials or cremation. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 647, PN 2297 (Amended) 
By Rep. GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1937 (P. L. 2017, No. 
3%), known as the "County Institution District Law," increasing 
the allowable costs for burial or cremation of certain persons. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

SB 519, PN 1406 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 

An Act amending the act of July 2, I984 (P. L. 545, No. 109), 
entitled "Capital Loan Fund Act," extending the time limit for 
Class 111 and apparel industry loans or aid; and further providing 
for apparel industry loans. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

SB 790, PN 1127 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act authorizing the Board of the Troy Borough Municipal 

Authority to transfer certain Project 70 lands in Troy Township, 
Bradford County, to the Department of Transportation for a 
highway project under certain conditions. 

An Act amending the act of June 14,1961 (P. L. 324, No. 188), 
entitled "The Library Code," further regulating equalization aid 
to libraries. 

An Act making appropriations from the Workmen's Compen- 
sation Administration Fund to the Department of Labor and 
Industrv to ~rovide for the exDenses of administerine The Penn- 

~ompeniation Act and The Gnnsylvania 
Act for the fiscal vear lulv 1. 1989. to June ~ ~~~~~~ ,~~~~ .--, , ~ , ~~ ~ 

30, 1990, and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining 
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1989. 

SB 909, PN 1038 

An Act making appropriations from the Professional Licen- 
sure Augmentation Account and from restricted revenue 
accounts within the General Fund to the Department of State for 
use by the Bureau of Professional and Occupational Affairs in 
support of the professional licensure boards assigned thereto. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 174 By Representatives McHALE, HAYDEN, 
ROBBINS, HAYES, TIGUE, BROUJOS, 
FREIND, CHADWICK, FREEMAN, 
GRUPPO, PRESSMANN, TELEK, 
MAINE, BLAUM, O'BRIEN, 
MICHLOVIC, McVERRY, LINTON, 
MILLER, CAWLEY, WOGAN, 
McNALLY, WASS, RUDY, DeWEESE, 
THOMAS, WILLIAMS, MRKONIC, 
BORTNER, KOSINSKI, CALTAGIRONE, 
BLACK, RYBAK, VEON, WAMBACH, 
McCALL, LAUGHLIN, MELIO, FLICK, 
TANGRETTI, PETRARCA, LUCYK, 
OLIVER, RITTER, BATTISTO, 
CAPPABIANCA, JADLOWIEC, 
LEVDANSKY and D. R. WRIGHT 

Expressing the House of Representatives* profound sense of 
outrage at acts of desecration directed toward the American Flag. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 29, 1989. 
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The SPEAKER. The Speaker is about to recess the House 
to the call of the Chair. 

The House will convene in tomorrow's session at 1 I a.m. 
Today's session is being recessed to the call of the Chair. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Union County, Rep- 
resentative Fairchild, is recognized. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, on HB 700, again my 
switch malfunctioned, and I would like to be recorded in the 
negative. 

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

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess now until the 
call of the Chair. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
537, PN 2142; HB 1197, PN 2263; and HB 1517, PN 2360, 
with information that the Senate has passed the same with 
amendment in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is requested. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

SB 316, PN 1411 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 

An Act providing for the establishment of a Family Preserva- 
tion Program by the Department of Public Welfare; and provid- 
ing for grants to counties for programs enabling children who 
would otherwise be subject to out-of-home placement to remain 
at home. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

AFTER RECESS 
BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

The time of recess having exdred. the House was called to - 
order. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. Will all members of the Appropriations 
Committee please report to the floor of the House immedi- 
ately. 

The Chair recognizes the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, who asks that an immediate meeting be permitted 
in the rear of the House. 

The Appropriations Committee will meet in the rear of the 
House immediately. All members should immediately attend 
the meeting of the Appropriations Committee. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in receipt of three House bills 
returning from the Senate with amendments in which the con- 
currence of the House will be requested. Under rule 30 of the 
House, these hills that the Senate has amended would go to 
the Rules Committee. 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules be 

suspended so that HB 1517, HB 1197, and HB 537, when they 
are read across the desk as having been received from the 
Senate, shall not go under rule 30 to the Rules Committee but 
will go immediately to the active calendar. 

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

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

SB 316, PN 1411. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTION PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 
the resolution on today's calendar will be passed over. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster County, Representative Strittmatter. 

Mr. STRITTMATTER. Mr. Speaker, I move that this 
House do now adjourn until Friday, June 30, 1989, at 11 
a.m., e.d.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 1059 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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