
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1989 

SESSION OF 1989 173D OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 76 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES I SERAFINI, BELARDI, DeWEESE, 

The House convened at  11 a.m., e.s.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 told us that there is a 

time and a season for everything under the heaven: a time to 
be born and a time to die; a time to plant and a time to pluck 
up that which is planted; a time to  kill and a time to heal; a 
time to weep and a time to laugh; a time to get and a time to 
lose; a time to rend and a time to sew; a time to speak and a 
time to keep silent. 

0 Lord, show us how to be silent and to listen for Your still 
small voice summoning us to greater service both to You and 
our constituents. Grant that the noises of the world will not 
distract us from Your truth and righteousness. 

Speak now. Your servants heareth and will strive to do 
Your blessed will. 

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 Monday, December 
11, 1989. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 2181 By Representatives KUKOVICH, 
WILLIAMS, SCHULER, MORRIS, 
TANGRETTI, FOX, KOSINSKI, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, HERMAN, RYBAK, 
JOSEPHS, JACKSON, NAHILL, 
FREEMAN, FAIRCHILD, LAUGHLIN, 

PISTELLA, MAINE, LINTON, VEON, 
TRELLO, MELIO, PESCI, STISH, 
BELFANTI, COHEN, McHALE, 
ANGSTADT, ROBBINS. SAURMAN and 
BATTISTO 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for fines for parking viola- 
tions relating to handicapped parking spaces. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
December 12, 1989. 

No. 2182 By Representatives KUKOVICH, TRICH, 
FOX, GIGLIOTTI, TIGUE, TANGRETTI, 
NAHILL, JOSEPHS, BELARDI, PESCI, 
MORRIS, LAUGHLIN, BILLOW, VEON, 
PISTELLA, TRELLO, CARN, BELFANTI, 
FREEMAN, COHEN, McHALE and 
HARPER 

An Act amending the act of January 30, 1974 (P. L. 13, No. 
6), referred to as the "Loan Interest and Protection Law," pro- 
hibiting certain fees or charges when the interest rate on a loan 
exceeds a certain amount. 

Referred to Committee on BUSINESS AND COM- 
MERCE, December 12, 1989. 

No. 2183 By Representatives GODSHALL, VEON, 
HASAY, E. Z. TAYLOR, MELIO, FOX, 
FLEAGLE and BATTISTO 

An Act amending the act of April 27, 1927 (P. L. 465, No. 
299), referred to as the "Fire and Panic Act," providing for pen- 
alties relating to school tobacco control; and further providing 
for penalties relating to smoking in prohibited areas. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, December 12, 
1989. 

No. 2184 By Representatives MAYERNIK, PESCI, 
PISTELLA, GIGLIOTTI, FARMER, 
COHEN, NAHILL, COY, HERMAN, 
DALEY, DeWEESE, R. C. WRIGHT, 
CANNON, KOSINSKI, COLAIZZO, GEIST 
and PRESTON 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for the issuance of registra- 
tion plates. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
December 12, 1989. 
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No. 2185 By Reprc$cn~atives FOSTFR, IIAYES. 
CESSAR, HERSHEY and IIORR 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further providing 
for the establishment of standards for exempting from taxation a 
portion of the market value of real property. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
December 12,1989. 

No. 2186 By RepresentativesFLICK, D. F. CLARK, 
LANGTRY, NOYE, FAIRCHILD, 
HERSHEY, MERRY, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
GLADECK, TRICH and VROON 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P. L. 736, No. 338), 
known as "The Pennsylvania Workmen's Compensation Act," 
changing the computation of a fixed weekly rate to an average 
weekly rate. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 
December 12, 1989. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1046 he 

recommitted to the Appropriations Committee for the 
purpose of a fiscal note. 

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

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1023, 
PN 1165, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions relating to 
domestic relations; making conforming amendments to Titles 18 
and 42; and repealing certain acts and parts of acts supplied by 
the act or otherwise obsolete. 

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

BILL TABLED 

SB 815. PN 1780 I The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1023 be 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
placed upon the table, 

December 12. 1989. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 12, 
1989. 

SB 1072, PN 1782 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 12, 
1989. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1023 be 

removed from the table and placed on the active calendar to 
receive anew legislative life of I5 legislative days. 

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

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

SB 775, PN 1348. 
'L * .  

The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 1046, 
PN 1665, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and judicial procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
automatic retirement of judges and district justices. 

On the question, 
will the H~~~~ agree to [he bill on second consideration? 

VOTING SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. Today's voting schedule consists of SB 31 
on page 2; on page 4, SB 625; on page 6, SB 123, SB 355, and 
SB 617; on page 7, SB 618, SB 620, SB 938, SB 940, and SB 
948; on page 8, SB 950; on page 9, SB 232; on page 10, SB 
557, SB 1055, and SB 1200; on page 12 of today's calendar, 
HB 268 is on the voting schedule; and on page 13, HB 650, 
HB 1774, SB 134, HR 238, and HR 233. 

Those are the matters on today's voting schedule. Without 
objection, all other matters on today's calendar will go over in 
order. The Chair hears no objection, and the same shall go 
over in order. 



1989 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 2083 
- 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1902, PN 2447 By Rep. F. TAYLOR 
An Act providing for a 30-day right-of-cancellation for future 

need sales of cemetery and funeral goods and services. 

BUSINESS AND COMMERCE. 

REPORT SUBMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in receipt of a report from 
the gentleman from Fayette, Mr. Taylor, of the House Busi- 
ness and Commerce Committee pursuant t o  HR 129. The 
same will be filed with the clerk. 

(Copy of report is on file with the Chief Clerk.) 

SENATE MESSAGE 

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

In the Senate 
December 11, 1989 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on 
Tuesday, January 2, 1990, unless sooner recalled by the President 
Pro Tempore of the Senate; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives 
adjourns this week it reconvene on Tuesday, January 2, 1990, 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

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

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

SENATE MESSAGE 

SENATE ADOPTS REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has adopted the Report of the Committee of Con- 
ference on the subject of the differences existing between the 
two Houses on HB 53, PN 2790. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

HB 53, PN 2790 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Chancellor 
of the State System of Higher Education, to convey to Pocono 
Medical Center a certain tract of land situate in the Borough of 
East Stroudsburg, Monroe County, in exchange for a certain 
monetary consideration and a certain tract of land; and authoriz- 
ing the Department of General Services, with the approval of the 
Department of Environmental Resources, to supplement and 
amend a lease between the Commonwealth and the City of Phila- 
delphia, authorized pursuant to the act of December 9, 1980 (P. 
L. 1133, No. 201), subject to certain conditions, in the fifth ward 
of the City of Philadelphia. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM GOVERNOR 

BILLS SIGNED BY GOVERNOR 

The Secretary to the Governor presented the following 
communications from His Excellency, the Governor: 

APPROVAL O F  HB's 71,709, and 1886. 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Governor's Office 

Harrisburg 

December 7, 1989 

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

I have the honor to inform you that I have this day approved 
and signed House Bill 71, Printer's No. 2673, entitled "AN ACT 
amendine Title I8 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsvlvania 
consolidated statutks, further regulating :he carrying ofloaded 
firearms in a vehicle; and making a technical change." 

Robert P. Casey 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Governor's Office 

Harrisburg 

December 7, 1989 

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

I have the honor to inform you that 1 have this day approved 
and signed House Bill 709, Printer's No. 2157, entitled "AN 
ACT authorizing the filing of notices of Federal tax liens, certifi- 
cates and other notices affecting Federal liens; making uniform 
the law relating thereto; and making a repeal." 

Robert P .  Casey 
Governor 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Governor's Office 

Harrisburg 

December 7, 1989 

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

I have the honor to inform you that 1 have this day approved 
and signed House Bill 1886, Printer's No. 2419, entitled "AN 
ACT authorizing the release of Project 70 restrictions imposed on 
certain lands owned by the Township of Lower Paxton, Dauphin 
County, being conveyed by the township, in return for the impo- 
sition of Project 70 restrictions on certain lands being conveyed 
to the township." 
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Robert P. Casey 
Governor 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the follow- 

ing two bills, presently on the tabled calendar, be removed 
from the table and placed on the active calendar: 

HB 863; and 
SB 365. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is about to declare a recess of 
the House until 1 p.m. 

Both caucuses have indicated that there is additional time 
needed to prepare for the bills that will be debated and 
worked on this afternoon, and we will take sufficient time to 
do that and to have lunch. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FlRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 967, PN 1810 (Amended) 
By Rep. GEORGE 

An Act authorizing the Department of Environmental 
Resources to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the Consoli- 
dated Rail Corporation in actions arising under the acceptance of 
a certain railroad line. 

CONSERVATION. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. If there is no further business, we will 
declare the House in recess until I p.m. 

This House is in recess until 1 p.m., unless sooner recalled 
by the Speaker. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. Are there leaves of absence from the 
majority party? The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We would ask for a leave of absence for the gentleman 

from Philadelphia, Mr. RIEGER, for the day. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave requested 

will be granted. The Chair hears no objection. 
Are there leaves of absence from the minority party? The 

Chair recognizes the minority whip, Representative Hayes. 

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

Mr. DININNI, for the day. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leave is granted. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. We will take the master roll call at this 
time. Members are to indicate their presence in the hall of the 
House by voting "yea" on the master roll call. Members will 
proceed to vote. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

PRESENT-201 

Acosta 
Adolph 
AUen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 

Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Calaizzo 
Coic 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowaki 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hawlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Joseph5 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Koainski 
Kukavich 
LaGrotla 
Langtry 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lettetman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Pelrarca 
Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

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. 2. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trella 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vraon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 
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ADDITIONS-0 I cornel James Petrone Williams 

NOT VOTING-0 

Dininni Rieger 
LEAVES ADDED-1 

Letterman 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

Corrigan Jaralin Phillips Wilson 
Cowell Johnson Piccola Wogan 
COY Josephs Pievsky Worniak 
DeLuca Kaiser Pistella Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
Daley Kenney Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kondrich Raymond Yandrisevits 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION I Pitts 

I Dempsey Kosinski ~eber 
Dietterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino. 
Distler LaGrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAYS-I 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 625, P N  
1312, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Con\olidated Statutes, provid~ng for report- 
ing of persons convicted of drug offenses to the Department of 
~evenue.  

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

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Rieger 

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 without 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed t o  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-200 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Adolph Dorr Laughlin Robbins 
Allen Durham Lee Robinson 
Angstadt Evans Leh Roebuck 
Argall Fairchild Lescovitz Rudy 
Barley Fargo Letterman Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Levdansky Rybak 
Belardi Fee Linton Salaam 

Bowley 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Bmujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Car" 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizro 
Cole 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, we will return to leaves 
of absence. The majority party has indicated that a leave is 
requested for the gentleman from Centre, Representative 
Russ LETTERMAN. Without objection, we will grant the 
leave. The Chair hears no objection. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 123, PN 
Bclfanti Fleagle Lloyd Saurman 
Billow Flick Lucyk Scheetz 
Birmelin Foster McCall Schuler 
Bishop Fox McHale Scrimenti 
Black Freeman McNally Semmel 
Blaum Freind McVerry Seralini 
Banner Gallen Maiale Smith. B. 

Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

1756, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 14, 1972 (P. L. 233, No. 64), 
entitled "The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic 
Act," further providing for schedules of controlled substances; 
adding an offense; and providing a penalty. 

Maine 
Markosek 
Marsica 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 

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 Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the hill on third consideration? 
Mr. MOEHLMANN offered the following amendments 

No. A4180: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines I1 and 12, by striking out "; 
adding an offense; and providing a penalty" 

Amend Sec. 1 ,  page 6, line 19, by striking out "(2)(V)" and 
inserting . 

(1) 
Amend Sec. 1, page 6, lines 21 and 22, by striking out 

"AMENDED NOVEMBER 26, 1978 (P.L.1392, N0.328)," 
Amend Sec. I, page 6, line 22, by inserting after 

"AMENDED" 
by adding a paragraph 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 4), page 6, lines 27 through 30; page 7, 
lines I through 9, by striking out all of said linesand inserting 

( I )  Schedule 1-In determining that a substance comes 
within this schedule, the secretary shall find: a high potential for 
abuse, no currently accepted medical use in the United States, 
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Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
C0laizzO 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cawell 
COY 
DeLUea 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 

Hughes 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 

Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Raymond 

Veon 
Vroon 
Warnbach 
Was$ 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, J. L.  
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Dempsey Kosinski Reber 
Dietterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LaGratta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAY S-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, the 
Speaker has given to Michael Wolf of WJAC-TV, 
Johnstown, the right to videotape for 10 minutes on the floor 
of the House beginning at this time. The gentleman is now 
preparing his camera to the right of the Speaker in the well of 
the House. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 618, PN 
660, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for a cause 
of action by parent, guardian or other custodian of a child to 
whom controlled substances have been sold or transferred. 

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

A4048: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
providing for confidential communications to psy- 
chiatrists; and 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 7 and 8, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section I. Section 5944 of Title 42 of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes is amended to read: 
6 5944. Confidential communications to psychiatrists or 

licensed psychologists. 

No psychiatrist or person who has been licensed under the act 
of March 23, I972 (P.L.136, No.52), to practice psychology shall 
be, without the written consent of his client, examined in any civil 
or criminal matter as to any information acquired in the course of 
his professional services in behalf of such client. The confidential 
relations and communications between a psychologist or psychia- 
t* and his client shall he on the same basis as those provided or 
prescribed by law between an attorney and client. 

Section 2. Title 42 is amended by adding a section to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 18, by striking out "2" and insert- 

ing 
3 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Weston from Philadelphia County. 

Mrs. WESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment to SB 618 is a version of HB 2054, which 

last week was reported out of the Judiciary Committee almost 
unanimously, and what this amendment does-which is, 
again, a version of HB 2054, which is on the House calendar 
under third consideration-it takes care of a loophole in the 
law, which was pointed out to me by the district attorney's 
office in Philadelphia, and that is this: Up till now under 
court proceedings for sexual assault cases, victims in sexual 
assault cases, when they give an evaluation to someone like a 
psychiatrist, that evaluation and the details of that evaluation, 
whether past or present, would never be turned over to the 
defendant in that case unless the judge thought that there was 
pertinent information in that evaluation to the defendant. 

Now in a recent State Supreme Court decision, the State 
Supreme Court ruled that the entire evaluation, past and 
present, of the sexual assault victims-both child abuse and 
rape victims-would be entirely turned over to the defendant 
for their use. Now, this obviously creates a lot of problems for 
those who find themselves in the unfortunate circumstances 
of being involved in a sex assault case, and they will not feel 
like they can totally open up to a psychiatrist now when they 
are involved in something like this. 

So what this does, as recommended by the dissenting 
opinion of the Supreme Court, it closes up a loophole in the 
law, and what we do is add psychiatrists to the confidentiality 
communications act, which is similar to lawyer-client com- 
munications, and we just say that those communications are 
confidential and it would go back to the way it has been up till 
now in case law, which is only that the judge would decide 
what information was pertinent to be turned over to a defen- 
dant in a sex assault case. 

So this is very important that we close this loophole up as 
quickly as possible, because cases are already being challenged 
in the courts by defendants in sex assault cases, and we want 
to make sure that we protect the victims in sex assault cases as 
soon as possible. So I would appreciate your support for this 

I amendment. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Westmoreland 

County, on the amendment, Representative Kukovich. 

1 Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 
amended? 

Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 

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

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. 

Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 

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. 

Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
C0laiu0 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Didterick 
Distlcr 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

Dorr Lashinger 
Durham Laughlin 
Evans Lee 
Fairchild Leh 
Fargo Lescovitz 
Farmer Levdansky 
Fee Lintan 
Fleagle Lloyd 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster McCall 
For McHale 
Freeman McNally 
Freind McVerry 
Gallen Maiale 
Gamble Maine 
Gannon Markasek 
Geist Marsieo 
George Mayernik 
Gigliotti Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruitza Micorzie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagany Maehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowers 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Nailor 
Herman Noye 
Hershey O'Brien 
Hess O'Dannell 
Howlett Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
ltkin Perrel 
Jackson Pesci 
Jadlowiec Petrarca 
James Petrone 
Jarolin Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Josephs Pievsky 
Kaiser Pistella 
Kasunic Pitts 
Kenney Pressman" 
Kondrieh Preston 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukavich Reber 
LaGrotta Reinard 
LanEtrY Richardson 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING- 

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 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 620, PN 
1232, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 6, 1941 (P. L. 861, No. 
323), entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Board of Probation 
and Parole Law," further providing for the power to parole; and 
making a repeal. 

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? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-199 

Adolph Dorr Lashinger Ritter 
Allen Durham Laughlin Robbins 
Angstadt Evans Lee Robinson 
Argall Fairchild Leh Roebuck 
Barley Fargo Lescovitz Rudy 
Battisto Farmer Levdansky Ryan 
Belardi Fee Linton Rybak 
Belfanti Fleagle Lloyd Saloom 
Billow Flick Lucyk Saurman 
Birmelin Foster MfCall Scheetz 
Bishop Fox McHale Schuler 
Black Freeman McNally Scrimenti 
Blaum Freind McVerry Semmel 
Banner Gallen Maiale Serafini 
Bowley Gamble Maine Smith, B. 
Boyes Cannon Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Brandt Geist Marsica Snyder, D. W. 
Broujos George Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Bunt Gigliotli Melio Staback 
Burd Gladeck Merry Stairs 
Burns Gadshall Michlovic Steighner 
Bush Gruitza Micozzie Stish 
Caltagirone Gruppo Miller Strittmatter 
Cappabianca Hagarty Maehlmann Stuban 
Carlsan Haluska Morris Tangretti 
Carn Harper Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J .  
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Civera Heckler Nailor Thomas 
Clark. B. D. Herman Noye Tigue 
Clark, D. F. Hershey O'Brien Trello 
Clark, J .  H. Hess O'Donnell Trich 
Clymer Howlett Olasz Van Horne 
Cahen Hughes Oliver Vean 
Colafella ltkin Perrel Vroon 
Colaizza Jackson Pesci Wambach 
Cole Jadlowiec Perrarca Wass 
Cornell James Petrane Weston 
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Corrigan 
Cawell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

Jarolin 
Johnson 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGratta 
LangtrY 

Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

NAYS-0 

Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I I 
Acosta 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger I 
The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 

the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirma- 
tiveand the bill passed finally. 

Ordered, That 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 940, PN 
1758, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
law enforcement records; and further providing for the sentenc- 
ing procedure for first degree murder. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. MOEHLMANN offered the following amendments 

No. A4066: 

Amend Title, page I, line 4, by inserting after "eases,;" 
providing for additional aggravating circumstances 
in death penalty cases; 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 8, by striking out "SECTION 
6308(B)" and inserting 

Sections 6308(h) and 971 1(d) 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 9, by striking out "IS" and insert- 

ing 
are 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said 
lines 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 9711), page 5, line 24, by striking out all 
of said line and inserting 

(1) The victim was a fireman, peace officer [orIzpublic 
servant concerned in official detention, as defined in 18 
Pa.C.S. 5 5121 (relating to escape), judge of any court in the 
unified judicial system, th; Attorney General of Pennsyl- 
vania, a deputy attorney general, district attorney, assistant 
district attorney, member of the General Assembly, Gnver- 
nor, Lieutenant Governor, Auditor General, State Treasurer, 
State law enforcement official, local law enforcement official, 
Federal law enforcement official or person employed to assist 
or assisting any law enforcement official in the performance 
of his duties, who was killed in the performance of his duties 
or as a result of his official position. 

(2) The defendant paid or was paid by another person 
or had contracted to pay or be paid by another person or had 

conspired to pay or be paid by another person for the killing 
of thevictim. 

(3) The victim was being held by the defendant for 
ransom or reward, or as a shield or hostage. 

(4) The death of the victim occurred while defendant 
was engaged in the hijacking of an aircraft. 

(5) The victim was a prosecution witness to a murder or 
other felony committed by the defendant and was killed for 
the purpose of preventing his testimony against the defendant 
in any grand jury or criminal proceeding involving such 
offenses. 

(6) The defendant committed a killing while in the per- 
petration of a felony. 

(7) In the commission of the offense the defendant 
knowingly created a grave risk of death to another person in 
addition to the victim of the offense. 

(8) The offense was committed by means of torture. 
(9) The defendant has a significant history of felony 

convictions involving the use or threat of violence to the 
person. 

(10) The defendant has been convicted of another 
Federal or State offense, committed either before or at the 
time of the offense at issue, for which a sentence of life 
imprisonment or death was imposahle or the defendant was 
undergoing a sentence of life imprisonment for any reason at 
the time of the commission of the offense. 

(I I) The defendant has been convicted of another 
murder, committed either before or at the time of the offense 
at issue. 

(12) The defendant has been convicted of voluntary 
manslaughter, as defined in 18 Pa.C.S. 5 2503 (relating to 
voluntary manslaughter), committed either before or at the 
time of the offense at issue. 



Adolph 
AUm 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carls0n 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizz0 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowen 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
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Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
FIeagle 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of whether the House will 
agree to the amendment, the Chair recognizes, from Lebanon 
County, Representative Moehlmann. 

Mr. MOEHLMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment 4066 puts into SB 940, which has to do with 

aggravating circumstances, the same language that is in SB 
938, which applies to aggravated assault. This is an amend- 
ment that has been agreed to by the majority chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee and has also been agreed to by Senator 
Lemmond, the prime sponsor of the hill in the Senate. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinaer Ritter - 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescavitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsiea 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the hill 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 he taken. 

YEAS-199 
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 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
CarlSO" 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F., 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Demp~ey 
Dietterick 
Di~tler 

Donatucci 
Darr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Cruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
larolin 
Johnson 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovieh 
LaGrotta 
Lanary 

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

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. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Dombrowski 
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Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Josephs 
EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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. 

* I * 

  he House ~roceeded to third consideration of SB 948, PN 
1078, entitled: 

A C ~  ~ i t l ~  42 (judiciary and judicial procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
Statewide municipal police jurisdictions. 

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

A4113: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
providing for the admissibility of certain out-of- 
court statements; and 

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
Section 1. Title 42 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Stat- 

Utes is amended bv addine. a section to read: 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 

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

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, the Chair rec- 
ognizes on the amendment its author, Representative 
Hagarty. 

Mrs. HAGARTY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment reflects a bill which has 

already passed the House by a 200-to-1 vote, and in the Senate 
it passed unanimously. The amendment provides that an out- 
of-court statement made by a child victim or witness, who at 
the time the statement was made was 12 years of age or 
younger, in a case for a prosecution of a sexual assault against 
the child, that the statement can he used under certain circum- 
stances. Those circumstances are the court must find an 
indicia of reliability and the child must either testify at the 
proceeding or be unavailable as a witness and there must be 
corroborative evidence. 

The goal of this amendment is to insure that the sometimes 
very spontaneous but very reliable statements made by 
sexually abused children out of court, which are more diffi- 
cult for them to state in the very fearful and intimidating cir- 
cumstances of the courtroom, will be admissible against the 
defendant in a ahina1 Proceeding. 

I urge a "yes" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Gei~t  
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 

Lashingcr 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 

~ e ~ e r r i  
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

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 
Strittmattcr 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. I. 
Telek 

&hen Hughes Perzel Vraon 
Colafella ltkin Pesci Wambach 

2 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 6 and 7, by striking out "of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes" 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out "2" and insert- 

ing " 

Chadwick Hayes Nailor Thomas 
Civera Heckler Noye Tigue 
Clark, B. D. Herman O'Brien Trella 

D. F. Hershey O'Donnell Trich 
Clark, J. H. Hess Olarz Van Horne 
Clvmer Howlett Oliver Veon 
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Colaiu0 
Cole 
Cornell 
corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Jackson Petrarca 
Jadlowiec Petrone 
James Phillips 
Iarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
Langtry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
S w k e r  

Dininni Leherman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-199 

Acosta Donatucci LangtV Ritter 
Adolph Don Lashinger Robbins 
Allen Durham Laughlin Robinson 
Angstadt Evans Lee Roebuck 
Argall Fair child Leh Rudy 
Barley Fargo Lescovitz Ryan 
Battist0 Farmer Levdansky Rybak 
Belardi Fee Linton Saloom 
Belfanti Fleagle Lloyd Saurman 
Billow Flick McCall Scheetz 
Bimelin Foster MeHale Schuler 
Bishop Fox McNally Scrimenti 
Black Freeman McVerry Semmel 
Blaum Freind Maiale Serafini 
Bortner Gallen Maine Smith, B. 
Bowley Gamble Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Gannon Marsico Snyder, D. W. 
Brand1 Geisf Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Broujos George Mclio Staback 
Bunt Gigliotti Merry Stairs 
Burd Gladeck Michlovic Steighner 
Bums Gadshall Micozrie Stish 
Bush Gruitza Miller Striltmatter 
Caltagirone Gruppo Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Hagarty Morris Tangretti 
Carbon Haluska Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cam Harper Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hasay Murphy Taylor, 1. 
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 
I J H. Hess Olasz Van Horne 
Clymer Hawlett Oliver Yeon 
Cohen Hughes Pcrrel Vroon 
Colafella ltkin Pesci Wambach 

Colaivo Jackson Petrarca Wass 
Cole Jadlowiec Petrone Weston 
Cornell James Phillips Williams 
Corrigan Jarolin Piccola Wilson 
Cowell Johnson Pievsky Wogan 
COY Josephs Pistella Wozniak 
DeLuca Kaiser Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Pressmann Wright, I. L. 
Daley Kenney Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kondrich Ramand Yandrisevits 
Dempwy Kosinski Reber 
Dietterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Diatler LaGrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Lucyk 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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. 

* 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 232, PN 
1748, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 
130), entitled "The County Code," providing for the salary of a 
deputy while acting as principal; and further providing for tax 
levies. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acosta Dombrawski Langtry Richardson 
Adolph Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Allen Dorr Laughlin Robbins 
Angrtadt Durham Lee Robinson 
Argall Evans Leh Roebuck 
Barley Fairchild Lescavitz Rudy 
Battisto Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Belardi Farmer Lint on Rybak 
Belfanti Fee Lloyd Saloom 
Billow Fleagle Lucyk Saurman 
Birmelin Flick McCall Scheetz 
Bishop Foster McHale Schuler 
Black Fox McNally Scrimenti 
Blaum Freeman McVerry Semmel 
Bortner Freind Maiale Serafini 
Bowley Gallen Maine Smith, B. 
Bayes Gamble Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Brandt Cannon Marsico Snyder, D. W. 
Broujoa Geist Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Bunt George Melio Staback 



Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
CarlSO" 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark. 1. H. 

~ ,~ ~~ 

Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeew 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 

Hayes 

Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howktt 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
ladlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Jowphs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrOtta 

wass 

NOT VOTING-0 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

Merry Stairs 
Michlovic Steighner 
Miwwie Stish 
Miller Strittmatter 
Moehlmann Stuban 
Morris Tangretti 
Mowery Taylor, E. 2. 
Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Murphy Taylor. 1. 
Nahill Telck 
Nailor Thomas 
Noye Tigue 
O'Brien Trello 
O'Donnell Trich 
Olasz Van Harne 
Oliver Vcon 
Perrcl Vroon 
P e r i  Wambach 
Petrarca Westan 
Petrone Williams 
Phillips Wilson 
Piccola Wogan 
Pievsky Wozniak 
Pistella Wright, D. R. 
Pitts Wright. 1. L. 
Pressmann Wright, R. C. 
Preston Yandriwvits 
Raymond 
Reber Manderino, 
Reinard Speaker 

NAYS-2 

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. 

Acosta Donatucci 
Adolph Dorr 
Allen Durham 
Angstadt Evans 
Argall Fairchild 
Barley Fargo 
Battisto Farmer 
k la rd i  Fee 
Belfanti Fleagle 
Billow Flick 
Birmelin Foster 
Bishop Fox 
Black Freeman 
Blaum Freind 
Bonner Gallen 
Bowley Gamble 
Boyes Gannon 
Brandt Geist 
Broujos Gwrge 
Bunt Gigliotti 
Burd Gladeck 
Burns Godshall 
Bush G ~ i t z a  
Caltagirom Gruppo 
Cappabianca Hagany 
Carlson Haluska 
Cam Harper 
Cawley Hasay 
Cessar Hayden 
Chadwick Hayes 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1055, 
PN 1400. entitled: 

Civera ~ e c k l e r  
Clark, B. D. Herman 
Clark. D. F. Hershev 

I  lark; J. H. Hess . 
Clymer Howlett 

' Cohen 
Colafella 
COlaiu0 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Demasev 

Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukavich 

YEAS-199 

Lashingcr 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lerovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lvcyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miwuie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picwla 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reher 

vania Consolidated Statutes. requiring the ~ennsyivania Erner- 
gency Management Agency to establish a radiolonical emeraencv I 

DECEMBER 12, 

Ritter 
Robbinr 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Scmmel 
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 

r ~ ~ ,  .... -.---. 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LWX~Y Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski 

response planning and preparedness 
the funding ofthe program. 

- - 
program; and providing for 

Vroon 
Wambach 
w a s  
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wri~ht.  D. R. 
 right; J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

An Act amending Title 35 (Health and Safety) of the Pennsvl- I NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Kaiser 

EXCUSED-3 

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

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 

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

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. 

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 
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BILLS ON CONCURRENCE I DeWeese Kaiser Pitts Wright, 1. L. 

IN SENATE AMENDMENTS Daley Kasunic Pressmann Wright. R. C. 
Davies Kennev Preston Yandrisevits 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing HB 268, PN 2659, with information that the Senate 
has passed the same with amendment in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the act of November 30,1967 (P. L. 658, No. 
305), known as the "Business Improvement District Act of 
1967," authorizing cities of the second class to finance services 
within business improvement districts. 

Dcmpsey ~ond r i ch  Raymond 
Dietterick Kosinski Reber Manderino, 
Distler Kukovich Reinard Speakel 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Langtry Snyder, D. W. 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

Those wishing to concur will vote "aye"; those wishing to 
nonconcur will vote "no." The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 

lowine HB 1774. P N  2792. with information that the Senate 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. 
Van Horne, moves that the House do concur in the amend- 
ments inserted by the Senate. 

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

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
. I *  

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Arkdl 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Bslfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortnet 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark. J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gmitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
lackson 
Iadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Iosephs 

LaGratta 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Mieorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzei 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piecola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Richardson 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
krimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 

- 
has passed the same with amendment in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the act of May 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. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Battisto from Monroe, who moves that the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate. 

Those voting to concur will vote "yea"; those voting to 
nonconcur will vote "no." 

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

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

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 

Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Oladeck 
Godehall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 

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 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
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 
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Civera Heckler Noye Tigue 
Clark. 9. D. Herman O'Brien TreUo 
Clark. D. F. Hershev O'Do~ell Trich 

Carlson Haluska Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cam H w r  Mrkonic Taylor. F. 
Cawley Hasay Murphy Taylor, J. 
Cssar Hayden Nahill Telek 
Chadwiek Hayes Nailor Thomas - 

from the bill. You might recall that this amendment was 
passed by the House by a vote of approximately 150 to 50. 

that I sponsored that was placed in on the floor was to provide 
as an additional source of security unencumbered land in 
which there was equity on the part of the health club. The 
Senate amended our amendments. removine that amendment 

An Act providing for the regulation of health club contracts; made by Representative Wright. It is my information that the 

and providing for further duties of the Bureau of consumer pro- section that Representative Wright referred to is going to be 
tection. the Attornev General and district attornevs. unenforceable, as contained in the letter that I have from the 

clark; J. H. Hess . Olasz Van Home 
Clymer Howlett Oliver Veon 
Cohen Hughes Perzel Vroon 
Colafella Itkin Pesci Wambach 
Colaizzo Jackson Petrarca W a s  
Cole Jadlowiec Petrone Westan 
Cornell James Phillips Williams 
Corrigan larolin Piccola Wilson 
Cowell Johnson Pievsky Wogan 
COY Josephs Pistella Wozniak 
DeLuca Kaiser Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWecse Kasunic Pressmann Wright. 1. L. 
Daley Kenney Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davits Kondrich Raymond Yandrisevits 
WPS~Y Kosinski Reber 
Dietterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LaCrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing SB 134, PN 1743, with information that the Senate has 
concurred in the amendments made by the House by amend- 
ing said amendments in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives is requested: 

On the auestion, 

So I suggest that what we do at this point, very frankly, Mr. 
Speaker, is nonconcur in the amendments amended by the 
Senate, go to conference committee, and see what sort of 
compromise we can work out. Certainly, when over a two- 
thirds majority of the House voted for a previous amendment 
passed by the House and the Senate removed it, I believe there 
is enough cause there that would warrant going to a confer- 
ence committee, working out some sort of compromise, so I 
would ask that the House nonconcur in the amendments 
placed by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs whether the House 
will concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. On that 
question, from Clarion County, Representative David Wright 
is recognized. 

Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I was not aware that a 
motion would be made to nonconcur. I would, to the con- 
trary, ask that we do concur, but that will be a decision that 
you make, and it will not matter a whole lot one way or the 
other. 

The Senate did remove the provision allowing for mortgage 
0' judgment notes to satisfy the financial security require- 
ment. I would ask that we concur in this change. Allowing the 
financial security requirements to be satisfied by a mortgage 
will cause delays; it will be costly; and more importantly, it 
will not insure protection for consumers; and maybe even 
additionally important, it will put the Attorney General's 
Office in the business of foreclosing on mortgages. I believe 
the Senate acted properly in removing this amendment, and I 
would ask us to concur in Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? From Philadelphia, 
Representative O'Brien is recognized. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, I would concur in the remarks 

I Attorney General's Office. So I would ask the House to 

with several amendments. You may recall, the amendment 

Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER. It is moved by the gentleman, Mr. COY, 
that the House nonconcur. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Franklin, Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 move that the House do nonconcur in the amendments 

amended by the Senate to the House amendments. As you 
may recall, this bill is a bill that regulates health clubs. We 
amended it in the House here. It was a Senate bill. We 
amended it in the House, both in committee and on the floor. 

concur. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 

the amendments inserted by the Senate? Representative Coy 
has moved that the House nonconcur. 

Those who wish to concur will vote "aye"; those who wish 
to nonconcur will vote "no." 

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

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
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G ~ e y  
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianea 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawlcy 
cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cahen 

YEAS-161 

Acosta Distler Johnson Raymond 
Adolph Dambrowski Josephs Reber 
Allen Donatucci Kenney Reinard 
Angstadt Dorr Kondrich Richardson 
Arnall Durham Kosinski Robbins 

Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
OrupPo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershev 

Memorializing the Commonwealth's school districts to com- 
mence the fall term of school no earlier than the day after the 
observance of Labor Day. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lintnn 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Marsica 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donneli 
Olasz 
Perzel 

Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trich 
Vroon 
wass 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Stuban, from Columbia County. 

Mr. STUBAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this resolution. I do not 

believe that we here on the floor of the House should memori- 
alize the Commonwealth's school districts as to when they 
start school. I guess my opposition to this resolution is possi- 
bly for the same reason that the resolution is being adopted. 

In my legislative district, I have one of the largest fairs in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and those school dis- 
tricts in that area start school the week before Labor Day, and 
the reason they do this is because they would not have any 
kids in school if they did not do it. Most of the students in that 
area are employed at the fair during fair week. They close the 
schools down fair week, and I believe that this is unfair to say 
to our school districts as to when they should start school. I 
think each individual district should have that option. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Dempsey 
NAYS-36 

~ ~ 

Colafella Hess Pesci Weston 
Cornell Hughes Phillips Wilson 
Corrigan Itkin Piccala Wogan 
Cowell Jackson Pievsky Wozniak 
DeLuca Jadlowiec Pistella Wright. D. R. 
Daley James Pitts Wright, J. L. 
Davies Jarolin Preston Wright, R. C. 

Battisto 
Bishop 
Broujos 
Colaiu0 
Cole 
COY 
DeWeese 
Dietterick 
Gallen 
Gamble 

YEAS-96 

Acosta DeWeese Kukovich Roebuck 
Barley Daley Leh Rybak 
Battisto Dempsey Lescovitz Saloom 
Belardi Dombrowski Linton Scheetz 
Billow Donatucci McCall Schuler 

Howlett Mowery Taylor, F. 
Kaiser Mrkonic Trello 
Kasunic Murphy Van Horne 
Levdansky Petrone Veon 
McCall Pressman" Wambach 
McNally Ritter Yandrixvits 
Maine Slaback 
Markosek Steighner Manderino, 
Mayernik Stish Speaker 
Melio 

NOT VOTING-3 

Oliver Petrarca Williams 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. OLASZ called up HR 238, PN 2894, entitled: 

Birmelin I Bishop 
Blaum 
Borlner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Clark, B. D. 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 

Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Belfanti 
Black 
Brandt 
Braujos 
Bunt 
Bush 
Carlson 
Chadwick 

I Civera 

Evans 
Fargo 
Fee 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 
Kosinski 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglialli 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 

McHale 
McNally 
Maiale 
Maine 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Reber 
Richardson 
Ritter 
Robinson 

NAYS-104 

Laughlin 
Lee 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McVerry 
Markorek 
Marsico 
Melio 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 

Scrimenti 
Serafini 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Raymond 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Smith. B. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stish 
Stritlmatfer 
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Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
C0laiUO 
Corncll 
Conigan 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Farmer 

Dininni 

Hayes Mowery 
Heckler Nailor 
Herman Noye 
Hershcy O'Brien 
Hess Oliver 
Jackson Perzel 
Jadlowiec Pesci 
lohnson Petrarca 
Kasunic Phillips 
Kenney Piccola 
Kondrich Pievsky 
LaGrotta Pitts 
L@ngtry Pressmann 
Lashinger 

NOT VOTING-0 

Letterman Rieger 

Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Vroon 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

The question was determined in the negative, and the reso- 
lution was not adouted. 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

Mr. SAURMAN called up HR 233, PN 2843, entitled: 

Designating the week of December 10, 1989, through 
December 16, 1989, as "National Drunk and Drugged Driving 
Awareness Week." 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-199 

Acoste 
Adolph 
Allen 
AIlpstldt 

k l c y  
BilttiRO 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonmr 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
&sat 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
COlaiuO 

Donatucci 
DOIt 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Eleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Oladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Haydm 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershcy 
H a s  
Howlctt 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Iackson 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Lch 
Lcscovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
0' Donnell 
O l w  
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Pnrarca 

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 
Striftmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wmbach 
Wass 

Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Demosev 
~iet terifk 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Nahill 

Jadlowiec Petrone 
James Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaG~otta Richardson 

NOT VOTING-1 

Weaon ~~~~~~ 

Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
SWakcr 

Dininni Lettnman Rieger 

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

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

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is happy to welcome to the 
hall of the House this afternoon Maureen Dusch, legislative 
assistant to Representative Ted Kondrich. She is to the left of 
the Speaker and will be recognized by the House. 

We also have guest pages, Erica Eckler and Patrick 
McGraw, who are here as guest uages of the House, suon- . . - 
sored by Representative Jerry Nailor. They are on the page 
bench. 

The Speaker would also like to welcome the Keystone 6-day 
ISDE Action Committee, with Len Rehatcheck, chairman; 
Lindsay Pirie; Drew Smith, the AMA District 6 Congress- 
man; Dale Freitas; and Jamie Theurkauf, cousin of Represen- 
tative Dick Hayden - all representing the American Motorcy- 
cle Association. They are all here as guests o f  Keith McCall. 
They are to theleft of the Speaker. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Pievsky from Philadelphia for the purpose of an announce- 
ment. 

Mr. PIEVSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there will be a brief meeting of the Appropri- 

ations Committee a t  the rear of the chamber immediately. 

PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, also for the purpose 
of an announcement, Representative Lloyd from Somerset 
County. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, the Professional Licensure Committee will I APPROPRIATIONS. 
meet immediately in the rear of the House chamber. 

The SPEAKER. The Professional Licensure Committee 
and the Appropriations Committee are meeting in the rear of 
the chamber. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Pitts. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I was recorded in the negative on 
SB 625 and would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 

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

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 70, PN 2411 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act providing for the prevention of hospital abductions of 

infants; providing for penalties; and conferring powers and 
duties on the Department of Health. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 167, PN 2908 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 

An Act amending the act of December 8, 1959 (P. L. 1718, No. 
632), entitled, as amended, "An act providing for the payment of 
the salary, medical and hospital expenses of employes of State 
penal and correctional institutions. State mental hospitals, Youth 
Development Centers, County Boards of Assistance, and under 
certain conditions other employes of the Department of Public 
Welfare, who are injured in the performance of thcii duties; and 
providing benefit to their widows and dependents in certain 
cases," further providing for salary and benefit payments; and 
making an editorial change. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

H B  380, PN 420 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act establishing a volunteer litter patrol program to be 

administered by the Department of Environmental Resources; 
and providing for the appointment and powers and duties of 
patrol members. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

H B  1039, PN 1181 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending Title 51  (Military Affairs) of the Pennsyl- 

vania Consolidated Statutes, providing for veterans' litigation 
awards. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1220, PN 2633 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of July 28.1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), 

known as the "Second Class County Code." further providing 
for the powers and duties of the coroner; and making an editorial 
change. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1221, PN 2634 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 

130). known as "The County Code," further providing for 
ambulances and coroners; and making an editorial change. 

HB 1300, PN 2909 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 

An Act providing for public employee occupational health and 
safety, for standards and procedures in relation to same; provid- 
ing further duties of the Department of Labor and Industry; 
establishing the Public Employee Occupational Safety and 
Health Review Board and providing for its powers and duties; 
providing for the establishment of various advisory committees; 
and providing for enforcement and for civil and criminal penal- 
ties. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1587. PN 2813 Bv Rev. PIEVSKY ~- . . 
An Act providing loans to municipalities; creating a loan fund; 

conferring Dowers upon the Department of Community Affairs; 
and transfeiring an appropriation. 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1659, PN 1987 By Rep. PlEVSKY 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 

130). known as "The County Code," further providing for 
grants or appropriations to historical societies. 

I APPROPRIATIONS. 

H B  1661, PN 2441 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act entitling employees to family leave in certain cases 

involving a birth, an adoption or a serious health condition and 
to temporary medical leave in certain cases involving a serious 
health condition, with adequate protection of the employee's 
employment and benefit rights. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1769, PN 2206 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act designating the Puttstown Bridge on State Route 913 in 

Hopewell Township. Huntingdon County, as the Kenneth 
Clapper Bridge. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

H B  2011, PN 2715 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn- 

sylvania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting the possession of a 
firearm or other dangerous weapon in a court facility. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 907, PN 1816 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 

An Act making an appropriation from the Public School 
Emoloyees' Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the 

I ~ub l i c~choo l  Employees' ~etirement Board and for the payment 
of bills incurred and remaining unpaid. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 917, PN 1817 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 

An Act providing for the establishment and operation of 
poison control services throughout this Commonwealth; and 
imposing powers on the Department of Health. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 1332, PN 1681 By Rep. PIEVSKY 
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An Act providing for the alteration of election districts; and 
conferring powers and duties upon county boards of elections 
and the Bureau of Commissions, Elections and Legislation. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for Brave markers, for the appointment of assistant fire marshals, 

third consideration: and for the title acquired in condemnation proceedings; and 
making an editorial change. 

SB 1291, P N  1608 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), 

entitled, as amended, "Second Class County Code," further pro- 
viding for the location and storage of public records, for fees for 
copying certain public records, for expenses of county officers 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

The following hills, having been called up, were considered 

1587, P N  2813; HB 1659, PN 1987; HB 1661, P N  2441; HB 
1769. PN 2206: H B  2011. PN 2715: SB 917, P N  1817: and SB I 

for attending annual association meetings, for publication of the 
controller's report, for contracts in emergency situations, for 
contracts not requiring advertisement and bidding, for the gov- 
erning body and powers of a residential finance authority, for 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

1332; P N  1681. I The Chair gave notice that he was about to sign the follow- 
ing bills, which were then signed: 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME. AND TABLED HB 268, PN 2659 

ties to purchase real pioperty being disposed of by public utiiities 
engaged in a railroad business. I HB 1774, PN 2792 

HB 560, PN 622 BY Rep. GAMBLE 
Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes. nrovidina an oooortunitv for municioali- 

- - 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

An Act amending the act of November 30,1967 (P. L. 658, No. 
305), known as the "Business Improvement District Act of 
1967," authorizing cities of the second class to finance services 
within business improvement districts. 

An Act amending the act of May 21,1943 (P. L. 571, No. 254), 
known as "The Fourth to Eighth Class County Assessment 

HB 1821, P N  2330 By Rep. GAMBLE Law," further providing for appeals from assessments when 
An Act requiring counties to cause the graves of former Cover- there has been a 'Ountwide revision assessments. 

nors of Pennsylvania to be decorated with flags on Memorial 
Day. VOTE CORRECTIONS 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

HB 2130, PN 2803 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1206, No. 

331), known as "The First Class Township Code," further pro- 
viding for the election of commissioners in townships that are not 
divided into wards. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

SB 723, PN 1815 (Amended) 
By Rep. GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 
130), entitled "The County Code," further providing for 
expenses of county row officers for attending certain meetings. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

SB 724, PN 788 By Rep. GAMBLE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Venango, Representative Black, rise? 

Mr. BLACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to 
correct the record. 

On HR 238, PN 2894, I was registered in the negative. I 
would like to be registered in the affirmative. 

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

From Mercer County, for what purpose does the gentle- 
man, Mr. Robbins, rise? 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, to correct the record. 
On HR 238 I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 

An Act amending the act of February 1. 1966 (1965 P. L. 1656. 
No. 581), entitled "The Borough Code," providing for adoption BILLS ON THIRD 
of property maintenance regulations and standard codes; autho- CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 
rizing boards of code appeals; and eliminating provisions for 
milk inspection. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

SB 728, PN 792 By Rep. GAMBLE 
An Act amending the act of February 1. 1966 (1965 P. L. 1656. 

No. 581). entitled ' '-~hc Borough code," proh~bjt in~ elected offi- 
cials of boroughs from serving as employees of that borough. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 355, PN 
1362, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 14, 1972 (P. L. 233, No. 64), 
entitled "The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic 
Act," providing that a conviction for any violation involving pos- 
session or delivery of a controlled substance will result in a man- 
d a t o r ~  driver's license susnension. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 
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Amend Title, page 1, lines 10 through 13, by striking out courts, hut we took that out in committee and we could not 

"that a" in line 10, all of lines 1 l through 13, and inserting get it reamended into the bill on the House floor. What my 
for a mandatorv driver's license sus~ension in amendment would do is not as expansive as the amendment 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the hill on third consideration? 
Mr. LEE offered the following amendments No. A4218: 

certain cases. 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 13), page I, lines 21 through 23; page 2, 

lines I and 2, by striking out "possesses, sells, delivers, offers" in 
line 21. all of lines 22 and 23: Daae 2. all of line I and "sus- 

Secondly, as you recall, we passed a similar bill that went 
over to the Senate. It was a House bill, and originally in that 
hill we had a discretionary provision that allowed it up to the 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Wyoming 
County, Representative Lee. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to start off first by 
making sure the members know that the amendment we are 
dealing with now is 4218. I had an amendment distributed 
earlier. This is the correct amendment, 4218. 

The second thing I would like to point out is to make sure 
everyone knows what this hill does if left unamended right 
now. What this hill would do is suspend the driver's license of 
anyone convicted of possessing, selling under the controlled 
suhstance abuse act. In other words, any type of possession of 
any drug, if you are convicted under the act and it can he 
interpreted even if you are not convicted under the act, you 
would lose your driver's license because of that. 

What my amendment would do is provide for some discre- 
tion in regard to possession of small amounts of marijuana 
and also class 111 through V controlled substances in which, 
under my amendment as explained under the sheet I distribu- 
ted to all the members, if you are dealing a controlled sub- 
stance, you would have an automatic license suspension. If 
you possess hard drugs, schedules I and 11, you also have an 
automatic license suspension. Third, if you possess any con- 
trolled substance and you are under 21 years of age, you have 
an automatic license suspension, and that is to keep in con- 
formity with the current prohibitions we have for underage 
drinking, so it is an automatic license suspension. 

All my amendment would do is provide some leeway to 
courts for possession of schedule 111 through V drugs, 
basically prescription-type drugs or small amounts of mari- 
juana, by persons over 21 years of age. 

First of all, I would like to support this because I think it 
cleans up a drafting problem in the original bill. 

that was originally offered on the House floor as far as discre- 
tion. I want to point that out. 

Now, I just want to make a plea here. I am from a rural 
area, and this type of legislation is especially devastating for 
folks in my area. All I am asking is that you give a judge the 
discretion to look at a particular defendant who has been con- 
victed for possession of a class I11 through V controlled sub- 
stance or a small amount of marijuana, for that judge to look 
at that defendant and say, wait a second; you have a job 35, 
40 miles away; you have a wife and a kid; if I take your license 
away, I am basically going to he denying your livelihood, and 
that is going to be a whole heck of a lot worse for yourself and 
for society than if we allow you to keep your driver's license 
and punish you under other sections of the controlled sub- 
stance abuse act. It is just a little discretion for judges to do 
that. It also gives them the discretion, if they feel it is an 
appropriate punishment, to take the license away, and if it is 
an appropriate punishment, they can do so. So I just hope the 
members of the House will look at this objectively, look at 
what it means to some of the people back home who are con- 
victed under this act. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Will the House agree to the amendment? 

On that question, from Westmoreland County, Representa- 
tive Kukovich is recognized. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the amend- 
ments which is not agreed to. It is one that just came up today 
on the floor, and I am not passing judgment whether I am for 
it or against it. What I need to point out is that this is one of 
the amendments that might not be agreed to on the Senate 
side, which 1 am sure the administration 1s not going to agree 
to, which 1 know some of our colleagues on the floor here will 
not agree to. 

I am suggesting that whenever you vote on this, keep in 
mind that this is one of the amendments to one of the bills, no 
matter how you stand on the merits of the amendment, that 
could throw a monkey wrench into the compromise on the 
drug package. 

For that reason 1 would ask for a negative vote and not on 
the merits of the suhstance of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to the 
amendment? On that question, from Luzerne County, Repre- 
sentative Blaum is recognized. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose the amendment on the merits. 

What this amendment does is weaken this license suspension 
section of the bill, which is very important to Attorney 
General Preate and to the administration, and I ask the 
members to pay attention to the message that this amendment 
sends. 
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The comparison was made to the underage drinking law. 
There is no comparison to the underage drinking Law and this 
amendment. It is illegal for kids under the age of 21 to 
consume alcohol, but it is illegal for all of us, under 21 or over 
21, to violate the provisions of the controlled substance act. It 
is against the law for any of us at any age to violate this law. 
So what penalty do we impose? At the suggestion of the 
Attorney General of Pennsylvania, we are calling for the sus- 
pension of the license across the board at any age. This 
amendment would send a message to our kids that it is okay 
for those of us over the age of 21 to abuse certain sections of 
the controlled substance act, but you under 21 cannot do  it. 
That sends a terrible message to the kids of this Common- 
wealth. 

We have to oppose this amendment. I ask the members to 
oppose this amendment, to keep the license suspension in 
there, and to please understand, to please understand, even 
though it is talking about a certain level of narcotics, to please 
understand that this is not life imprisonment. This is not 20 
years. This is a suspension for a very few days of a driver's 
license of someone who violates these drug acts which we are 
passing. If we are serious about this, if we are serious about 
the laws that we are passing today, we need to defeat this 
amendment. But we are also serious in sending a consistent 
message to teenagers, and that is that it is wrong for you to 
use certain narcotics covered by this act but it is also wrong 
for us to do it, too, and if we do it or you do it, we are both 
going to lose our license. 

I believe we have to send a consistent message and defeat 
this amendment, to stick with the Attorney General, to stick 
with the administration, and to keep this bill strong. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On whether the House will adopt the 
amendment, from Delaware County, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Mario Civera. 

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

rogation, please? 
Mr. Speaker, after hearing Mr. Blaum's remarks, I think he 

is correct. However, I do not think he is against the amend- 
ment if the amendment could be corrected. Why does the 
amendment read that if you are under the age of 21, you are 
then mandatorily suspended, but then if you are over the age 
of 21, it is up to the court's discretion? Why is that in the 
amendment, that language in the amendment? 

Mr. LEE. Two reasons for that, Mr. Speaker: One was to 
address a criticism Mr. Blaum made of the amendment we put 
up the last time a bill came through the House to this effect, 
and he said, well, if you are under 21 and you get caught with 
alcohol, you have an automatic suspension, and if you are 
under 21 and get caught with marijuana, you do not have an 
automatic suspension; it would be discretionary. So it makes 
the two sections consistent. 

More importantly though, I think we are talking about two 
classes of individuals here. One class of individuals are 
teenagers, people under the age of 21. Most of them are still in 

school. They do not need their automobiles to go back and 
forth to work. All I am trying to do is open up some amount 
of discretion for people out in the working world who arecon- 
victed of a violation of the controlled substance act for very 
small amounts of marijuana or prescription drugs-they are 
called prescription drugs under this bill at the moment-and 
just a small window of opportunity for those people not to 
lose their jobs. 

Mr. CIVERA. Mr. Speaker, may 1 make a comment, 
please? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. CIVERA. Mr. Speaker, I think if we listen to Repre- 

sentative Blaum in his remarks, he is correct. This is a good 
idea if we did not have the part where if you were 20 years of 
age or you were 21. Take this: Two people are caught with 
drug paraphernalia. One is 20 and one is 21, both in the same 
automobile or both walking down the street, whatever it 
might be, or in the automobile. The judge is now going to say 
to the person who is 20 years of age, you can no longer drive 
and it is mandatory that you lose your driver's license, but the 
other person who is 21 years of age in that same automobile, it 
is going to be up to the discretion of the court. 

Now, I think this idea is good. I think what we should do is 
clean this amendment up and say that it is mandatory that if 
you are involved with drugs and you are driving, that you lose 
your driver's license. You cannot say if you are 20, this is 
what is going to happen to you, but if you are 21, now the 
court has the discretion. 

I urge the House to vote "no" on the amendment. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to the 
amendment? On that question, from Crawford County, the 
Chair recognizes RepresentativeMerry. 

Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, I urge the members to give 
further thought on this amendment. Representative Lee is on 
to something that is very valid. 

I applaud those who want to make this the strongest law in 
the land and be so stern and demanding on its penalties that 
we eliminate all drug use, but remember, part of our problem 
with drug use is rehabilitation. You have a situation here that 
if you take the man's driver's license away, or the lady's or 
whatever, you possibly have taken him off the highway and 
taken him off his distribution routes. I suggest that those in 
the criminal atmosphere, if they want to pursue this, they are 
still going to drive. But for the person who has a small chance 
at rehabilitation, you know-and, God, provide for this that 
we have got to get these people off drugs and back into a 
meaningful, well-deserving life-part of that job is rehabilita- 
tion. To sentence them to something and put them hack on 
the streets without a job- In our rural areas we do not have 
buses and we do not have taxicabs. There is no way for this 
person to get back and forth to work if there is any distance at 
all involved unless he hitchhikes. If you come from the north- 
ern tier of counties, there is half the year up there you cannot 
even be out on the roads, because of the weather, and 
hitchhiking. 
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I think that penalty part of it is unreasonable. We have got 
to have a window here and this amendment does provide for 
that, that the judge can look at it and if it means taking his 
license away to get the man off the road, well, let us do it. But 
if part of his rehabilitation means that he can still go back to 
work and earn for himself and family and on his livelihood, 1 
think that is the way we want to go. 

So for those reasons, Mr. Speaker, 1 urge that we be forgiv- 
ing enough to leave it in the hands of the judge to let this 
license suspension be discretionary, because in the final analy- 
sis remember, the criminal is still going to drive and the honest 
person is going to be forced into poverty or onto welfare or 
some other thing that we are not really intending to do with 
this legislation. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of agreeing to the amend- 
ment, from Lehigh County, Representative Pressmann is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the gentleman's amend- 

ment. 
Mr. Speaker, the reason we put language into this bill 

having to do with the forfeiture of license, we are trying to 
send a message to the people of this Commonwealth that even 
for a small violation of the drug law, that there is a penalty for 
you. Often the penalty that we are going to prescribe in terms 
of fines and imprisonment, and often for a small amount of 
narcotics we are not going to provide any kind of impris- 
onment at all- We want to try to make people aware that 
there is a consequence to their actions. 

In a district like I have, a city district where we see people 
driving in from outside the city all the time to buy narcotics 
and the only penalty may be a fine of a few hundred or maybe 
a few thousand dollars they can afford, we want to see penal- 
ties, penalties that are going to hurt, penalties that are going 
to mean something to them. 

One of the things we have done in this Commonwealth, 
consistently we have said that we do not offer forgiveness; 
that we do not give bread-and-butter licenses; that if you 
commit a crime that this Commonwealth has judged that you 
ought to lose your license for, that you will lose your license 
and that you will pay that penalty, because we want to send a 
very clear message to everyone, and I think in Mr. Lee's 
amendment he sends a mixed message. He says if you are 
under 21, you absolutely will lose your license, and if you are 
over 21, there is discretion. I think we send the wrong 
message. We send the message of a different standard of 
justice whether you are over 21 or under 21. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the members for a negative vote on Mr. 
Lee's amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Bucks County, 
Representative Heckler is recognized. 

Mr. HECKLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we are under the curious illusion that we send 

messages from this chamber that people are listening to. I 
would suggest to you that the history specifically of the sanc- 
tions we have imposed on people's drivers' licenses are not 

being listened to. They are creating periodic, sporadic hard- 
ships without any significant change in human behavior. 

What Representative Lee's amendment does is creates the 
opportunity for a judge to exercise discretion in certain cases. 
That will not prevent the judges from Representative Press- 
mann's district from being very hardnosed about people who 
are coming into their county and buying drugs. It will permit 
the judge from Representative Lee's district to use some dis- 
cretion so that a young individual or an adult who has made a 
mistake is not penalized in terms of his ability to support his 
family. 

I would suggest that sooner or later we are going to have to 
stop acting under the illusion that when we pass a mandatory 
penalty, particularly one where we are penalizing the driver's 
license where the conduct may not have anything to do with 
driving, that we are not accomplishing anything but willy-nilly 
fouling up a few people's lives. 

1 urge the enactment of the Lee amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Representative 

McNally of Allegheny County is recognized. 
Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I support Mr. Lee's amendment, and I hope that the 

members of the House will also support this amendment. 
As other speakers have indicated, the effect of mandatory 

suspensions of an operating privilege often means that people 
who work for a living are punished more severely than those 
people who do not work, who do not need their drivers' 
licenses in order to work or in order to get to work. I have 
seen that inequity so vividly in my own district. 

About a month ago, a woman called me. Her husband had 
had a driver's license suspension, and he needed that license in 
order to get to work. He was reforming. It was a struggle for 
this young family with a child, and the fact that his operator's 
license was suspended, imposing an even greater penalty, 
making it even harder for that family and that man to come 
back and to reform and to make good on the offense against 
society, is something that I just cannot understand. We are 
doing more harm than good by making these suspensions 
mandatory. There is no rational reason why a person who 
works for a living ought to be punished more severely than a 
person who does not work. 

Let us support the Lee amendment. Let us allow our judges 
to use their own discretion and their sense of fairness to 
suspend licenses when it is appropriate and to allow the opera- 
tor's privilege to continue when that is fair. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, Representative 
Preston is recognized on the amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment answel a few questions 

for me, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will. 
Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, are you telling me then, in 

your opinion, that if a person breaks the law in dealing or pos- 
sessing drugs, that you still support him having the privilege 
of being able to drive a car into Pennsylvania and to be able to 
have a driver's license? Is that what you are saying to me? 
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Mr. LEE. Well, we allow it for murderers. I mean, we allow 
it for every other criminal offense - burglary. I mean, if we do 
this today, we are heading down the road where as soon as 
you commit any crime in this State, you are going to have 
your license suspended. We are heading down the road where 
we can say, well, you cannot be a barber; we are going to take 
your barber's license away. Now, if we are going to start 
doing that, I want us to do it in a comprehensive fashion, not 
one step at a time taking away here and there. Let us look at 
all the things that the State, all the privileges the State allows 
you to have, and then we are going to say what is appropriate, 
what privileges are appropriate to take away in one instance 
and allow the judges to have some discretion in doing so. This 
is not the way to do that. This is just a haphazard way, and it 
is very ineffectual. 

Mr. PRESTON. So in other words, what you are saying is 
where most of the people in my district, I am sorry to say, 
cannot afford a car, you are saying it is okay for people within 
your district or Mr. McNally's district or Mr. Merry's district 
to be able to afford to drive into my district and be able to 
drive back out and continue to work, whereas most of the 
people who cannot afford to buy a car and have to take public 
transportation in the first place should be granted a special 
right. Is that what you are saying to me, sir? 

Mr. LEE. No, I am not saying that at all. I am hoping that 
the people in my area are severely punished for possessing 
these substances, breaking the controlled substance act. I am 
hoping they are getting jail terms in some instances or heavy 
fines. But I have people in my area who will literally come up 
to me and say, can the judge put me in jail for a week instead 
of taking my license for 90 days, because I can take a week off 
from work; I will not lose my job. If you take my license away 
for 90 days, I am going to lose my job, and that will be 
devastating for me, my wife, and my kids. 

I am not trying to discriminate against the people in the 
city. All I am asking for is the people in the city to look at the 
problems the people in the country have trying to drive to get 
back and forth from work. 

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, may I just speak on the bill? 
I do not want to embarrass the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. PRESTON. I have very strong problems with this 

issue. What he is basically, simply saying, and it is true, most 
of the people-and I have a drug problem-most of the 
people who come in my district are from the rural areas and 
they drive. They are granted-and understand, a driver's 
license is a privilege; it is not an inherited right-they are 
granted a privilege to be able to operate. You do not have to 
have it for everything. Everybody is not entitled to it. But all 
you are simply saying is because a person has maybe a better 
standard of living, he should be entitled to be able to continu- 
ously, continuously come into the city; to continuously be 
able to go out and buy the stuff. That is all you are going to be 
doing. 

I am surprised by my other colleague. i t  really gets to me to 
think that someone- And it is your Attorney General who is 

pushing this package, as per se your leader as far as govern- 
ment within your own party is trying to push this situation, 
and it is a fact that all they are going to continue to do is con- 
tinue to be granted that privilege to be able to drive in. We 
have had all of them, from the salesmen to the truck drivers 
and everyone else, even away from drugs, where they try to 
have the right to drive to work, and they continually violate it, 
and they are going to continuously continue to come into the 
city. 

And I am really surprised at you to be able to say a differ- 
ence in the standard. There is no difference between an ounce 
or a kilo. They have violated the law, and especially if they are 
over 21. They are an adult. They should know better, and they 
should not be granted a special privilege. Again I say the 
driver's license is a privilege that is granted to a person who 
passes the test, and we within the State have the right to take it 
away for a privilege, and if they have done something wrong, 
we should have every ounce of power behind it where they do 
not continuously do that. Just because someone is working 
or, as you say, has a house and has a family and can afford 
things a little bit better than someone else who does not, does 
not mean that they should be treated any differently, and I 
think that that is really wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong, wrong, 
and it is a shame that you would even try to say that. 

I am tired of them coming in my district. That is one of the 
reasons why we have the corners, because you continuously 
want to grant them the privilege and the right to be able to 
come in there, and that is just what they are going to do. If 
you want to support that, then that is just what you are doing. 
You are supporting the people who continuously do the 
drugs. You can make all the notes you want, you can make all 
the statements, but the facts are just there. From the suburbs 
and the rural areas they are going to drive in, and you want to 
continuously give them that right, and after they get off, they 
are going to continue to drive in. Do not give them that right. 
Let them pay the due cost. Let them take the cost. 

I am telling you the amendment is wrong. The cause is 
wrong. It is a different form of elitism, and you should really 
pull the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Indiana County, 
the Chair recognizes Representative Wass. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose the amendment. I would only 

ask my colleagues today to think about the other part of this 
issue. Think about the parents who lost a loved one because of 
this particular substance. Think about the families that are 
wiped out on the roads because of this substance. Where is the 
other side of this? Who is going to pay that price? 1 believe 
that we are on the wrong track when we allow people on our 
roads who use substances such as this, and I believe that the 
strongest penalty we can put out there today is taking their 
drivers' licenses. 

Let us get back on the road of protecting those who are the 
innocent people and do not try to protect those who are 
abusing the laws of this land. 
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The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Jefferson 
County, Representative Smith is recognized. 

Mr. S. H. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the amendment. Judging 

that the comments so far today have gone very much along 
the same lines as they did a couple of weeks ago, I would 
suspect that we will see a similar vote. However, I would ask 
that the members consider that this amendment was brought 
up with the fundamental thought that an individual who loses 
their driver's license in a rural area where there is no public 
transportation available is receiving a more harsh penalty 
than an individual who loses their driver's license in an urban 
area where mass transit is available. That is the premise on 
which this amendment was brought forth; that is the basic 
thought. 

Perhaps what we are saying is that we do not like the man- 
datory sentencing side of these issues. I would only urge the 
membership to recognize that 1 certainly believe that that is 
what Representative Lee is trying to bring forward - that it is a 
harsher penalty due to the fact that a person does not have the 
availability of transportation. It is not just a matter of going 
to work. I mean, that inconvenience has a person at a point 
where they cannot take care of their family needs, perhaps 
hospital needs or just going to the grocery store, who knows 
what. 1 guess it is not that we are saying that that person 
should not be inconvenienced or should not be penalized for 
their crime, but we are looking for a more equal penalty to 

shortly thereafter adopting this bill, and what this bill does is 
suspend the license for anyone who possesses, sells, delivers, 
offers for sale, holds for sale, or gives away any controlled 
substance. There is no scheduling in this bill. That is schedule 
I,  schedule 11, schedule 111, schedule IV, and schedule V. We 
are in pharmaceutical drugs, so if your pharmacist happens to 
screw up a prescription or give you some type of prescription 
drug illegally and is convicted under the controlled substance 
act of some minor offense like a misdemeanor or a summary 
offense, he is going to lose his license under this bill. So 1 
think this bill is much different than the bill we have sent over 
to the Senate in that respect. 

Once again, I just would like the members to think about 
what we are doing by continuing this process of suspending 
people's licenses for various criminal offenses. I am not 
saying that is a bad idea. 1 think for the underage drinking 
that is a pretty good idea if there was some discretion 
involved, but I just want to do that in a comprehensive 
fashion so people in the cities and the people in the rural areas 
all get treated equally by our criminal laws instead of what 
this bill would do - discriminate against individuals from rural 
areas. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 

1 Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-43 
people in various areas of the State. 

Belardi Fargo Lashinger Oliver 
I would ask for support for the amendment. Thank you, Bunt Fox Lee Reber 

Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment for the second time, 

from Wyoming County, Representative Lee is recognized. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not want to belabor this, but I 

want to answer a few of the points that were raised here thus 
far in the debate that I just did not think were quite fair. 

First of all, Representative Civera mentioned the fact that 
under this bill there will be a differentiation between 21-year- 
olds and 20-year-olds. Well, do we not have a differentiation 
now for alcohol that if someone is sitting in a car or out in a 
field for that matter, one drinking alcohol over 21, one under 
the age of 21, one is going to get their driver's license sus- 
pended automatically and the other one is going to go scot- 
free? I am not even letting him go free. I am just allowing it 
up to the discretion of the judge. 

Secondly of all, I want to make sure we know here that I am 
not trying to say that we are trying to condone the use of small 
substances, small amounts of marijuana or the prescription 
drugs under schedules I11 through V. We are not trying to 
condone that. 1 encourage judges, as I have said before, to 
give tough sentences to those people, and I encourage a judge, 
if in his discretion this would be the best thing for society to 
have a license suspension, to impose that license suspension. 
All we are trying to do is allow some leeway to that judge to 
figure out what is best for society as well as the defendant. 

Finally, I encourage everyone to look at the bill itself, 
because if my amendment does not go in, we are going to be 

Bush 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
Distler 
Durham 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Eelfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 

Freeman Leh 
Gallen Levdansky 
Godshall McNally 
Gruitza Michlovic 
Haluska Micozzie 
Heckler Miller 
ltkin Moehlmann 
Jadlowiec Murphy 
Jasephs Nahill 

NAYS-154 

Dombrowski Laughlin 
Donatucci Lescovitz 
Dorr Linton 
Evans Lloyd 
Fairchild Lucyk 
Farmer McCall 
Fee McHale 
Fleagle McVerry 
Flick Maiale 
Foster Maine 
Freind Markosek 
Gamble Marsico 
Cannon Mayernik 
Geist Melio 
George Merry 
Gigliotti Morris 
Gladeck Mowery 
Gruppo Mrkonic 
Hagarty Nailor 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hayes O'Dannell 
Herman Olasz 
Hershey Perzel 
Hess Pesci 
Howlett Petrarca 
Hughes Petrone 

Roebuck 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Semmel 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Van Horne 
Wozniak 

Rudy 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Snyder, G 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
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The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments were not agreed to. 

Clark, D. F. lackson Phillips Wars 
Colafella lames Piccola Weston 
ColaiUO Iarolin Pievsky Williams 
Cole Johnson Pistella Wilson 
Corrigan Kaiser Pitts Wogan 
Cowell Kasunic Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
COY Kenney Preston Wright, J. L. 
DeLuca Kondrich Raymond Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Kosinski Richardson Yandrisevits 
Daley Kukovieh Ritter 
Davies LaGrotta Robbins Manderino. 
Dietterick Lanary Robinson Speaker 

NOT VOTING-3 

Carn Hayden Reinard 

EXCUSED-3 

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

A4170: 

Broujos George Melio Staback 
Bunt Gigliotti Merry Stairs 
Burd Gladeck Michlovic Steishner 
Bums Godshall Micozric Stish 
Bush Gruitra Miller Strittmatter 
Caltagirone Gruppo Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Hagarty Morris Tangretti 
Carlson Haluska Mowery Taylor, E. 2. 
Carn Harper Mrkonic Taylor. F. 
Cawlcy Hasay Murphy Taylor, I. 
Cessar Hayden Nahill Telek 
Chadwick Hayes Nailor Thomas 
Civera Heckler Noye Tigue 
Clark, B. D. Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark, D. F. Hershcy O'Donnell Trlch 
Clark. 1. H. Hess Olasr Van Horne 
Clvmer Howlett Oliver Veon 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 13), page 2, line 1, by inserting after 
"conviction" 

for a violation of this act 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Lebanon 
County, Representative Moehlmann. 

Mr. MOEHLMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is a clarifying amendment that is agreed to by the 

chairman of the Judiciary Committee. It arises from the fact 
that we found when we went over the drafting of the legisla- 
tion that the legislation does not specifically state that the sus- 
pension of a driver's license relates to a violation of this act, 
the Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic Act. 
The amendment simply makes it very clear that the suspension 
is for a violation of the Controlled Substance, Drug, Device 
and Cosmetic Act. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Rr 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
GaJlen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsica 
Mayernik 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, 0. 

&hen 
Colafella 
C0laill0 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 

~ - -  ~... ~ ~~ ~~ 

Hughes Perrel 
ltkin Pesci 
Iackson Petrarca 
Jadlowiec Petrone 
James Phillips 
Iarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
Langtry Richardson 

NAYS-1 

.. ~ 

Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. I. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

LaGrotta 

NOT VOTING-1 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowlev 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
DOrr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 

LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
MeNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
ScheeI2 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 



Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, I. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
CalafeUa ~ ~ 

Colai2z0 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DcLuca 
DeWeex 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 

Richardson 

- -- 
(10) ha; been determ;ned;obc drug or alcohol depen- 

dent and is incapable of accepting or unwilling to accept vol- 
untary admission to a drug or alcohol treatment program. 
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Gamble Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
Gannon Marsico Snyder, G. 
Geist Mayernik Staback 
Gcorge Melio Stairs 
Gigliotti M e w  Stcighner 
Gladeck Michlovic Stish 
Godshall Micozzie Strittmatter 
Gruitza Miller Stuban 
Gruppo Moehlmann Tangretti 
Hagmy Morris Taylor. E. Z. 
Haluska Mowery Taylor. F. 
Harper Mrkonic Taylor. 1. 
Hasay Murphy Telek 
Hayden Nahill Tigue 
Hayes Nailor Trello 
Heckler Noye Trich 
Herman O'Brien Van Horne 
Hershey O'Donnell Veon 
Hess Olasz Vroon 
Howlett Oliver Wambach 
Hughes Perrel Wass 
Itkin Pesci Weston 
Jackson Petrarca Williams 
Jadlowiec Petrone Wilson 
James Phillips Wogan 
Jarolin Worniak Piccola 
Johnson Piwsky Wright, D. R. 
Josephs Pistella Wright, J. L. 
Kaiser Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Kasunic Pressmann Yandrisevits 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond Manderino. 
Kosinski Reber Speaker 
Kukovich Reinard 

NAYS-2 

Thomas 
NOT VOTING-I 

Amend Bill, page I, lines 7 and 8, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1. The definition of "dependent child" in section 
6302 of Title 42 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes is 
amended to read: 
5 6302. Definitions. 

The following words and phrases when used in this chapter 
shall have, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, the 
meanings given to them in this section: 

111 

"Dependent child." A child who: 
(1) is without proper parental care or control, subsis- 

tence, education as required by law, or other care or control 
necessary for his physical, mental, or emotional health, or 
morals; 

(2) has been placed for care or adoption in violation of 
law; 

(3) has been abandoned by his parents, guardian, or 
other custodian; 

(4) is without a parent, guardian, or legal custodian; 
(5) while subject to compulsory school attendance is 

habitually and without justification truant from school; 
(6) has committed a specific act or acts of habitual dis- 

obedience of the reasonable and lawful commands of his 
parent, guardian or other custodian and who is ungovernable 
and found to be in need of care, treatment or supervision; 

(7) is under the age of ten years and has committed a 
delinquent act; 

(8) has been formerly adjudicated dependent, and is 
under the jurisdiction of the court, subject to its conditions or 
placements and who commits an act which is defined as 
ungovernable in paragraph (6); [or] 

(9) has been referred pursuant to section 6323 (relating 
to informal adjustment), and who commits an act which is 
defined as unaovernable in ~ a r a n r a ~ h  (6)l.l; or 

The House proceeded t o  third consideration of SB 617, PN 
659, entitled: 

- .  . - 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirma- 
tive and the bill passed finally. 

Ordered, That the 'Ierk Ieturn 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. 

* * * 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for partici- 

- ' * 
(h) Physical and mental examinations and treatment.- 

During the pendency of any proceeding the court may order the 
child to be at a suitable place by a or psychol- 
ogist and may also order medical or surgical treatment of a child 
who is suffering from a serious physical condition or illness which 
in the opinion of a licensed physician requires prompt treatment, 
even if the parent, guardian, or other custodian has not been 
niven notice of a hearinn. is not available. or without good cause 

- - 

pation of G e n t ,  guardian or other custodian in treatment 
program. 

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

A4212: 

Amend Title, page I, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
further defining "dependent child"; further provid- 
ing for disposition of dependent child; further pro- 
viding for investigation and report; and 

- 
informs the court of hLrefusal to consent to the treatment. A 

drug or alcohol dependent. 
Section 3. Section 6351(a) of Title 42 is amended and the 

section is amended by adding a subsection to read: 
5 6351. Disposition of dependent child. 

(a) General rule.-If the child is found to be a dependent 
child the court may make any of the Collowing orders ofdisposi- 
tion best suited to the protection and physical, mental, and moral . . 
welfare of the child: 

(1) Permit the child to remain with his parents, guard- 
ian, or other custodian, subject to conditions and limitations 
as the court prescribes, including supervision as directed by 
the court for the protection of the child. 
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(2) Subject to conditions and limitations as the court 
prescribes transfer temporary legal custody to any of the fol- 
lowing: 

(i) Any individual resident within or without this 
Commonwealth who, after study by the probation 
officer or other person or agency designated by the court, 
is found by the court to be qualified to receive and care 
for the child. 

(ii) An agency or other private organization 
licensed or otherwise authorized by law to receive and 
provide care for the child. 

(iii) A public agency authorized by law to receive 
and provide care for the child. 
(3) Without making any of the foregoing orders trans- 

fer custody of the child to the juvenile court of another state if 
authorized bv and in accordance with section 6363 (relatine to 
ordering foreign supervision). 

(4) If the child has been determined to be drug or 
alcohol dependent, commit the child to a treatment facility 
licensed by the Commonwealth. 
* * * 

Section 4. Title 42 is amended by adding a section to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page I ,  line 16, by striking out "2" and insert- 

ing 
5 

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

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, the author of 
the amendment, Representative Saurman, is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill would require that parents join the 

individual, the youth, in treatment. I think what that says, or 
what it attempts to say, is that parents are equally responsi- 
ble-and I think they are-and they ought to be in treatment, 
and 1 certainly agree with the intent of the bill, but my amend- 
ment attempts to give the parent who is both legally and emo- 
tionally responsible for that offspring an opportunity to 
access treatment for that child when alcoholism or drug addic- 
tion has been certified by a treatment specialist. The safe- 
guard is that the juvenile judge hears the evidence and then 
makes the commitment. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read not from a scenario but 
from a factual experience, a letter, or a part of it: 

My daughter ... is an alcoholic who is addicted to 
cocaine and marijuana. She started drinking when she 
was twelve and was able to hide this for some time. 
She started seeing psychologists when she was eight 
years old for behavior problems which subsided until 
she started drinking. I again sought help for her which 
she did not respond to, until she was fourteen. At that 
time she refused further therapy and the therapist 
assured me that this was her right under the law. 

In July of 1988 ... a counselor ... informed me that 
she was in mid stage alcoholism ... She referred me to a 
support group for parents called Families Anony- 
mous, ... 

where she was told that she could not get treatment involun- 
tarily according to the laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Her daughter started high school. In September of 1988 she 
started using cocaine in addition to alcohol and marijuana. 
She was suspended several times, and she was told by her 
daughter that it was none of her business. Taking privileges 
away or grounding her had no effect. 

In January of 1989 she ran away for 2 weeks. When she 
returned, she became agitated and threatened suicide. She was 
placed in a foster home in February of her own will because 
she wanted to get out of her home. She left there. Although 
psychology and psychotherapy were suggested, it was denied 
because she refused. She repeatedly left home. 

In July of 1989 her mother received a telephone call stating 
that her daughter was in Georgia. She was returned from 
Georgia, having been apprehended there by the police. 
Arrangements were made to bring her hack and she was to 
attend a residential service, but she refused to go, indicating 
that she only said she would go because she wanted to get 
home and out of the problems in Georgia. 

Finally she got in trouble with the police, has since been put 
into custody and into treatment, and she is doing well. 

Mr. Speaker, this mother begs for this amendment on her 
own behalf and on behalf of other parents who want to be 
able to get their children into treatment when someone certi- 
fies that they have an alcoholic problem or a drug addiction 
and they refuse treatment. 

I ask for your support of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Westmoreland 

County, Representative Kukovich is recognized. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I know the maker of this 

amendment is well intentioned. I share his concern. I have a 
couple of problems. This amendment would just totally 
destroy the chance for passage of this bill, and it could set into 
motion again the problem of whether we are going to be able 
to pass this entire drug package. 

The problem is that, to summarize what this bill would do, 
it would mandate, apparently, that county children and youth 
programs in each county would have to do an assessment, and 
if the assessment showed that there was a dependency, would 
have to provide treatment. We have no idea how much that 
would cost at this point. What 1 do know is that currently 
under the children and youth system, counties are over- 
matched to the tune of $78 million. The extent annually to 
which the overmatch grows is somewhere between $20 to $30 
million. No matter how well intentioned this amendment is, 
what it will do without the corresponding funds to deal with 
this problem is bankrupt county children and youth services 
and do a tremendous disservice to children in need throughout 
this Commonwealth. 

Again, I think it is well intentioned, but for two reasons - 
because of the damage it does to the drug package of bills: 
and secondly, what it potentially could do to the children and 
youth system - it would be folly to vote for this amendment to 
this bill. 
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There are other pieces of legislation, such as HB 900, which 
Representative Stuban's committee has dealt with, which the 
Appropriations Committee is now dealing with. Senator 
Greenwood has legislation which partially deals with this 

Davies Kasunic Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dempsey Kenney Reber 

NAYS-47 

Acosta Ginliotti McNallv Rvbak 
. ~~ 

~~ ~~ ~ - -  ~-~~~~ ~~~ 

we can use to at least partially correct and deal with the 
problem that Representative Saurman wants to deal with, and 
hopefully we can do it before the end of this session. But to 

oroblem. There are a number of mechanisms that hooefullv 

throw this on us now whenever we are trying to pass this drug 
package before the end of the year would be a big mistake, 
and 1 would ask for a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the amendment's 
author, from Montgomery County, Representative Saurman, 
is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I cannot believe what I heard. We are 

attempting to solve a drug problem. We are in agreement that 
a serious problem exists here, but we want to ignore it until a 

I Birmelin G i i t z a  Maine staback 

later time. 
Mr. Speaker, I say the time to strike is now. The time to put 

this provision into this act and into the whole drug package is 
now. Because it has been overlooked is no excuse for not rec- 
ognizing now that it exists and that we can do something 
about it. 

I would ask for your support. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-151 

Bishop Harper Melio Stish 
Cappabianca Hasay 0' Donnell Tangretti 
Cam Hayden Oliver Thomas 
Cohen Hughes Petrarca Trello 
Colafella 
Colaizro 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dombrowski 
Evans 
Fee 

Pesci 

Dininni 

James Petlone Trich 
Josephs Pitts Veon 
Kukovich Preston Williams 
Lescovitz Richardson 
Levdansky Robinson Manderino. 
Linton Roebuck Speaker 

NOT VOTING-2 

Pressmann 

EXCUSED-3 

Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowry 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 

Adolph Dietterick Kondrich Reinard 
Distler 
Donatufci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fairchild 
Farga 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiee 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kaiser 

I YEAS-200 
Kosinski 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 

~~ ~~~ 

Maiale 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasl 
Perrel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini - ~~~~~~~~~ 

Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylar, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Harne 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlsan 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, 8. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
GI~PPO 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Hcrman 
Hershey 
Hess 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Mico~lie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
krimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, 8. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Lish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Harne 
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Clymer 
Cohcn 
Colafella 
colaiuo 
Cole 
Cornel) 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Dalcy 
Davies 
Dempwy 
Diaterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Dininni 

Howlat Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
ltkin Pesci 
Jackson Pdrarca 
Jadlowiec Petrone 
lames Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
Lawtry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING--0 

EXCUSED-3 

Letterman Rieger 

Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
was 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

I Amend Sec. 6. oaee 3. line 19. bv str ikin~ out all of said line .. - . . . I and insyting 
v 

Sect~on 2. (a) The Department of General Services. with 
the approval of the Goverdor and the Department of Public 
Welfare, is authorized and directed on behalf of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsvlvania to grant and convev to the Urban Rede- 
velopment ~u thbr i ty  of piitsburgh, for a consideration of one- 
half the fair market value as determined by an appraisal or the 
remaining bond indebtedness on the subject properiy, whichever 
is greater, the following described tract of land situate in the City 
of Pittsburgh, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, bounded and 
described as follows: 

FIRST 
All those certain lots or ~arcels  of ground situate in the Fifth 

I Ward, City of Pittsburgh, county o f~ l l egheny  and Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, being Lots Nos. 1 to 16 inclusive, Lot 
No. 60 and ~o t s -NOS.  63 a n d 4  in the Wm. V. Callery Plan, as 
recorded in the Recorder's Office of Allegheny County in Plan 
Book Volume 13, pages 114 and 115, being bounded and 
described as follows, to-wit: 
Lots Nos. 1 to 16 inclusive: 

Beginning at a point on the southerly line of Ridgeway Street . . 
The maiority rewired by the Constitution having voted in I (form&ly ~ i d g e  ~ t i ee t )  at the northwest corner of Lot No. 1 and 

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

the information that the House has passed the same with I westerly line of said Marcella Street, 102.44 feet to a point on the 

- .  . 
the affirmative, the questibn was determined in th; affirms- 
tive and the bill passed finally. 

Ordered. That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 

amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is 
requested. . * 

the westerly line of said Plan of Lots and line of land now or late 
of William McConway; thence northeastwardly along the south- 
erly line of said Ridgeway Street 434.11 feet to a point on the 
westerlv line of Marcella Street! thence so~~thwardlv alone the 

The House proceeded t o  third consideration of SB 557, PN 
595, entitled: 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Department 
of Corrections, to convey a tract of land in Lower Allen Town- 
ship. Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, to the Christian Life 
Assembly of Camp Hill Borough. 

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

A3922: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by removing the period after 
"Borough" and inserting 
; and authorizing and directing the Department of General Ser- 
vices with the approval of the Department of Public Welfare to 
convey a tract of land and an easement situate in the City of 
Pittsburgh, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, to the Urban Rede- 
velopment Authority of Pittsburgh. 

Amend Sec. I ,  page 1, line 8, by inserting after "I." 
la\ .-, 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 28, by striking out "Section 2." 
and inserting 

@) 
Amend Sec. 3, page 3. line 5, by striking out "Section 3." and 

inserting 
(c) 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 13, by striking out "Section 4." 
and inserting 

(d) 
Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 17, by striking out "Section 5." 

and inserting 
(e) 

northerly line of a 2afoot way; thence southwestwardly along the 
northerly line of said 20-foot way 401.44 feet to a point at the 
southwesterly corner of Lot No. 1 in said Plan of Lots; and 
thence northwestwardly along the westerly line of said Lot No. 1, 
along the westerly line bf s a i a ~ l a n  of ~ o ; s  and along line of land 
now or late of the aforementioned William McConway, 95.17 
feet to the point on the southerly line of Ridgeway Street at the 
place of beginning. 
Lot No. 60: 

Beginning at a point on the northerly line of White Street at 
the dividing line between Lots Nos. 59 and 60 in said Plan of 
Lots; thence southwestwardly along the northerly line of said 
White Street 25 feet to a point at the dividing line between Lots 
Nos. 60 and 61 in said Plan of Lots; thence northwestwardly 
along said last mentioned dividing line 91.67 feet to a point on the 
southerly line of a 20-foot way; thence northeastwardly along the 
southerly line of said 20-foot way 25 feet to a point at the dividing 
line between Lots Nos. 59 and 60 in said Plan of Lots: and thence 
southeastwardly along said last mentioned dividing line 91.67 feet 
to a point on the northerly line of White Street at the place of 
beginning. 
Lots Nos. 63 and 64: 

Beginning at a point on the northerly line of White Street at 
the dividing line between Lots Nos. 62 and 63 in said Plan of 
Lots; thence southwestwardly along the northerly line of said 
White Street 63.89 feet to a point at the southwesterly corner of 
Lot No. 64 in said Plan of Lots; thence northwestwardly along 
the westerly line of said Lot No. 64, along the westerly line of said 
Plan of Lots and along line of land now or late of William 
McConway 91.83 feet to a point on the southerly line of a 20-foot 
way; thence northeastwardly along the southerly line of said 20- 
foot way 58.44 feet to a point at the dividing line between Lots 
Nos. 62 and 63 in said Plan of Lots; and tbence southeastwardly 
along said last mentioned dividing line, 91.67 feet to the point on 
the northerly line of White Street at the place of beginning. The 
above described properties being the same properties as conveyed 
to the Tuberculosis League of Pittsburgh by the following deeds: 
1. From James D. Callery et ux, et al, dated April 9, 1932, and 

recorded June 16, 1932, in Deed Book Volume 2472, page 61. 



- 
242.72 feet to the point at th;: southuesterly corner of Blgelow seconds east 44.24 feet to a polnt; thence along the same north 25 
Boulevard and Morgan Street at the place of  beginning. Block 25- degrees 46 minutes 53 seconds west 54.92 feet to a point on the 
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- . 
S, Lot 104. 

Subiect to a street 30 feet wide known as Judson Street (for- 

2. From Joseph 2. Porter et ux, dated May 11, 1927, recorded 
May 12, 1927, in Deed Book Volume 2316, page 548. 

3. From Willie Claude Hightower et ux, dated May 11, 1927, 
recorded May 12, 1927, in Deed Book Volume 2316, page 
547. 

4. From William McConway et ux, dated March 29, 1912, 
recorded October 22, 1912, in Deed Book Volume 1754, page 
207. 

Block No. 258, Lot No. 98. for 5th Ward property. 
SECOND 

All that certain lot or parcel of ground situate in the Sixth 
Ward, City of Pittshurgh, County of Allegheny and Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, heing hounded and described as follows: 

Beginning at a point at the southwesterly corner of Bigelow 
Boulevard (formerly Grant Boulevard) as widened by Ordinance 
No. 556 of the City of Pittsburgh, approved December 2, 1938, 
and recorded in Ordinance Book Volume 49, page 340, and 
Morgan Street (formerly Blakeley Street); thence along the south- 
easterly line of said Bigelow Boulevard south 62 degrees 48 
minutes 17 seconds west, 200.50 feet to the point on line of land 
of the City of Pittshurgh; thence along line of land of the City of 
Pittsburgh south 27 degrees 11 minutes 43 seconds east 136.80 
feet to a point on the northwesterly line of the aforementioned 
Morgan Street; and thence along the northwesterly line of said 
Morean Street. north 28 deerees 29 minutes 57 seconds east 

merly jeremy Street) running southwestwardly through said 
orooertv from Morgan Street to the southwesterly line of the lot 

recorded in the Recorder's Office of Allegheny County in Plan 
Book Volume 13, pages 114 and 115 and distant along the north- 
westerly line of said Bedford Avenue south 60 degrees 56 minutes 
57 seconds west 130.15 feet from the northwesterly line of said 
Bedford Avenue and Tulsa Street; thence along the northwesterly 
line of said Bedford Avenue south 60 degrees 56 minutes 57 
seconds west 229.10 feet to a point; thence along other land of the 
party of the first part the following 5 courses and distances: north 
25 degrees 54 minutes 33 seconds west 261.24 feet to a point; 
south 78 degrees 36 minutes 32 seconds west 37.98 feet to a point; 
north 25 degrees 54 minutes 33 seconds west 95.00 feet to a point; 
south 64 degrees 05 minutes 27 seconds west 101.11 feet to a 
point; south 25 degrees 46 minutes 53 seconds east 105.63 feet to 
a point on line of land of the Housing Authority of the City of 
Pittshurgh at the center line of a 20-foot right-of-way described in 
deed from the Housing Authority of the City of Pittshurgh to the 
Tuberculosis League of Pittsburgh, dated November 7, 1952, and 
recorded in the Recorder's Office of Allegheny County in Deed 
Book Volume 3247, page 194; thence along line of land of the 
Housing Authority of the City of Pittshurgh, south 64 degrees 03 
minutes 07 seconds west 155.12 feet to a point on the northeast- 
erly line of Morgan Street now vacated; thence along the north- 
easterly line of said Morgan Street north 25 degrees 46 minutes 53 
seconds west 149.32 feet to a point; thence along line of land now 
or late of Hardine Harston north 64 dearees 03 minutes 07 

hereinabove descrihid. 
Suhiect to slooes for said Bieelow Boulevard as same are fixed 

in ordinance NO: 163 of the city of Pittsburgh, approved March 
29. 1939. recorded in Ordinance Book Volume 49. naae 614. . .  - 

THIRD 
All that certain lot or oarcel of around situate in the Sixth 

Ward of the City of ~ i t t sb i rgh ,  county of Allegheny and Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, being Lots Nos. 1 to 28 inclusive in 
Jones, Jeremy and   cull^ Plan, a s  recorded in the Recorder's 
Office of Allegheny County in Plan Book Volume 4, pages 152 
and 153, heing bounded and described as follows: 

Beginning at a point at the northeasterly corner of Ridgeway 
Street (formerly Ridge Street) and Morgan Street (formerly 
Blakeley Street); thence along the northwesterly line of said 
~ i d g e w i ~  street north 60 degrees 56 minutes 57 seconds east 
458.24 feet to a point on the Denny Manor Line; thence along the 
Denny Manor Line north 59 degrees 40 minutes 3 seconds west 
246.00 feet to a point on the southeasterly line of the aforemen- 
tioned Morgan street; and thence along the southeasterly line of 
said Morgan Street south 28 degrees 29 minutes 57 seconds west 
394.56 feet to the ooint at the northeasterlv corner of Ridaeway 
Street and  organ Street at the place of beginning. ~ lock25-S,  
Lot No. 98. 

The second and third described properties being the same 
properties which Andrew Carnegie et al. Trustees under Will of 
Mary E. Schenley, Deceased, by deed dated February 2, 1916, 
and recorded March 2, 1916, in Deed Book Volume 1836, page 
625, granted and conveyed unto the Tuberculosis League of 
Pittsburgh. 

FOURTH 
All that certain lot or parcel of ground situate in the Fifth 

Ward, City of Pittsburgh, County of Allegheny and Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, being hounded and described according 
to United States Standard Measure as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the northwesterly line of Bedford 
Avenue at line of land now or late of Henry W. Oliver, Ir., said 
point being the westerly line of the Wm. V. Callery Plan, 

so;theasterly line of Ridgeway Street (formerly Ridge Street): 
thence along the southeasterly line of said Ridgeway Street, north 
60 degrees 56 minutes 57 seconds east 480.17 feet to a point on 
line of land now or late of Henry W. Oliver, Jr., and the westerly 
line of the aforementioned plan of Lots; and thence along said 
last mentioned line, south 25 degrees 39 minutes 03 seconds east 
478.05 feet to the point on the northwesterly line of Bedford 
Avenue at the olace of beginning. 

For chain of title to premises 4th above described, see the fol- 
lowing deeds to the Tuberculosis League of Pittshurgh: 
1. Fiom H. A. Phillips, unmarried, dated ~ u n e  16, 1921, 

recorded June 23, 1921, in Deed Book Volume 2071, page 93. 
2. From William McConway et ux, dated March 5, 1910, 

recorded June 21, 1910, in Deed Book Volume 1672, page 
305. 

3. From Huston Brothers Company, dated April 20, 1920, 
recorded May 14, 1920, in Deed Book Volume 2046, page --- 
LLI. 

Block 258, Lot No. 98. 
FIFTH 

The free and uninterrupted use, liberty and privilege in 
common with the parties of the first part, its successors and 
assigns, the ~ o u s i n g  Authority of the ci ty of Pittshurgh, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, together with their tenants and occupiers for 
the time being and licensees, for said second party, its successors 
and assigns a i d  its agents, servants and licenseesat its and their 
will and pleasure at all times and purposes, to go, return, pass 
and repass by vehicle and on foot along and over a certain paved 
private road 20 feet wide and approximately 265 feet long, 
through oronertv now or formerlv of the Housing Authority of 

u . .  . - 
the City of Pittsburgh, abutting property of the Tuberculosis 
League of Pittsburgh, said road being situate in the Fifth Ward, 
City of Pittsburgh and bounded and described as follows: 

Beginning at a point, said point being on the northerly side of 
Bedford Avenue and distant south 60 degrees 55 minutes 42 
second5 west 12.07 feet from the intersection of the lands now or 
formerly of the Housing Authority of the City of Pittsburgh and 
lands of the Tuberculosis League of Pittsburgh; thence continu- 
ing along said northerly side of Bedford Avenue. south 60 degrees 
55 minutes 42 seconds west 20.12 feet to a point: thence along 
lands now or formerly of the Housing Authority of the City of 
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Housing ~" thor i ty  of the ~ i t y b f  Pitt,burgh, south 25 degrees 48 1 ~ c n e ~ a i ~ e w ~ e s  to, remove all restrtc;ions or encumbrances on 
minutes 18 seconds east 266.55 feet to the northerly side of Lertaln land rituate in Phtladelnhia: authorizina and directing the 

Pittsburgh, north 25 degrees 48 minutes 18 seconds west 267.70 
feet to lands of the Tuberculosis League of Pittsburgh; thence 
along the same, north 64 degrees 11 minutes 42 seconds east 20 
feet to a point: thence along lands now or formerly of the 

Bedford Avenue at the place of beginning. 
Together with and subject to the various rights and obliga- 

tions appurtenant to above described right-of-way as more fully 
set forth and described in deed of the Housing Authority of the 
City of Pittshurgh to the Tuberculosis League of Pittsburgh, 
dated November 7, 1952, of record in Deed Book Volume 3247, 
page 194. 

Being the same right-of-way as conveyed by the aforesaid 
deed of the Housing Autbority of the City of Pittsburgh to the 
Tuberculosis League of Pittsburgh, dated November 7, 1952, 

porations to the Commonwealtb; making an editorial change; 
providing for the exemption from taxes of the lease upon the 
Eastern Pennsylvania Psychiatric Institute; authorizing and 
directing The General State Authority and the Deoartment of 

recorded in Deed Book Volume 3247, page 194. 
Except coal and mining rights, granted or resewed by prior . . 

instruments of record. 
@) The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania shall maintain the 

property until such time as title is conveyed. Title shall be con- 
veyed at such time, as the Urban Redevelopment Autbority of 
Pittshurgh pays the consideration required by subsection (a). 

(c) The conveyance shall be made under and subject to all 
easements, servitudes and rights of others, including, but not 
confined to, streets, roadways, and rights of any telephone, tele- 
graph, water, electric, sewer, gas or pipeline companies, as well as 
under and subject to any interest, estates or tenancies vested in 
thud uersons, whether or not appearing of record. for any 

. 
Department of General Services, with the approval of the Giver- 
nor and the Department of Environmental Resources, to convey 
certain easements G d  parcels of land situate in the Borough of 
New Hope, Bucks County, Pennsylvania, to the River Road 
~evelopment corporation; and to accept the conveyance to the 
Commonwealth of certain parcels of land in the same borough; 
authorizing the ~epar tment  of Environmental Resources-to 
accept the conveyance of an easement in the same borough; 
authorizing and directing the Department of General Services, 
with the approval of the Governor, to sell and convey a tract of 
land situate in East Allen Township, Northampton County, 
Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing the Department of 
General Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Sec- 
retary of Environmental Resources, to sell and convey a certain 
parcel of land in Erie County, Pennsylvania; authorizing and 
directing the Department of General Services, with the approval 
of the Governor and the Department of Transportation, to 
convey to the county commissioners of Lackawanna County a 
tract of land situate in the Borouah of Moosic. Lackawanna 
County, Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing the Department 
of General Services, with the approval of the Governor and the 
Department of Public Welfare, ih convey to Kirwan Heights Vol- 
unteer Fire Department a tract of land situate in Collier Town- 

lands conveyed shall be used for housing and care for the elderly, 
and, if at any time the Urban Redevelopment Authority of 

portion of the land or improvemen~s~erected thereon. 
(d) The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that the 

Pittsburgh or its successor in function co&eys the property or 
authorizes or permits the property to be used for any purpose 

( ship. ~ l l e ~ h e n ;  County, Pennsylvanta; authorizing and directing 
the Department of General Services, with the a ~ ~ r o v a l  of the 

other than housing and care for the elderlv, the title thereto shall - 
immediately revert to and revest in the Commonwealtb of Penn- 
svlvania. 

(e) The deed of conveyance shall bc approved as provided by 
law and shall be executed by the Secretary of General Services in 
the name of the Commonwealth of ~ennsilvania. 

(f) Costs and fees incidental to this conveyance shall be 
borne by the grantee. 

Section 3. Section 10 of the act of October 23, 1988 
(P.L.1059, No.122), entitled "An act amending the act of April 
9. 1929 (P.L.177. No.175). entitled 'An act orovidina for and - 
reorganizing the conduct of the executi\e and administrative 
work of the Commonwealth by the Executive Department thereof 
and the administrative departments, boards, commissions, and 
officers thereof, including the boardr of trustees of State Normal 
Schools, or Teachers colleges; abolishing, creating, reorganizing 
or authorizing the reorganization of certain administrative 
departments, boards, and commissions; defining the powers and 
duties of the Governor and other executive and administrative 
officers, and of the several administrative departments, boards, 
commissions, and officers; fixing the salaries of the Governor, 
Lieutenant Governor. and certain other executive and adminis- 
trative officers; providing for the appointment of certain admin- 
istrative officers, and of all deputies and other assistants and 
employes in certain departments, boards, and commissions; and 
orescribina the manner in which the number and compensation of 
ihe deputies and all other assistants and employe; of certain 
departments, boards and commissions shall be determined,' 
requiring the Auditor General to periodically audit the affairs of 
the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission; further providing for 
Dowers and duties of the Denartment of Aariculture relative to 
;he manufacture and use of ethyl alcohol a id  the transportation 
of poultry, and for leases of lands and offixs by nonprofit cor- 

Governor and the Department of Public Welfare; to convey a 
tract of land situate in the City of Pittsburgh, Allegheny County. 
Pennsylvania; authorizing and directing the Department of 
General Services, with the approval of the Governor, to convey to 
the Canon-McMillan School District 3.109 acres of land, more or 
less, situate in the Borough of Canonsburg, Washington County, 
Pennsylvania; and making a repeal," is repealed insofar as it is 
inconsistent with this act. 

Section 4. This act shall take effect immediately. 

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

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

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to address an issue that this House, the Senate, and 
the Governor were kind enough t o  take care of last year, and 
that was the issue of allowing the Urban Redevelopment 
Authority in the city of Pittsburgh the opportunity to take a 
piece of State property in the 19th Legislative District, the old 
Western Restoration Center, and make it available to a 
number of community groups and organizations who want to 
develop that site as a nursing home and housing for senior cit- 
izens. 

At the time the Commonwealth took action, an 18-month 
period of time was allotted to the Urban Redevelopment 
Authority to purchase the property at an agreed-upon price of 
$900,000. The date for that option to end is in April of 1990. 
The authority and the community groups have been unable to 
conclude all of the arrangements necessary to purchase this 
property and have requested that we extend their period of 
time. In the process of researching what the Commonwealth 
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might be able t o  d o  t o  accommodate the Urban Redevelop- 
ment Authority and the community groups, General Services 
indicated that there is a standard lease procedure and that that 
standard lease procedure would allow this body t o  extend to 
the Urban Redevelopment Authority in Pittsburgh an unlim- 
ited period of time t o  develop this property and that that 
would not be inconsistent with current lease arrangements. So 
the amendment has the concurrence and approval of General 
Services here in Harrisburg, and they see n o  difficulty in tbis 
body passing the amendment. 

The amendment does not have any fiscal impact on any 
actions taken by this body, the Senate, or  the Governor. It 
simply extends t o  the Urban Redevelopment Authority a 
longer period of time to conclude their purchase arrangements 
and hopefully will allow a very worthwhile cause to be served, 
and that is to turn back to productive use the old Western Res- 
toration Center site. 

I would urge that this body support this amendment wbole- 
heartedly. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

YEAS-200 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinm Ritter ~-...~- 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burrxs 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabiica 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cesslr 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, 0.  D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaiv0 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 

Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Eleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliatti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 

~aughin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovilz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lueyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markasek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
G'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 

Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
kheetz 
khuler 
Scrimenti 
Sernmcl 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangrrtti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
vcon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 

DeWeese Kasunic Pressmann Wright, I. L. 
Daley Kenney Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kondrich Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dempsey Kosinski Rebcr 
Dietteriek Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LaGrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langfry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

Dininni Letterman Riege! 

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? 
Ms. RITTER offered the following amendments No. 

A3893: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by removing the period after 
"Borough" and inserting 
: and authorizine the Deoartment of General Services. with the 

of thebepartment of Public Welfare, to lease to the 
Housine Authoritv 1.7578 acres of land at 

~ l l e G o w n  state ~ o s p i t a c  Lehigh county. 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 28, by inserting after "convey- 

ance" 

under section I 
Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 5, by inserting after "conveyance" 

under section 1 
Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 13, by inserting after "convey- 

ance" 
under section 1 

Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 17, by striking out "tbis convey- 
ance" and inserting 

the conveyance under section 1 
Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
Section 6. The Department of General Services, with the 

approval of the Department of Public Welfare, acting on behalf 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, hereby authorized to 
lease to the Lehigh County Housing Authority for an annual 
rental of $1 for a period of 55 years, the following described 
premises: 

All that certain lot or tract of land lying on the south side of 
East Gordon Street as shown on the plan of property for Valley 
Housing Development Corporation, prepared by Martin H. 
Schuler Company, Engineers and Surveyors, situate in the 15th 
Ward, and more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at a concrete monument along southern property 
line of East Gordon Street (40.00 feet wide) said point being 
located 289.13 feet west of intersection of the southern propeay 
line of East Gordon Street and the western property line of North 
Oswego Street (30.00 feet wide) extended; thence, extending 
along the southern property line of East Gordon Street south 86 
degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds east 289.13 feet to a point; thence, 
extending along lands now or late of Allentown State Hospital 
south 03 degrees 48 minutes 00 seconds west 256.51 feet to a 
ooint: thence. extendine alone lands now or late of Allentown 
~ t a t e ' ~ o s ~ i t a 1  north 84 degrees 39 minutes 21 seconds west 
316.37 feet to a point; thence extending along lands now or late of 
Old Forge Corporation and lands now or late of Jeffrey Rehfuss 
north 10 degrees 01 minutes 09 seconds east 250.47 feet to the 
place of beginning. 

Containing: 1.7578 acres. 
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Section 7. The lease under section 6 shall grant the lessee, 
the Lehigh County Housing Authority, the right to sublease the 
above described premises to construct and operate 20 units of 
housing for persons with serious mental illness. 

Section 8. The lease agreement under section 6 shall be exe- 
cuted by the Department of General Services, with the approval 
of the Department of Public Welfare, in the name of the Com- 
monwealth and shall be contingent upon and subject to the terms, 
conditions and provisions as agreed upon by the affected parties. 

Amend Sec. 6, page 3, line 19, by striking out "6" and insert- 
ing 

0 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Lehigh County, 
Representative Karen Ritter is recognized. 

Ms. RITTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment will allow the Department of General Ser- 

vices t o  enter into a lease for $1 a year for 55 years for prop- 
erty on the grounds of the Allentown State Hospital. DGS will 
then lease this property to the Lehigh County Housing 
Authority, which will sublease the property for construction 
and operation of 20 units of housing for persons with serious 
mental illnesses who will be receiving intensive case manage- 
ment at  that site. 

This leuislation must be aooroved vrior to the end of this - -. 
month in order to assure that Federal tax credits will be 
available to  the developer. If the tax credits are not available, 
then the project will not be undertaken, because the cost will 
then exceed what the return would be. 

DPW (Department of Public Welfare) is very much in favor 
of this project. The Department of General Services has 
already drafted the lease agreement. The lease will be 
reviewed by the Attorney General, DPW, DGS, and the Penn- 
sylvania Housing Finance Agency, which will be providing 

Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J .  H. 
Clvmer 
~ d h e n  
Colafella 
Colaizro 
Cole 
Corncll 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distier 
Dombrowski 

Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 

Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunie 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olas2 
Oliver -~~ .~ 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Piwsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

~~~- ~ 

NOT VOTING-0 

Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor. F. 
 ailo or; J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Venn ~-~~ 

Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino. 
Speaker 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. ITKIN offered the followina amendments No. A4122: 

I 
- 

some of the financing for the project. So I would ask for an 
affirmative vote. Amend Sec. I ,  page I ,  line 12, by striking out "544,000" and 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Awsta Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Adolph Dorr Laughlin Robbins 
Allm Durham Lee Robinson 
Anstadt Evans Leh Roebuck 
~ r d l  
Barley 
Battisto 
BeLvdi 
Bclfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
BOYS 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
B u d  
Burns 

Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Flea& 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Oeist 
George 
Oigliotti 
Oladeck 
Godshall 

Lcscovitz Rudy 
Levdansky Ryan 
Linton Rybak 
Lloyd Saloom 
Lucyk Saurman 
McCall Schectz 
McHale Schuier 
McNally Scrimenti 
McVmy Semmel 
Maiale Scrafini 
Maine Smith, B. 
Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Marsico Snyder. D. W. 
Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Melio Staback 
Merry Stairs 
Michlovic Steighner 
Micozzie Stish 

~~~ - 
fair market value 

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 12 and 13 
Section 4. If the Commonwealth and the Christian Life 

Assembly disagree upon the fair market value, the determination 
of fair market value shall be made by a qualified real property 
appraiser agreed upon by the Commonwealth and the Christian 
Life Assembly. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 13, by striking out "4" and insert- 
ing 

5 
Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 17, by striking out "5" and insert- 

ing 
6 

Amend Sec. 6, page 3, line 19, by striking out "6" and insert- 
ing 

7 

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

The SPEAKER. On whether or not the House will adopt 
the amendment, Representative Itkin from Allegheny County 
is recognized. 
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Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, in reviewing SB 557, we see it 
originally was a conveyance of land and buildings from the 
Commonwealth to the Christian Life Assembly of Camp Hill 
Borough, a religious institution. 

According to our State Constitution, it is prohibited from 
providing any special preference to religious institutions. The 
bill as it was initially drafted and is currently before you con- 
tains a consideration of $44,000, which may be a special pref- 
erence to the religious institution. In order to circumvent any 
constitutional problems we may have with SB 557, my amend- 
ment would insert, in replacing the dollar amount, the words 
"fair market value," and if the fair market value cannot be 
agreed to by the Commonwealth and by the Christian Life 
Assembly. an appraiser would be asked to make the fair- 
market-value determination. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 ask for an affirmative vote On the amend- 
ment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Acosta Dombrowski LaGrotta Reinard 
Adolph Donatucci LangtrY Richardson 
Allen Darr Lashinger Ritter 
Angstadt Durham Laughlin Robbins 
A r d  Evans Lee Robinson 
Barley Fairchild Leh Roebuck 
Battisto Fargo Lescovitz Rudy 
Belardi Farmer Levdansky Ryan 
Belfanti Fee Linton Rybak 
Billow Fleagle Lloyd Saloom 
Birmelin Flick Lucyk Saurman 
Bishop Foster McCall Scheetz 
Black Fox McHale Schuler 
Blaum Freeman McNally Scrimenti 
Bonncr Freind McVerry Scmmel 
Bowley Gallen Maiale Serafmi 
B O Y S  Gamble Maine Smith, B. 
Brandt Cannon Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Geist Marsico Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt George Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Burd Gigliotti Melio Staback 
Bums Gladeck Merry Stairs 
Bush Godshall Michlovic Steighner 
Caltagirone Gruitza Micouie Stish 
Cappabianca Omppo Miller Striftmatter 
Carlson Hagany Moehlmann Stuban 
Cam Haluska Morris Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Mowery Taylor. E. 2. 
Cessar Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Chadwick Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Civera Hayes Nahill Telek 
Clark, B. D. Heckler Nailor Thomas 
Clark. D. F. Herman Naye Tigue 
Clark, I. H. Hershey O'Brien Treilo 
Clymer Hess O'Dannell Trich 
Cohen Howlett Olasr Van Harne 
ColafeUa Hughes Oliver Veon 
Colaiuo ltkin Perzel Vroon 
Cole Jackson Pesci Wambach 
Cornell Iadlowiec Petrarca Wass 
Corrigan James Petrone Weston 
Cowell Jaralin Phillips Williams 
COY Johnson Piccola Wilson 
DFLuca Josephs Pievsky Wogan 
DeWeesc Kaiser Pistella Wozniak 
Daley Kasunic Pitts Wright, D. R. 
Davics Kenney Pressmann Wright, 1. L. 

Dempsey Kondrich Preston Wright, R. C. 
Dietterick Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevils 
Distler Kukovich 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Reber Manderino, 
Speaker 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-200 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Rimer 
Adolph Dorr Laughlin Robbins 
Allen Durham Lee Robinson 
Angstadt Evans Leh Roebuck 
Argall Fairchild Lemvitz Rudy 
Barley Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Linton Rybak 
Belardi Fee Lloyd Saloon 
Belfanti Fleagle Lucyk Saurman 
Billow Flick McCall Scheetz 
Birmelin Foster McHale Schuler 
Bishop Fox McNally Scrimenti 
Black Freeman McVew Semmel 
Blaum Freind Maiale Seratini 
Bonner Gallen Maine Smith, B. 
Bowley Gamble Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Gannon Marsico Snyder, D. W. 
Brandt Geist Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Broujos George Melio Staback 
Bunt Gigliotti Merry Stairs 
Burd Gladeck Michlovie Steighner 
Bums Godshall Micozde Stish 
Bush Gruitza Miller Strittmatter 
Caltagirone Gruppo Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Hagany Morris Tangtetti 
Carlson Halurka Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Carn 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, J. H. Hess Olasz Van Home 
Clymer Howlett Oliver Vwn 
Cohen Hughes Perzel Vroon 
Colafella Itkin Pesci Wambach 
Colaiuo Jackson Petrarca Wass 
Cole Jadiowiec Petrone Weston 
Cornell James Phillips Williams 
Comgan Jarolin Piccola Wilson 
Coweli Johnson Pievsky Wogan 
COY Josephs Pistella Wozniak 
DeLuca Kaiser Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Pressmann Wright, I. L. 
Daley Kenney Preston Wright, R. C. 
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EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

~~-p ~ ~- 

Davies Kondrich Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dmpsey Kosinski Reber 
Dietterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LaGrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING--0 

I BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

~- - 

will be going t o  caucus to discuss the conference report as 
mentioned by the majority leader, and we will be coming back 
to vote that report later this afternoon. I would ask all 
members t o  be alert and not stray. 

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

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1200, 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirma- pN entitled: 
tive and the bill oassed finallv. ~~ ~ ~~ ~ 

ordered, ~ h ~ t  the clerk return the same to the senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same with 
amendment in which the Of the is 
requested. 

, An Act authorizing the release of Project 70 restrictions 
lmposed on certain lands owned by the Borough of Mechan- 
icsburg, Cumberland County, in return for the imposition of 
Project 70 restrictions on certain lands to be conveyed to the 
Borough of Mechanicsburg, Cumberland County. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask a t  this time that Rep- 
resentative Wambach preside temporarily for the Speaker. 

ence on HB 121 at 3:15 in the House majority caucus room. 
Thank you. 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PETER C. WAMBACH) IN THE CHAIR 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, ~h~ chair would like to rec- 
ognize the majority leader for an  announcement. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to call a meeting of  the Committee of Confer- 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

- 
A4098: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by removing the period after 
"County" and inserting 
; and authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Department of Public Welfare. to lease to the 
Lehigh County Housing Authority 1.7578 acres of land at 
Allentown State Hospital, Lehigh County. 

Amend Bill, page 5, lines l I and 12, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair continues to recog- 
nize the majority leader. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
O n  the subject of the schedule, we would like t o  finish our 

business today, and the Republicans will be taking a I-hour 
caucus approximately at the end of business today, as I under- 
stand it, subject to an announcement of the gentleman. We 
will return to the floor at that time and vote the Conference 
Committee Report on HB 121. Thank you. 

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

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to give 
permission to John Sanks from WPVI-TV to film for 10 
minutes commencing now. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
minority whip, Mr. Hayes. 

Mr. HAYES. Just to restate what the majority leader said, 
as soon as we conclude the agenda immediately before us, we 

Section 6. ~ e a s ;  to Lehigh County Housing Authority. 
(a) The Department of General Services, with the approval 

of the Department of Public Welfare, acting on behalf of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, is hereby authorized to lease to 
the Lehigh County ~ o u s f n g  ~u thor i ty  fo ian  annual rental of $1 
for a ~ e r i o d  of 55 vears. the followine described oremises: . . 

A ~ I  that certain lot or tract of laid lying onihe south side of 
East Gordon Street as shown on the plan of property for Valley 
Housing Development Corporation, prepared by Martin H. 
Schuler Company, Engineers and Surveyors, situate in the 15th 
Ward, and more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at a concrete monument along southern property 
line of East Gordon Street (40.03 feet wide) said point being 
located 289.13 feet west of intersection of the southern property 
line of East Gordon Street and the western property line of North 
Oswego Street (30.00 feet wide) extended; thence, extending 
along the southern property line of East Gordon Street south 86 
dcgrees 03 minute\ 03 seconds east 289.13 feet to a point; thence, 
extending along lands now or late of Allentown State Hospital 
south 03 degrees 48 minutes 03 seconds west 256.51 feet to a 
point; thence, extending along lands now or late of Allentown 
State Hospital north 84 degrees 39 minutes 21 seconds west 
316.37 feet to a point; thence extending along lands now or late of 
Old Forge Corporation and lands now or late of Jeffrey Rehfuss 
north 10 degrees 01 minutes 09 seconds east 250.47 feet to the 
place of beginning. 

Containing: 1.7578 
(h) The lease shall grant the lessee, the Lehigh County 

Housing Authority, the right to sublease the above described 
premises to construct and operate 20 units of housing for persons 
with serious mental illness. 

(c) The lease agreement shall be executed by the Department 
of General Services, with the approval of the Department of 
Public Welfare, in the name of the Commonwealth and shall be 
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contingent upon and subject to the terms, conditions and provi- 
sions as agreed upon by the affected parties. 
Section 7. Effective date. 

This act shall take effect immediately. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes the lady from Lehigh, Representative Ritter. 

Ms. RITTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment may look familiar to you. We just did it a 

few minutes ago under SB 557. The reason we are offering 
this same amendment onto this bill of Senator Hopper's is 
because it is my understanding that Senator Hopper is 
opposed to the Itkin amendment. So therefore, we want to be 
sure that there is a vehicle to get this bill passed before the end 
of this month, so we are offering it on both bills hoping that 
one of them will be passed tomorrow by the Senate. 

So I would ask for your affirmative vote on this amend- 
ment, which is the exact same amendment we just offered to 
SB 557. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-200 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battislo 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boys  
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, I. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Calaiuo 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

 DO^ 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Fanner 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fax 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
GNPPO 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hajay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiee 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 

Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Pctrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 

Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snydcr, 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 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wagan 

COY Iosephs Pistella 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 ~ e b e r  
Dietterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LaGrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Bclfanri 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cmar  
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Colairza 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Fallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geisl 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 

LaGratta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittrnatter 

Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Warnbach 
Wars 
Weston 
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I Davies Kenney Preston Wright, I. L. for paying attention. 
k m p s e y  Kondrich Raymond Wright, R. C. 
Dietterick Kosinski Reber Yandrisevits The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks both gentle- 

Cowell Jarolin Piccola Williams 
COY Johnson Pievsky Wilson 

Pistella DeLuca Iosephs Wogan 
Dew a x  Kaiser Pitts Wozniak 
Daley Kasunic Pressman" Wright, D. R. 

~ i i t l e r  Kukovich 

NAYS-4  

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I was in error. There is no 
caucus. Right after the conference committee meeting in the 
majority caucus room, the Finance Committee will meet, and 
I want to thank my colleague from the other side of the aisle 

NOT VOTING-2 

Lucyk Manderino, 
Speaker 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

men. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Delaware, Representative Durham. 

Mrs. DURHAM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On amendment No. 4218 to SB 355,l wish to be recorded in 

FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING man, and his remarks will be spread upon the record. 
Representative Battisto from Monroe County is recognized. 

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, ~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 negative. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the lady will 

be spread upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Schuylkill, Rep- 

resentative Lucyk. 
Mr. LUCYK. Mr. Speaker, on SB 12M) my switch failed to 

record my vote. I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

SENATE MESSAGE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes now, 
for the purpose of an announcement, Representative Fred 
Trello from Allegheny County. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to announce a 
meeting of the ~i~~~~~ committee immediately at the call of 
the recess in the majority caucus room right after caucus, ~h~ 
meeting will be right after we caucus in the majority caucus 
room - the Finance Committee. 

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

I M;. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, i would like to be recorded 
in the affirmative on A4218 to SB 355. 

MI. BATTISTO. TO correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER Pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. BATTISTO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the 

record with respect to concurrence in SB 134. I was inadver- 
tently voted in the negative. I would like to be recorded in the 
affirmative. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Representative 
Brouios, from Cumberland Countv. 

SENATE INSISTS ON AMENDMENTS I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
NONCONCURRED IN BY HOUSE will be spread upon the record. 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has insisted upon its amendments nonconcurred in 
by the House of Representatives to HB 121, P N  2300, and has 
appointed Senators HOLL, LOEPER and SCANLON a com- 
mittee of conference to confer with a similar committee of the 
House of Representatives (already appointed) on the subject 
of the differences existing between the two Houses in relation 
to said bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman, Mr. Gallen, from Berks County. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Trello. 
just announced a meeting of the Finance Committee after the 
caucus. I do  not know if he wants the Republican members to 
attend that meeting or not, but how are we supposed to know 
when their caucus is concluded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Allegheny for clarification. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lycoming, Rep- 
resentative Dempsey. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To correct the 
record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. On SB 618 my switch malfunctioned. I 
would like to be recorded as "yes" on that vote, please. 

The SPEAKER oro temoore. The remarks of the gentleman - 
will be spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Representative Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like for the record to 
show that my vote on SB 355 should be in the affirmative and 
not the negative. My button malfunctioned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. THOMAS 

Mr. THOMAS. Secondly, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. THOMAS. Because of the lateness of the hour and 

what 1 perceive to be an extended evening, I would like to ask 
if all the members of the legislative housing caucus could meet 
tomorrow at 2 o'clock as opposed to meeting at the end of 
session today. 

COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kondrich 
Kosinski 
Kukavich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

Pistella Wozniak 
Pitts Wright, D. R. 
Pressmann Wright, 1. L. 
Preston Wright, R. C. 
Raymond Yandrisevits 
Reber 
Reinard Manderino, 
Richardson Speaker 

. . . - - - - 
NOT VOTING-0 

The SPEAKER vro temvore. The gentleman would like to I EXCUSED-3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thank you, Mr. Thomas. I was agreed 

- 
call a meeting of the housing caucus tomorrow at 2 o'clock 
and cancel his meeting after session today. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

SB 617 RECONSIDERED 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in possession of 
a reconsideration motion whereby SB 617, PN 659, which 
passed on the 12th day of December, be reconsidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Amsta 
Adolph 
AUen 
Angstadt 
Argd 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardl 
Bclfanti 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boy- 
B~andt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
C0laiu0 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Farga 
Fanner 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 

Lashinger 
Laughtin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mow ery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 

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 
Tangreifi 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. I. 
Telek 
Thoma 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trieh 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
wagan 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rescinds its deci- 
sion as to SB 617 having been agreed to for the third time as 
amended. 

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A4212 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are in receipt of another 
reconsideration motion by Representative Kukovich from 
Westmoreland County and Representative O'Donnell from 
Philadelphia County whereby the vote by which amendment 
A4212 to SB 617 was passed on the 12th day of December be 
reconsidered. It is the Saurman amendment that was offered 
just a few minutes ago to the bill. 

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

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 
Burns 
Bush 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshali 
Gruitzz 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHaie 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Miller 

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 
Strittmatler 
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Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 

Caltagirone Gruppo Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Hagarty Morris Tangretti 
Carlson Haluska Mower? Taylor, E. 2. 
Carn Harper Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hasay Murphy Taylor, J. 
Cessar Hayden Nahill Teiek 

~ l a r k i  1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
COlaiuO 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 938, PN 
1757, entitled: 

Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuea 
DeWcese 
D&y 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dielterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Hayes Nailor 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
Itkin Pesci 
Jackson Petrarca 
ladlowiee Petrone 
James Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kenney P~eston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Kukovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 
LangtIY 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-4 

EXCUSED-3 

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 

Mandenno, 
Speaker 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

BILL PLACED ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION POSTPONED CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader is now 
recognized. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 617, with 
the amendment A4212, be placed on the third consideration 
postponed calendar. 

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

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair indeed finds it a 
pleasure to introduce a guest in the gallery - Mr. Tom Elias of 
the Johnstown Housing Authority, who is the guest of Repre- 
sentatives Wozniak and Billow of Cambria County. Will the 
gentleman please rise. The Chair welcomes you to the hall of 
the House. 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn- 
svlvania Consolidated Statutes. orovidin~ for aggravated assault - -- 
i n  certain public officials and'persons employed to assist or 
assisting said officials in the performance of duties. 

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

A3998: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"duties" and inserting 

; and further providing for the sale of tobacco. 
Amend Sec. 1, page I, line 7, by striking out "Section 

2702(a)" and inserting 
Sections 2702(a) and 6305 

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

are 
Amend Sec. 1. page 3, by inserting between lines 10 and 11 

5 6305. Sale of tobacco. 
(a) Offense defined.-A person is guilty of a summary 

offense if he sells tobacco, in any form, to any minor under the 
age of I161 18 years, or by purchase, gift or other means, fur- 
nishes tobacco, in any form, to a minor under the age of [I61 18 
years. 

(b) Penally.-A person nho v~olates this section shall, upon 
conv~ction, be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than $25 for a 
f~rst offenseand not less than $100 for a subsequent offense. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of agreeing 
to the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Representative Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is kind of an old favorite at this time, but 

so far the Senate has refused to act on it. It would increase the 
legal age to purchase tobacco from 16 to 18. This is the first 
Senate bill. We will get it on the floor and get a vote on it. I 
would appreciate your support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-192 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Adolph Dorr Laughlin Robbins 
Allen Durham Lch Robinson 
Angstadt Evans Lercovitz Roebuck 
Argall Fairchild Levdansky Rudy 
Barley Fargo Linton Ryan 
Battislo Farmer Lucyk Rybak 
Belardi Fec McCall Saloom 
Belfanti Fleagle McHale Saurman 
Billow Flick McNally Schecrz 
Birmelin Foster McVerry Schuler 
Bishop Fox Maiale Scrimenti 
Black Freeman Maine Semmel 
Blaum Freind Markosek Serafini 
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Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyu 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 

Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kenney 

Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Moms 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tanwetti 
~ayior. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, I. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Davies Kondrich Raymond Yandrisevits 
~ P W Y  Kosinski Reber 
Dinterick Kukovich Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LaCrotta Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAYS-5 

Brandt Lee Lloyd Tigue 
Corrigan 

NOT VOTING-3 

Gamble Gruitza Staback 
EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. McVERRY offered the following amendments No. 

Amend Title, page I, line 4, by removing the period after 
"duties" and inserting 

: and further providing for endangering the welfare 
of children. 

Amend Bill, page I, lines 7 and 8, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1. f h e  definition of "perpetration of a felony" in 
section 2502fd) of Title 18 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Stat- . . 
Utes is amended to read: 
5 2502. Murder. * * 

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

a * .  

"Perpetration of a felony." The act of the defendant in 
engaging in or being an accomplice in the commission of, or an 

attempt to commit, or flight after committing, or attempting to 
commit robberv. rane. or deviate sexual intercourse bv force or ~ ~ ~~~~ .. . . 
threat of force, arson, burglary [or], kidnapping or endangering 
the welfare of a child. 

* * 
Section 2. Sections 2702(a) and 4304 of Title 18 are amended . . 

to read: 
Amend Bill, page 3, line 11, by striking out all of said line and 

inserting 
5 4304. Endangering welfare of children. 

(a) Offense defined.-A parent, guardian, or other person 
supervising the welfare of a child under 18 years of age commits 
[a misdemeanor of the first degree] an offense if he knowingly 
endangers the welfare of the child by violating a duty of care, - 
protection or support. 

(b) Grading.-An offense under thir section zonstitutes a 
misdemeanor of the first degree. However, where there is a 

retracted pattern or multiple incidents of endangering the 
tellare of the child, the offense shall constitute a felony of the 
third degree. - 

Section 3.  This act shall take effe~t as  follow^: 
(1) Section 2 (section4304) shall takeeffect in 60days. 
(2) The remainder of this'act shall take effect immedi- 

ately. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Allegheny, Representative McVerry. 

Mr. McVERRY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment does two things. One, it changes the law 

on endangering the welfare of children. Currently if you 
knowingly engage in endangering the welfare of a child, it is a 
misdemeanor of the first degree. That is not changed. 
However, the amendment purports to state that if there is a 
protracted pattern or multiple incidents of endangering the 
welfare of children, it is a felony of the third degree. 

The second component of the amendment is that it would 
amend the definitional section of murder of the second degree 
to allow prosecution for felony murder if you have engaged in 
a protracted pattern or multiple incidents of endangering the 

I welfare of a child which results in the child's death. It is a 
component of  a child abuse protection package of legislation 
that would allow prosecutors greater latitude in prosecuting 
those who have abused children to the point that they have 
died. 

I would appreciate your support, 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-199 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanli 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Bishop 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Farga 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Faster 
Fox 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
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Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
COlaivO 
Cole 

Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
James 

McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
0' Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 

Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stirh 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
weston 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to expand section 

2702, "Aggravated assault," which currently applies to police 
officers and firefighters, to include a judge of any court, the 
Attorney General, deputy attorney general, district attorney, 
assistant district attorney, member of the General Assembly, 
Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Auditor General, State 
Treasurer, State law enforcement official, local law enforce- 
ment official, Federal law enforcement official, a person 
employed to assist or assisting any law enforcement official, 
probation officers, parole officers, et cetera. 

I think in view of the recent events at Graterford and Camp 
Hill, it is indeed appropriate to include correctional officers, 
and that is the purpose of my amendment, and I ask for 
support. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-199 
Cornell Jarolin Phillips Williams 
Corrigan Johuson Piccola Wilson 
Cowell Josephs Pievsky Wogan 
COY Kaiser Pistella Worniak 
DeLuca Kasunic Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kenney Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
Daley Kondrich Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dempsey Kukovich Reber 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard Manderino, 
Distler LangtW Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Gamble 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. O'BRIEN offered the following amendments No. 

A4227: 

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

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 
Carn 
Cawley 
cessar 
Chadwick 
rivrrl 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2702). page 2, line 11, by inserting after 
"PAROLE" 
- or employee of a State or county correctional institu- 

tifin 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the purpose of agreeing 
to the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Representative O'Brien. 

Clark, B. D. 
Clark. D. F. 
Clark, 1. H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafells 
Colairzo 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cow ell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsw 
Dietterick 

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

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

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
krimenti 
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 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
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Distler Langtry Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Hayden 
EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger I 
The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is delighted to 
return the gavel t o  the Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER (JAMES J. MANDERINO) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks Representative 
Wambach for presiding temporarily for the Speaker. 

Imbt; his daughter, Carol 1. Cooper; his son, John H ,  lmbt and a 
brother, Lloyd M. Imbt; and be it further 

RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be transmitted to 
Mrs. Catharine Imbt. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is an exact copy of a reso- 
lution introduced in the House of Representatives by the Honor- 
able Lynn B. Herman and unanimously adopted by the House of 
Representatives on the 12th day of December 1989. 

James J. Manderino 
Speaker of the 
House of Representatives 

ATTEST: 
John J. Zubeck 

Chief Clerk of the 
House of Representatives 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. On the adoption of the resolution, will all 
members please rise; will all guests please rise. 

(Members and all visitors stood.) 

I There is one more amendment to the bill before us which is The SPEAKER, The resolution is unanimously adopted. 
not yet up from the duplication room. Without objection, the 
Speaker will move to two matters. We have two condolence 
resolutions t o  be considered by the House, and we will hold 
the bill before us in abeyance in the position that it is in, and 
without objection, we will move to the condolence resolu- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the second condolence 
resolution for a former member of this House. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED 

The SPEAKER. Each of the condolence resolutions is for a 
former member of this House. 

The clerk will read the first resolution. 

The following resolution was read: 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

RESOLUTION 
WHEREAS, Herbert R. lmbt of State College passed away on 

November 12, 1989at the ageof seventy-three; and 
WHEREAS, Mr. Imbt represented many things to many 

people, among them, a beloved family man, dedicated profes- 
sional and community steward. After graduating from Lehigh 
University in 1938, Mr. lmbt accepted a position with the Penn- 
sylvania Department of Highways, beginning his career in con- 
struction. He dutifully served his country in the United States 
Army during World War 11, wherein he received a Silver Star, a 
Bronze Star, the Air Medal Cluster and two Presidential Cita- 
tions, and was discharged with the rank of colonel. In 1946 he 
was elected to the Pennsylvania General Assembly, serving one 
term, and in 1947 he founded the Herbert R. Imbt Company, 
retiring in 1984 as president and chief operating officer. He was 
awarded an honorary doctorate of engineering from Lehigh in 
1986. In addition, he was chairman of the building fund drive of 
Centre Community Hospital and former president of the State 
College Area Chamber of Commerce and Association of Penn- - 
sylvanla Contractor%: now therefore be 11 

RFSOLVEL), that the House of Reoresentative, of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania note with Badness the passing of this 
cherished and giving man who lived his life in a way which greatly 
benefited his family, his community and this Commonwealth; 
express heartfelt condolences to his wife, Catharine Scholey 

The following resolution was read: 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

RESOLUTION 
WHEREAS, Chester G. Wolf of Dillsburg passed away on 

November 22, 1989 at the age of ninety-two; and 
WHEREAS, Mr. Wolf represented many things to many 

people, a beloved family man, dedicated professional and 
avowed community steward. As a young man, he graduated from . - 
the public schools~of Carroll Township and dutifully served his 
country in the United States Navv d u r i n ~  World War 11. He 
became involved with COP politics;serving-as committeeman for 
Carroll towns hi^ and later as an elected state re~resentative. He 
was also the owner of Wolf's Goat Dairy  arm.-~hrou~hout his 
lifetime, he gave his heart and his time to many service organiza- 
tions as a member of the Eureka Lodge 302 F&AM, Harrisburg 
Consistory, and the Zembo Shrine, Harrisburg. He was a past 
commander of the York VFW Post 556 and the York American 
Legion Post 127 as well as a founding member of the Harrisburg 
Central YMCA Men's Club; now therefore be it 

RESOLVED, that the House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania note with sadness the passing of this 
cherished and giving man who lived his life in a way which greatly 
benefited his family, his community and this Commonwealth; 
expresses heartfelt condolences to his wife, Edna I. Boyer Wolf; 
his daughter, Zara V. Waters; his grandson and two sisters; and 
be it further 

RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be transmitted to 
Mrs. Edna 1. Boyer Wolf. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is an exact copy of a reso- 
lution introduced in the House of Representatives by the Honor- 
able Bruce Smith and unanimously adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 6th day of December 1989. 

James J. Manderino 
Speaker of the 
House of Representatives 

ATTEST: 
John J. Zubeck 
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Chief Clerk of the 
House of Representatives 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 911), page 16, line 18, by inserting after 
"section" 

and pursue civil remedies available under subsec- 
tions (d) and (d. 1) 

The SPEAKER. On the adoption of the resolution, will all 
members please rise; will all guests rise. 

(Members and all visitors stood.) 

SENATE MESSAGE 

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

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, Representa- 
tive Hagarty is recognized on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is unanimously adopted. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that rule 30 of the 

House be suspended so that an extract from the Journal of the 
Senate conveying to this House HB 2125 can be considered, so 
that the House bill returning will go directly to the calendar 
and not to the Rules Committee under rule 30 of the House. 

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

I rogation. 
Mr. LEH. Do you believe, in your opinion, this amendment 

- .  . 
Mrs. HAGARTY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment allows district attorneys' 

offices to pursue civil remedies under the RICO (Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations) statute. 

~h~ SPEAKER. ~h~ question is on the amendment. on 
that question, Representative Kukovich from Westmoreland 
county is recognized. 

M,. KUKOXJICH. I think we can agree to that particular 
amendment, M ~ .  speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the gentleman from 
Berks, Mr. Leh, is recognized. 

Mr. LEH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to question the maker 
of the amendment, please. 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for inter- 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL I would allow a local D.A. (district attorney) to bring a civil 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE cause-of-action suit against certain civil rights protesters? 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 938 CONTINUED I not see how the purposes of the RICO statute would apply at 
all to civil riehts orotesters. and nothine in this exoands the 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
2125, PN 2897, with information that the Senate has passed 
the same with amendment in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives is requested. 

Mrs. HAGARTY. I do not believe so. Mr. Speaker, the 
crime of RICO has not been changed at all by either my 
amendment or by this bill, and that crime encompasses the 
elements of very specific criminal acts which must occur in the 
context of organized activity to violate the RICO statute. I do 

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

amended? 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. On SB 938, the amendment thereto is still 
not before the House and not up from duplicating. Without 
objection, we will go over temporarily SB 938 and return to 
the same when the amendment is up from duplicating. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

* * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 95% PN 
1570, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the forfeiture of 
property and interests of persons convicted of involvement with 
corrupt organizations; and making a repeal. 

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

A406 1 : 

- .  - 
RICO statute, so I do not see how these civil remedies, which 
are simply geared more toward the divesting and the profits 
that come from organized crime, would apply to civil rights 
protesters. 

Mr. LEH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Representative Cohen 

from Philadelphia is recognized. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, will the lady from Montgomery 

submit to interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. She indicates that she will. You may 

proceed with your interrogation. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, do the district attorneys' 

offices now have the power to enforce any other civil statutes? 
Mrs. HAGARTY. I believe the district attorneys' offices 

have the power to enforce child support, which is a civil obli- 
gation. 

M ~ .  COHEN. that the answer, M ~ .  speaker? 
Mrs. HAGARTY. I am advised that the existing drug for- 

feiture procedure in which district attorneys are now seizing 
property is also a civil remedy, so the two that I am familiar 
with would be child support enforcement, which is clearly 
civil, and forfeiture under our other criminal statutes. 
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Mr. COHEN. And in what circumstances can the district 
attorney's office enforce RICO under your amendment? 

Mrs. HAGARTY. Currently the Attorney General's Office 
has jurisdiction to pursue civil remedies for violations of 
RICO. This simply gives the district attorneys' offices the 
same authority to pursue these civil remedies. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have no further questions. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. COHEN. I would like to speak on the amendment, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the RICO Act is extraordi- 

narily controversial at the Federal level. What the RICO law 
means is a matter of great dispute. 

When Congress passed the RICO Act sometime around 
1970, it was publicly advocated as being a measure dealing, as 
Representative Hagarty noted, with organized crime, and 
there was a general sense of what organized crime was. Organ- 
ized crime, speaking colloquially, meant a lot of guys running 
around with guns, shooting each other up, engaging in extor- 
tion and prostitution and other similar activities. Now, gradu- 
ally the definition of organized crime under RICO has 
expanded, and organized crime under RICO today is just 
about anything involving the activity of two or more people. 
Many business activities that the business community feels 
very strongly are legitimate count as organized crime. It is a 
major priority of the United States Chamber of Commerce to 
repeal or substantially modify the RICO Act. Representative 
Leh referred to disputes of abortion protesters in which abor- 
tion protesters have been prosecuted under the RICO Act. 
The American Civil Liberties Union, which is very strongly 
prochoice, has nevertheless protested the use of the RICO Act 
against abortion protesters. 

It is very, very unclear what the RICO Act means. Just 
about any activity involving two or more people could meet 
somebody's definition of organized crime under the RICO 
Act. 

I think it is very, very unwise for the House of Representa- 
tives to give a blank check to the district attorneys of this 
Commonwealth to engage in civil prosecutions under an act 
whose meaning is very, very much in dispute. It is a very rare 
thing. I think Cliff Jones would be very surprised to hear me 
giving this speech. 1 am not the chamber of commerce's favor- 
ite legislator, as some of you know. But this is a very, very 
vague and very, very serious expansion of power of the dis- 
trict attorneys' offices. The district attorneys' offices are 
elected to prosecute crimes. To give them the power to prose- 
cute on civil matters is something that has to be done very, 
very carefully. Representative Haaartv was only able to come 

American Civil Liberties Union, the U.S. Chamber of Com- 
merce, and numerous other organizations have very, very 
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serious problems with, I think is a very serious mistake. I 
think we ought to wait until Congress deals in some sort of 
manner with the abuses that apparently have occurred under 
RICO before we give anybody any power to enforce this 
extraordinarily vagueact. 

I urge the defeat of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to the 

amendment? On that question, from Lehigh County, Repre- 
sentative Pressmann is recognized. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the lady, Mrs. Hagarty, stand for a brief 

period of interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. She indicates that she will. 
Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, does the lady know, cur- 

rently under the forfeiture laws, when property is seized by 
the Pennsylvania Attorney General by his instituting a civil 
RICO case, what is the division of the spoils to the law 
enforcement agencies of the various jurisdictions? 

Mrs. HAGARTY. 1 do not know that answer, but if I 
might, Mr. Speaker, this interrogation does not relate to this 
amendment. My amendment only provides for district attor- 
neys' offices to pursue civil remedies. It does not deal with the 
forfeiture aspect to which this bill itself is addressed. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Okay. Mr. Speaker, would the lady 
care to elaborate on that? In the civil RICO statute, what are 
you trying to do again? 

Mrs. HAGARTY. All this amendment does- Currently 
the Attorney General's Office may prosecute under the RICO 
statute. It may then pursue civil remedies. This amendment 
was offered at the request of the district attorney of Philadel- 
phia simply so that that district attorney's office could also 
pursue civil remedies. It was then the thought of the House 
Judiciary Committee that we should give the authority to ail 
of our district attorneys to be able to seek civil remedies. 
Nothing in my amendment-and this is my concern, I guess- 
nothing in my amendment expands any remedies or deals sub- 
stantively with this bill at all. It simply allows the district 
attorneys to pursue the same civil remedies that the Attorney 
General's Office can now pursue. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, what would be the civil 
remedies of a successful civil RICO case against a defendant? 

Mrs. HAGARTY. Possible civil remedies are ordering 
persons to divest themselves of any interest in enterprises 
which arose out of criminal racketeering activities; imposing 
reasonable restrictions on the future activities or investments 
of such persons, including prohibitions against engaging in 
the same type of endeavor as the enterprise in question; pro- 
hibiting such an enterprise from engaging in a business; and 
ordering the dissolution of such enterprises. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker. - .  
up with two instances. one of which deals with drugs, in which 
the D.A.'s office has any civil power. To give them the power 
to enforce an extraordinarily vague act, which the New York 
Times, the Wall Street Journal, the Washington Post, the 

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

The roll call was recorded: 
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Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Birmelin 

COY Hershey 
DeLuca Hess 
Daley Howlett 
Davies Jackson 
Dempsey ladlowiec 
Dietterick larolin 
Distler Kondrich 
Dorr Lashin~er 

Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Rudy 
Rvan 

I further providing for the sale of tobacco: 
Amend Bill. page 16. by inserting between lines 24and 25 
Section 2. Section 6305 of Title 18 is amended to read: 

O 6305. Sale of tobacco. 
(a) Offense defined.-A person is guilty of a summary 

offense if he sells tobacco, in any form, to any minor under the 
age of [I61 18 years, or by purchase, gift or other means, fur- 
nishes tobacco, in any form, to a minor under the age of 1161 18 
V e n n  - , ~~~~ 

Black Durham Lee Saurman 
Blaum Fairchild Lescovitz Scheetz 
BoRner Fargo Lloyd Schuler 
Boyes Fanner McVerry Semmel 
Brandt Fleagle Maiale Serafini 
Brouios Flick Maine Smith. B. 

Carlson Cannon Moehlmann Strittmatter 
Cawley Geone Morris Stuban I On the question, 

, " . 
(b) Penalty.-A person who violates this section shall, upon 

conviction, he sentenced to pay a fine of not less than $25 for a 
first offense and not less tha11$100 for a subsequent offense. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 16, line 25, by striking out "2" and 
inserting 

~ u r d  Foster Marslco smith; S. H. 
Burns Fox Merry Snyder, D. W. 
Bush Freind Micorzie Snyder, G. 
Caltagirone Gallen Miller Stairs 

~essai Gladeck Mowery Taylor, E. Z. Will the House agree to the amendments? 
Chadwick Godshall Nahill Telek 
Civera Gruitza Nailor Ticue The SPEAKER. From Monteomerv Countv. on the 

3 
Amend Sec. 3, page 16, line 30, by striking out "3" and 

inserting 
4 

Cornell Heckler Preston ~andrisevits 
Corrigan Herman 

NAYS-85 

Acosta Haluska McNally Staback 
Belfantl Harper Markosek Steighner 
Billow Hayden Mayernik Stish 
Bishop Hughes Melio Tangretti 
Bowley ltkin Michlovic Taylor, F. 
Bunt James Mrkonic Taylor, 1. 
Cappabianca Johnson Murphy Thomas 
Carn losephs O'Brien Trello 
Clark, B. D. Kaiser O'Donnell Trich 
Cohen Kasunic Olasz Van Hornc 
Colaizzo Kenney Oliver Veon 
Cole Kosinski Perzel Vroon 
Cowell Kukovich Pesci Wambach 
DeWeese LaGrotta Petrarca Weston 
Dombrowski Langty Petrone Williams 
Donatucci Laughlln Phillips Wogan 
Evans Leh Pievsky Wright, D. R. 
Fee Levdansky Pistella Wright, R. C. 
Freeman Linton Richardson 
Gamble Lucyk Roebuck Manderino. 
Oeist McCall Saloom Speaker 
Gigliotti McHale Scrimenti 

NOT VOTING-I 

Rybak 
EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Laterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No. 

A3997: 

-~ ~~~~ - ~ - - -  
Clark, D. F. Gruppo Noye Wass 
Clark. I. H. Hagarty Piccola Wilson 
Clymer Hasay Pitts Wozniak 
Colafella Hayes Pressmann Wriaht, 1. L. 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "organiza- 
tions;" 

- ~ - ~-~ - < ~ - ~~- . . 
amendment, Representative Saurman is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Th'is is the same amendment we put into SB 938, and 

frankly, I was not going to offer it. Then 1 heard SB 938 had 
not passed, and I got a little concerned. It is kind of like cam- 
paigning before an election where you decide whether to visit 
that last house and knock on that door or not. I would like to 
knock on one more door in the hopes that we can get this 
thing through and make sure that something will definitely 
happen. 

I would ask for your support for this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to the 

amendment? On that question, from Westmoreland County, 
Representative Kukovich is recognized. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, it appears that this is an 
amendment that Representative Saurman already had placed 
in another bill. I was told a little bit ago that he had this 
amendment placed in a bill of Representative Olasz' which 
came out of committee today. 1 am not sure why we have to 
repeatedly put this in a number of bills. If this is a package 
that the Senate is going to agree to-and after the amend- 
ments that have gone in, it is becoming increasingly doubtful 
that they are going to agree to any th ing4  am not sure what 
the efficacy is of trying to put a similar amendment in at least 
a third bill today, especially a bill that deals with other sub- 
stances and this one deals with tobacco. I think it would be 
satisfactory that it is in two other bills - one that came out of 
committee and one that was voted on the floor of the House 
today. 

Rather than continue to put amendments into these bills 
and make it even increasingly more difficult for the Senate to 
concur by the time we leave to go home for the holidays, I 
would ask that the members be a little more discriminating 
and begin to vote "no" on some of these amendments that 
have very little to do with the drug package. 

On the question recurring, 



come11 
Davies 
Dempw 
Dictteriek 
Distler 
Donatucci 
Don 
Fairchild 
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Acosta 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Bortner 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cswley 
Clark. B. D. 
Cohm 
Colafella 
Colain0 
Cole 
comkan 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-110 

Adolph Fargo Lashinger Robbins 
Allen Farmer Leh Ryan 
A"gstadt Fleagle Lucyk Saloom 
Argall Flick McHale Saurman 

McVerry Scheetz Barley Foster 
Bimelin Fox Maiale Schuler 
Black Freind Markosek Semmel 
Bowley Gallen Marsico Serafini 
Boya Gannon Mayernik Smith, B. 
Bunt Geist Melio Smith, S. H. 
Burd Gladeck Merry Snyder. D. W. 
Burns Godshall Micouie Snyder, G. 
Bush G~UPPO Miller Stairs 
Carlson Hagarty Moehlmann Strittmatter 
Cessar Hasay Morris Stuban 
Chadwick Haya Mowery Taylor, E. 2. 
Civera Heckler Nahill Taylor, I. 
Clark. D. F. Herman Nailor Telek 
Clark, J. H. Hershey Noye Wambach 
Clvmer Hess O'Brien Wass 

Howlett PerzeI 
Jackson Phillips 
Jadlowiec Piccola 
Johnson Pitts 
Kenney Raymond 
Kondrich Reber 
Kosinski Reinard 
L.wary 

NAYS-87 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. I am informed that an additional amend- 
ment to this bill is not yet ready. Without objection, we will 
go over SB 950 temporarily awaiting the amendment. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE PRESENTED 

Mr. O'DONNELL presented the Report of the Committee 
of Conference on HB 121, PN 2907. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 938 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. FAIRCHILD offered the following amendments No. 

A4236: 

DeWeese Laughlin 
Daley Lee 
Dombrowski Lescovitz 
Evans Levdansky 
Fee Linton 
Freeman Lloyd 
Gamble MeCall 
Oeorge McNally 
Gigliotti Maine 
Gruitza Michlovic 
Haluska Mrkonic 
Harper Murphy 
Hayden 0' Donnell 
Hughes Olasz 
llkin Oliver 
James Pesci 
Jarolin Petrarca 
Josephs Petrone 
Kaiser Pievsky 
Kasunic Pistella 
Kukovich Pressmann 
LaGrotta Preston 

NOT VOTING- 

Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Richardson 
Ritter 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Scrimenti 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Tangretti 
Taylor. F. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trieh 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wright. D. R. 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

-3 

Durham Vroon Williams 
EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2702). page 2, line 1, by inserting after 
"firefighter? 

ambulance attendant or emergency medical techni- 
cian, - 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2702), page 2, line 16, by inserting after 
"firefighter," 

ambulance attendant or emergency medical techni- 
cian, - 

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

The SPEAKER. From Union County, on the amendment, 
Representative Fairchild is recognized. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is simply an amendment responding to 

my district attorney in Union County. The incident that hap- 
pened was the ambulance and ambulance squad responding to 
a medical emergency. In so doing, they were attacked in the 
process by a person who was under the influence, and he 
requested that 1 make this amendment. 

It is a very simple amendment, and I request your support 
on the amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-199 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Angstadt 
Amall 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Billow 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bawley 

Donatucci 
DOIr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee - ~~ 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 

Langfry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 

Lloyd Saurman 
Lucyk Scheetz 
McCall Schuler 
McHale Scrimenti 
McNaUy Semmel 
McVerry Serafmi 
Maiale Smith, B. 
Maine Smith, S. H 
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Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Bnrd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J .  H. 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Colaiua 
Cole 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWese 
Daley 
Davit% 
Dempsey 
Dictterick 
Dialer 
Dombrowski 

Gannon Markoxk 
Oeist Marsico 
George Mayernik 
Oigliotti Melio 
Gladeck Mew 
Godshall Michlovic 
Omitla Mimzde 
Oruppo Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Moms 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes NahiU 
Heckler Nailor 
Herman Noye 
Hershey O'Brien 
Hess 0' Donnell 
Howlett Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
ltkin Perzel 
Jackson Petrarca 
ladlowiec Petrone 
lama Phillips 
Jarolin Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Josephs Pistella 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasnnic Prasmann 
Kenney Preston 
Kondrich Raymond 
Kosinski Reber 
Knkovich Reinard 
LaGrotta Richardson 

Snyder, D. W 
Snyder. G .  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Tavlor. 1. 
Teiek 
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 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Paei 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. GAMBLE offered the following amendments No. 

A4230: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 4, by removing the period after 
"duties" and inserting 

; and providing for an offense relating to the sale of 
certain recordings. 

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 10 and l l 
Section 2. Title 18 is amended bv addinn a section to read: 

the application of any wrapping that is intended to be removed 
before use by the consumer. Such label shall not be readily 
removable and shall be printed with black letters of number 12 
type or more on a yellow fluorescent background, except that the 
words "WARNING" and "PARENTAL ADVISORY" shall be 
printed in letters which are 48-point typeface in the case of a 

i phonograph record cover. In the case of a magnetic tape or 
compact disc cover. the label shall be printed with black letters of 
eight-point typeface on a yellow fluorescent background, except 
that the words "WARNING" and "PARENTAL ADVISORY" 
shall be printed in ten-point typeface. The warning shall read sub- 
stantially as follows: 

WARNING: May contain explicit lyrics descriptive of or 
advocating one or more of the following: 

Suicide 
Incest 
Bestiality 
Sadomasochism 
Sexual activity in a violent context 
M,,PA#~ ..a"."-. - 
Morbid violence 
Illegal use ofdrugs or alcohol. 

PARENTAL ADVISORY 
(c) Grading.-Any person who violates subsection (a) 

commits a summary offense. 
(d) Injunction.-The attorney for the Commonwealth may 

institute proceedings in equity in the court of common pleas of 
the county in which any person violates or is about to violate this 
section for the purpose of enjoining such violation. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 11, by striking out "2" and insert- 
ing 

3 

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

The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, on the amend- 
ment, Representative Gamble is recognized. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is known as 
the lyrics amendment. I attempted to go through the commit- 
tee process and went through the Judiciary Committee. They 
sneezed and it was gone, but it deserves more attention than 
that, and I believe today is a fitting day that we deal with this. 

Today we lit the lights on the tree t o  celebrate the birth of 
Jesus Christ and we sang carols bringing in the holiday 
season, and now the families will gather across this State. This 
is a high time of the year for the families in Pennsylvania, but 
we have a cancer on those families that I want to address 
today, and it will only take a few moments. 

There are lyrics out there that go against the very celebra- 
~ - 

tion that we are involved in and against the very families that 
will be celebrating the greatest event of all, and those are the 
obnoxious, obscene lyrics that are being pumped into our chil- 
dren's ears by the music industry. We know that we cannot 
censor those lyrics. The Constitution prohibits it. We do not 
even believe that we can say that you have to be 18 to buy 
those types of  recordings, and you just passed an amendment 
that says you have to be 18 now to buy tobacco because it is 
hazardous to your health. I submit to you that the lyrics in 
question are hazardous to our children at very impressionable 
ages, hazardous to their mental health, and there is publi- 
cation after publication that says there is a definite correlation 
between violent crime of teenagers, suicide, and these record- 
ings. 
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. . .-. . . . 

th; woman - the mother and father - are working and they 
cannot monitor their children like they used to, and we all The SPEAKER. On the question of constitutionality, the 

The music industry has said, well, if we get into that, we are 
going to be maybe outlawing music like "Waltzing Matilda" 
and "Days of Wine and Roses." No, Mr. Speaker; what we 
are talking about is 2 Live Crew singing "We Want Some 
Pussy." We are talking about the group WASP, who sings the 
song "Fuck Like a Beast," and we are talking about Prince, 
who sings the song "Dirty Minds": My sister never made love 
to anyone but me; she is the reason for my sexuality. Show me 
where it is supposed to go; a blowjob does not mean blow. 
Incest is everything it is said to be. 

We cannot repeat these on the talk shows. At the hearing 
the newspapers could not print these. The United States Post 
Office will not allow these to be ma~led in the mail, hut we can 
continue to pump them into our kids' ears. 

Suicide is an alternative and suicide is at an all-time high for 
our teenagers in this country: Sick of life; it sucks. Sick and 
tired; no one cares. Sick of life; do not want to live. Sick of 
living; going to die. Suicide is an alternative. We are sending 
the wrong message to our kids 12, 13, and 14 years of age in 
pumping this into their ears. 

We passed some of the toughest drunken driving laws in the 
United States in this General Assembly. Even if a kid is at a 
party and not even 100 miles from a car, we take his license 
now, yet we praise the group, Beastie Boys, who like to sing 
about that: 1 am in my car; I am going far, and dust is what I 
am using. Beer drinking, breath stinking, sniffing glue. I will 
never dust out because 1 trust that crack. 

We are sending the wrong message. All that we simply want 
to do, all that we simply want to do is to label these record- 
ings. We have more families today where both the man and 

Gamble what we do not want to hear, but if you take in 
section (a) a ban on excessive use of alcohol, you could be 
banning some Frank Sinatra, Dean Martin albums and songs. 
You could be banning some old blues songs. I would be 
willing to bet, depending on who interprets this, that about 25 
to 30 percent of all music from 1930 till today could probably 
be banned or rather have some label on it or be banned. 

Now, whether you agree or disagree with the substance, 
that again is beside the point. We are talking about something 
which, the way it is framed, I think clearly violates the First 
Amendment. 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. KUKOVICH. So before we get to the substance of this 
and to how it messes up the drug package, which I thought 
people wanted to pass, I would like to make a motion, Mr. 
Speaker, on constitutionality, that due to prior restraint this 
violates the First Amendment of the United States Constitu- 
tion and the First Amendment of the Pennsylvania Constitu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has raised the question of 
constitutionality of the amendment that is before us. The 
question of constitutionality is to be decided by the House. 
The question before the House is whether or not the amend- 
ment is violative of both the Pennsylvania and the Federal 
Constitution. 

the question, 
will [he H~~~~ sustain the constitutionality of the amend- 

that is why we present my amendment today. 
I ask your positive vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. From Westmoreland County, Representa- 

tive Kukovich is recognized. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1 guess it is easy to stand 

up on the floor of the House and be against murder and incest 
and bestiality, et cetera, et cetera, and get some applause, but 
in essence what this amendment is doing is probably killing 
this bill. It has a good chance of tearing asunder the entire 
drug package. I have no idea at this point, especially if this 
amendment goes in, what the Senate will decide to do with 
this package at this point or the House bills that are over there 
ready to be voted. 

But apart from that, this bill creates a number of problems. 
It not only sets up in two different sections different types 
of-section (a) differs somewhat from the language in section 
(b) as to what the offense is and what label is required, which 
would be very difficult to interpret-but it sets up a type of 
prior restraint of speech, which means we are unclear as to 
who would decide what labels would go on what. It might be 
clear to some of us and it might he clear to Representative 

know that we have more single-parent families than ever 
before in the history of this State. We simply want to provide 
a tool for the parents to monitor this type of recording, and 

do- 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is whether 

or not the amendment is constitutional. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, we have three legal opinions 

that this legislation is indeed constitutional. One is from the 
Library of Congress; one is from Representative Heckler, a 
counselor as well; and one is from the legal counsel of the 
Local Government Committee, who is a professor of com- 
munication law. There has been no prior restraint anywhere. 

I ask that you defeat the question of constitutionality. 
The SPEAKER. The question of constitutionality is debat- 

able but by each member only once. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Represen- 

tative Heckler. 
Mr. HECKLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wonder if the maker of this motion, Representative 

Kukovich, would stand for a brief interrogation. 
The SPEAKER. He indicates that he will. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. HECKLER. 1 wonder, Mr. Speaker, if you could tell 

us if there are any cases, either under the Federal or Pennsyl- 
vania Constitution, which have found a scheme which simply 

gentleman, Mr. Gamble, from Allegheny is recognized. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, first of all a clarification. The 

word "banning" was bantered around and this has nothing to 
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involves the attachment of warning labels to certain kinds of 
material to be an unconstitutional prior restraint of expres- 
sion. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, let me try to answer that or 
not answer that in two ways. First of all, never in my wildest 
dreams did 1 think on this drug package we would have to deal 
with this, so I do not have my files. I am unprepared on that. 
If I could give a guess, offer some conjecture, I do not know 
of any Pennsylvania case law off the top of my head on 
warning labels because it is a rather new issue to the Common- 
wealth, so I would be surprised if there was some case law. 

My motion, if I can elaborate, was on the basis of what 
happens in practicality. If this goes into law, in every mall, in 
every store, in every bookstore that has any records, etcetera, 
you are going to have individuals sitting down being worried 
about being arrested, indicted under this. They are going to 
have to go through and listen to everything, make a judgment 
in their own mind whether or not they should put the label on 
or not, not knowing whether a jurisdiction at the appellate 
level or the common pleas level agrees with their mindset at 
that time, and in order for them to be secure, they are proba- 
bly going to have to make decisions to probably stick labels on 
a lot of things, whether they deserve it or not. That is the kind 
of prior restraint that will have a chilling effect on the kinds of 
music written, the kinds of music sold, the kinds of decisions 
that are made in every store in this Commonwealth that deals 
with this. 

Now, if this is a problem, let us deal with it. Let us deal with 
it properly - in the proper bill, in a proper constitutional 
setting - and that is the basis for my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on constitutionality. Rep- 
resentative Heckler can proceed. 

Mr. HECKLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have no other questions and just have a few brief com- 

ments. 
I would submit that I really had not expected to be duoted 

as an authority on constitutionality, but I would submit that 
in the absence of any case law-and I am certainly not aware 
of any, and evidently neither is the maker of the motion- 
either at the State or Federal level, if you take a look at the 
plain language of this amendment, first what we are saying is 
that it is the manufacturer or distributor who is to affix this 
label. Presumably they are in a reasonable position to know 
the contents of the material that they are marketing and dis- 
tributing. I would certainly agree that this could be extremely 
burdensome for the retailer who deals with this as a product 
just as other people sell greeting cards or cattle feed. I would, 
however, suggest that to impose that burden on the manufac- 
turer or distributor is not unreasonable and that whether you 
think that this is a proper policy or not, let us not duck the 
decision based on a question of constitutionality, because 
plainly this does not prevent people from expressing them- 
selves. It merely requires that they give people warning as to 
how they are expressing themselves. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Philadelphia County, Representa- 
tive Kosinski is recognized. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Mr. Speaker, would Mr. Kukovich stand 
for interrogation, please? 

The SPEAKER. He indicates that he will. 
Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, if you are unsure of either Federal or State 

prior restraint or warning labels, how did the Surgeon 
General's label ever get on the cigarette package? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Are you saying that the Surgeon 
General- Are you saying, is there analogy that the Surgeon 
General's label on cigarettes is violative of the First Amend- 
ment? 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Yes, I am, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Well, I think there is a huge distinction 

between a designated entity who offers a label that deals with 
the violation of one's health. And somebody had suggested to 
me, what about movie ratings? I think it is very constitutional 
to have a warning label system if you have a mechanism set up 
so that you know who is going to actually be making the deci- 
sions, whether that is appealable. I think that is perfectly con- 
stitutional, and I think there are ways in which Representative 
Gamble can have warning labels that are constitutional. But 
the way it is drafted here and stuck onto this drug bill, I think 
it creates a tremendous fiasco in the marketplace, sets up a 
system of prior restraint, whether we like it or not, and there 
is a huge distinction between that and movie designations, 
between cigarette labeling, between any other kind of labeling 
for health purposes that has a recognized, designated entity 
which is mandated to provide that service and from which 
appeals can be taken. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. On the motion, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is whether 

or not the amendment offered is constitutional. On that ques- 
tion, Representative Kosinski is recognized. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, I want to focus your judgments right now, Mr. 

Speaker, on what Representative Kukovich said. One of the 
major problems with this effort by Representative Gamble is 
that everything would be fine if the industry would police 
~tself, much like the movie industry does with its voluntary 

I iating scheme, but despite pressure from groups, from 
parents, and from interested parties, the record industry fails 
to do this. 

, Now, on the matter of prior restraint. The cigarette 
warning is on the package by statute because it deals with the 
public health, safety, and welfare. I commend to you that 
Representative Gamble's amendment is constitutional 
because such a warning on these records falls within that 
scope of public health, safety, and welfare. 

I would ask you to uphold the constitutionality of the 1 Gamble amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of constitutionality, from 

Luzerne County, Representative Blaum is recognized. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise and ask the members to find this amend- 

ment unconstitutional. 



1989 LEGISLATIVE 

This bill was before our subcommittee in the Judiciary 
Committee, Representative Hagarty and myself, and we con- 
sidered the bill one day and it did not even get a second to get 
out of committee. One of the reasons was because of the 
analogy that was used by Representative Kosinski that the 
movie industry's PG, R, and X ratings are voluntary. That is 
not written into law. We urged the maker of this amendment 
to offer a resolution so that this House could vote to encour- 
age the record industry to do the same thing that the movie 
industry does, because these labels are not warnings for 
parents; they are homing devices for kids. It shows that if you 
put a fluorescent label that this album has dirty lyrics, its sales 
go through the roof. 

So I would ask the members to find this amendment uncon- 
stitutional. 

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, Representa- 
tive Hagarty is recognized on the amendment and its constitu- 
tionality. 

Mrs. HAGARTY. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, focusing on what the First Amendment means 

and on what the concern is with violating the First Amend- 
ment, it seems to me that when you cannot distinguish 
between what is unlawful and what is lawful in the area of 
speech, we have a First Amendment violation. 

To take you back to high school literature and to remind 
you of the themes of Shakespeare's plays and if we envision 
some of those plays being songs, I think you will understand 
the problem with distinguishing between whether we are vio- 
lating free speech, because it is too difficult to distinguish 
what is unlawful. Think of the theme of "Romeo and Juliet," 
the suicide of a lover. Think of "Macbeth," the verse 
"Bubble, bubble, toil and trouble; fire burn and caldron 
bubble." The witches of "Macbeth" would be considered 
satanic worship, could he considered satanic worship under 
this provision. Think of "Hamlet," or even incest; think of 
"Oedipus Rex." In more recent times, my favorite movie as a 
young teenager was "West Side Story." What could have 
been more involved with murder than the story of "West Side 
Story" and all of the songs from that musical, from that 
Broadway play. 

Now, you might sit there and suggest that this is not what 
Representative Gambk meant, that he did not mean to put an 
explicit label, yellow warning, on the score from "Romeo and 
Juliet" or "Macbeth" or "Phantom of the Opera," a recent 
Broadway play. The fact that he may not have intended this 
and the manufacturer may not be able to determine whether 
these, because they are classics but contain just as much, the 
very themes that concern him, that the manufacturer cannot 
distinguish between this is what gets a yellow sticker and what 
does not is what makes this unconstitutional. 

So while this goal is laudable and private labeling should 
occur and in fact has occurred-which we found in the sub- 
committee, that all of the albums, or at least the albums that 
were brought forth for us to see and the tapes, in fact, there 
was labeling-so that while that is occurring, we would want 
that to occur-and I think each and every one of us takes 
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great offense and is shocked and probably never heard before 
these lyrics that Huck brings to our attention today-our 
concern is that this is too broad. It is simply too difficult to 
determine what is constitutionally permitted speech and 
unconstitutional, because throughout the lyrics and through- 
out the themes of literature, which then are put into song 
form, these themes run throughout it. 

Therefore, I suggest that it is appropriate to find this hill, 
even though we may find its purpose a good one, unconstitu- 
tional. 

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

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, it seems to me that this amendment does 

nothing to prevent the record company from making these 
records and expressing itself. What it says is that if you do 
that, let the public know. We have warning signals on all 
kinds of other pollutions; why not on mind pollution? 

I think from the standpoint of constitutionality, it is consti- 
tutional. From the standpoint of whether you agree with it as 
a good amendment or not, you should vote that when the time 
comes. 

The SPEAKER. From Philadelphia, Representative Wogan 
is recognized. 

Mr. WOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 think some of the opponents to this amend- 

ment offered by Representative Gamble miss entirely the 
point when they try to structure the issue as though it is Repre- 
sentative Gamble trying to determine what is good for us and 
what is had for us. Let us not make any mistake about it. 
Most of us here are reasonably intelligent, halfway decent, 
educated people. We know the difference between "Romeo 
and Juliet," which just happens tragically to end in suicide - a 
great work of art which has much to commend it; part of 
Western civilization; part of our heritage - one can never 
mistake that for a Prince song when he talks about how great 
it is having sex with his sister. One can never mistake that for 
a song when the only message there is, kids, the only way out 
of your miserable little drug-filled lives is to kill yourself. 

Unfortunately, what has happened today in a society where 
both parents work is parents just do not realize what their 
children are bringing home from these stores. This industry, 
which is replete with irresponsibility and drug use, has com- 
pletely abdicated its responsibility to regulate itself, and 
because that has happened, it is our jobs, and we are not 
restraining the sale of their records or their albums or their 
CD's (compact discs). We are merely alerting their parents as 
to what their children are bringing home, and I think it is a 
great amendment. 

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

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I guess, as I sat here at least and listened to 

the debate to this point, I began to appreciate very much what 
the members of Congress just recently went through as a 
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result of the recent Federal legislation relative to flag burning. 
I do not think there is a single person in here that does not 
agree that that particular conduct in fact is abhorrent. I do 
not think either that there is a single person in here that does 
not think that this type of expression is equally abhorrent. But 
that, frankly, is the real issue inmy mind. 

What we are doing here today is going in a direction that I 
think really has constitutional overbreadth, if you will, and it 
really goes to the extent that here we are regulating speech; we 
are regulating lyrics in the recording industry. What I seem to 
find objectionable are magazines, are books, are movies, are 
works of art, various other classes of expression. Various 
other classes, regardless of what you might agree is the ulti- 
mate expression given by those works, may in fact be repug- 
nant to your personal philosophies. But nonetheless, if we 
adopt this type of legislation, we are in fact setting up a class, 
a class that we are discriminating against to the benefit of 
other classes of things, such as works of art in the way of 
written books, various forms of artistic expression, various 
forms of movies, that also may in fact have the same kind of 
conduct that I think all of us find some repulsiveness about. 
But that is not the issue. Make no mistake about it, that is not 
the issue to which we are addressing this particular constitu- 
tional question. We are talking about freedom of speech. We 
are talking about censorship of a particular class. We are not 
even censoring every mode of expression of that which the 
prime sponsor of this amendment finds abhorrent. In my 
mind, that is just as abhorrent when in fact you are discrimi- 
nating in an invidious-type manner against a particular class. 

Mr. Speaker, I would submit to the motion for constitu- 
tionality that there are additional areas under the 14th 
Amendment, the equal protection clause, as well that necessi- 
tate this body, as this particular amendment is currently 
before us, to find it in fact unconstitutional. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Westmoreland has 
raised a question of order, being that the amendment before 
us is unconstitutional. The Speaker, under rule 4 of the 
House, is required to submit the question affecting constitu- 
tionality to the House. 

Those voting "aye" will vote that the amendment is consti- 
tutional; those voting "nay" will vote that the amendment is 
unconstitutional and out of order. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend- 

ments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-157 

Adolph Dietterick Langtry Robinson 
Allen Dirtler Laughlin Ryan 
Angstadt Dombrowski Lee Saloom 
Argall Donatucci Leh Saurman 
Barley Dorr Lescovitz Seheetz 
Battisto Durham Levdanrky Sehulcr 
Belardi Fairchild Linton Scrimenti 
Belfanti Fargo Lloyd Semmel 
Billow Farmer Lucyk Serafini 
Birmelin Fee McCall Smith. B. 
Bishop Fleagle Maiale Smith. S. H. 

Black Flick Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
Bowley Foster Marsico Snyder. G. 
Boyes Fox Mayernik Stairs 
Brandt Freind Melio Steighner 
Broujos Gallen Merry Stish 
Bunt Gamble Michlovic Strittmatter 
Burd Cannon Micovie Stuban 
Burns Geist Miller Tangretti 
Bush George Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Caltagirone Gigliotti Mowery Taylor, F. 
Cappabianca Godsliall Mrkonic Taylor, J. 
Carlson Oruppo Murphy Telek 
Cessar Haluska Nahill Tigue 
Chadwick Hasay Nailor Trello 
Civera Hayes Noye Van Horne 
Clark, B. D. Heckler O'Brien Veon 
Clark, D. F. Herman Olasz Vroon 
Clark, J. H. Hershey Perzel Wambach 
Clymer Hess Pesci Wass 
Colafella Howlett Petrarca Weston 
Colaiuo Jadlowiec Petrone Wilson 
Cole larolin Phillips Wogan 
Cornell Johnson Piccola Wozniak 
Corrigan Kaiser Pievsky Wright, 1. L. 
COY Kasunic Pitts Wright, R. C. 
DeLuca Kenney Preston 
Daley Kondrich Raymond Manderino, 
Davies Kosinski Reinard Speaker 
Dempsey LaGrotta Robbins 

NAYS-43 

Acosta Gruitza McHale Ritter 
Biaum Hagarty McNally Roebuck 
Bortner Harper McVerry Rudy 
Carn Hayden Maine Rybak 
Cawley Hughes Moehlmann Staback 
Cohen ltkin O'Donnell Thomas 
Cowell Jackson Oliver Trich 
DeWeese James Pistella Williams 
Evans Josephs Pressmann Wright. D. R. 
Freeman Kukovich Reber Yandrisevits 
Gladeck Lashinger Richardson 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of 
the amendments was sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The House has determined that the 
amendment is constitutional. The amendment is again before 
US. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, Representative 
Kukovich from Westmoreland County is recognized. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Well, that was a surprise, Mr. Speaker. 
Since the members have decided that this is constitutional, I 

would then suggest that there are still two other problems: 
one, that it is unworkable in the extreme; and secondly, that I 
think this will kill the bill. 

If you are concerned about retaliation, that we have 
attempted to Christmas-tree legislation that was supposed to 
be part of the drug package, I think you might want to vote 
"no." I would also caution you to remember all the hype and 
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ballyhoo whenever Governor Casey and Attorney General 
Preate talked about this package of bills, whenever this 
chamber and the Senate voted these bills, sent out the corre- 
sponding press releases that said what a great job we were 
doing on drugs. Well, today and tomorrow are the days that 
we are supposed to bring this all home and really do some- 
thing about it. I would suggest that there is a possibility that 
all of us in both chambers are going to look rather silly if this 
ends up piecemealed, Christmas treed, either does not pass or 
goes to the Governor's desk in a fashion that is not going to 
do anything in a comprehensive manner to attack the drug 
question. That is what we are faced with. It is going to look 
like we are Christmas-treeing everything to death again just 
for our own public relations purposes. 

For those reasons, Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a vote of 
sanity and "no" on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. From Lehigh County, on the amendment, 
Representative McHale is recognized. 

Mr. McHALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. Gamble, stand for 

brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will. 
Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to understand 

how this amendment, if adopted, would actually work in the 
real world. As I understand the amendment, the warning label 
would normally be affixed by the manufacturer or the distrib- 
utor of the record. Is that correct? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is correct. 
Mr. McHALE. And again as I read the amendment, it 

would call for a label printed in black in eight-point typeface 
on a yellow fluorescent background. Is that correct? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is correct. 
Mr. McHALE. Now, as I understand the purpose of your 

amendment, it is to shield primarily impressionable youths 
from the very offensive lyrics that you have previously 
described. Is that correct? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 
Mr. McHALE. Once these labels are actually placed on the 

records, would your amendment or any other applicable pro- 
vision of law prevent an impressionable youth from going into 
a record store and actually purchasing such record with the 
label affixed? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No; it would not prohibit anyone from pur- 
chasing the record. 

Mr. McHALE. So as I understand it, once the label would 
be placed on the record, any minor would be able to go into a 
record store and purchase such a record. Is that correct? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is correct. 
Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, may I comment on the 

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

proceed. 
Mr. McHALE. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the laudable 

intention of the prime sponsor of the amendment, to protect 
impressionable youths from the kinds of offensive lyrics that 
were very explicitly described a few minutes ago, but we have 
to ask ourselves if we have lost touch with common sense. 

Now, it is about 20 to 25 years since I have been in high 
school and younger, but 1 believe that the effect of this 
amendment would be just the opposite of that intended by the 
gentleman, Mr. Gamble. Now, if we want to posture on this 
kind of issue, we can do so, but if we want to be serious about 
protecting our children from these kinds of very offensive 
lyrics, we have got to ask ourselves, how is this amendment 
going to work if it becomes law? 

I happen to believe that the kind of system that exists within 
the movie industry, based on the voluntary cooperation of 
that industry, is an appropriate system, the key being that 
once we rate a movie, and let us say that movie is rated X, we 
then prohibit a minor from entering that movie theater and 
watching that movie. 

The system that has now been designed by the gentleman, 
Mr. Gamble, would, I think, produce exactly the opposite 
effect. Once the label would be placed on the record, there 
would be no prohibition at law which would preclude a minor 
- a 13- or 14-year-old boy or  girl - from going into the record 
store and purposely looking for records with the intent to pur- 
chase where those records display this particular label. 

Now. I think most of us are relatively of the same age 
group. When you were in your teen years, how many records 
were purchased for you by your parents? By comparison, how 
many records did you purchase yourself? 1 think the answer to 
those questions is that relatively few of these records are pur- 
chased by parents, and I think we know that, and the vast 
majority of these records are in fact purchased by the children 
whom we hope to protect. 

I believe, therefore, that it is extremely likely, at least in my 
judgment of human nature, both adult human nature and that 
of juveniles, that the practical result of the Gamble amend- 
ment will be this: If we require manufacturers to place these 
fluorescent labels on records, we will, in every case where such 
a label appears, double or triple the sales of those offensive 
albums. 1 think it is extremely likely that rather than serving 
as a true deterrent to parental purchase, we will in fact be 
authorizing an enticement to purchase by those minors who 
are predisposed to do so. We will put a yellow label on a 
record, inviting minors to screen records and make purchases 
of those which are forbidden. 

I think we all know that. I think that we know in the real 
world we will in fact be increasing the sales of these records, 
not decreasing them. I think we know that parents do not buy 
these records. I think we know that most of them are pur- 
chased by the very same impressionable youths we hope to 
protect. 

Mr. Speaker, I happen to think that the lyrics described by 
the gentleman, Mr. Gamble, earlier are disgusting, and I think 
there is ample opportunity here for political posturing, to take 
a stand against these kinds of lyrics by voting for the Gamble 
amendment. I ask us to move beyond political posturing. 
Look to your conscience and decide whether or not you really 
think these kinds of warning labels will serve as a deterrent or 
rather an enticement with regard to those minors who, 
according to Mr. Gamble's own description, will still be able 
to buy the records. 
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If minors were allowed to enter X-rated movies, do you 
think that that system of rating would be effective? Where 
minors are still allowed to purchase these kinds of records, 
will that fluorescent label serve as a deterrent or an entice- 
ment? I sincerely believe it will be an enticement, and there- 
fore, I will be voting against the Gamble amendment. 

The SPEAKER. From Mercer County, Representative 
Gruitza is recognized on the amendment. 

Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the sponsor of the amendment consent to brief inter- 

rogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will. 
Mr. GRUITZA. Mr. Speaker, under your amendment, can 

you tell me who would make the decision as to what albums or 
tapes would have to carry this particular label? 

Mr. GAMBLE. The manufacturer would have to make that 
decision. 

Mr. GRUITZA. And what criteria would he be required to 
use in making that decision? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Common sense and something that would 
stand the scrutiny of the courts, just as all the laws have to 
stand the scrutiny of the courts. 

Mr. GRUITZA. May I comment on the amendment, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. GRUITZA. Mr. Speaker, 1 think that all of us here are 

able to distinguish black from white, and I think that the 
lyrics that were described here earlier by the sponsor of this 
amendment are clearly those types of lyrics that we would all 
find objectionable and are the types of lyrics tbat we would 
say lack any real artistic social value and really are the kinds 
of things we do not want out there. 

On the other hand, I have a great deal of concern with 
putting language like this into this bill without any real stan- 
dards and saying that it is up to the common sense of certain 
people to determine what is obscene and what is not. For 
example, take the song "Hang Down Your Head, Tom 
Dooley," a famous American folk song where the writer says, 
"I met her on the mountain, and there 1 took her life. I met 
her on the mountain, and I stabbed her with my knife." Now, 
would this board be required to post a label on tbat particular 
album as being objectionable because it describes a brutal 
murder of a woman? Take the famous folk song "Irene, 
Good Night" that Mr. Ledbetter wrote. He says, "Sometimes 
I live in the city and sometimes I live in the town. Sometimes 1 
have a good notion to jump in a river and drown." It is a 
famous old blues song. It is a classic American tune. Now, 
would common sense dictate that a yellow label be placed on 
that album in the determination that because it talks about 
suicide, that it is obscene and objectionable? 

It is not the black-and-white cases that we have a problem 
with in this type of amendment; it is the gray areas, and it is 
the lack of standards to determine bow we are going to decide 
where those gray areas are and how those gray areas should be 
treated. 

I think that since this amendment failed on the constitution- 
ality ground, it should certainly not fail on the commonsense 
ground. But the record industry, or record distributors- And 
a point was made earlier about the tobacco industry and ciga- 
rettes carrying those labels. Well, there is no distinction made 
on those labels between cigarettes that carry very low tar and 
very low nicotine and are maybe a little less harmful to your 
health than other cigarettes that are high in tar and high in 
nicotine. They all carry that same label. So will the distribu- 
tors be forced to put-and I submit that they will-the very 
same label on an album that might have some slight objection- 
able language or some questionable lyric in it? That album is 
going to carry the same warning label as something that may 
very well carry with it an awful lot of artistic merit. 

I could think of a number of albums that under somebody's 
subjective commonsense approach they may find objection- 
able but that have been awarded Grammy awards and have 
been viewed as works of art in our lifetime. What somebody 
might read in a Rolling Stones song- For example, 1 have 
read reviews of the song "Sympathy for the Devil," that this 
is a horrible, satanic kind of a song. But if you had anybody 
who has ever studied English literature analyze that particular 
song from a literary standpoint, they would tell you just the 
opposite, that it is a song that points out all of the evil things 
that have occurred throughout history and that the Devil was 
the one who was there and who was responsible for those 
activities. 

So 1 think we are treading on thin ice here with this type of 
labeling, and I would suggest that we look beyond the politics 
of the issue and at the practical side and try to find another 
solution to dealing with these particularly objectionable kinds 
of lyrics that are out there and that I understand the sponsor 
of this amendment is trying to get to. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, on the 
amendment, Representative Saurman is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Gamble amendment. 1 

would just like to say that I am a little offended by the 
comment of a previous speaker who indicated that for some 
reason we are doing something wrong by not agreeing with 
what the Governor has put together, the package that he has 
brought to us. 

It may be ironic for some folks, but I was not elected to rep- 
resent or to follow what the Governor has to suggest. I repre- 
sent my constituents. I want to indicate what my constituents 
say to me when I am here on this floor, and 1 do not want to 
be told that there are limits because the Governor has said 
this, tbat, or the other thing - or the Attorney General. If this 
is not a forum to speak and to work on the issues rather than 
to rubberstamp, then we ought to all just go home anyhow. 

As for the idea that parents do not buy the records, I would 
suggest that there are a lot of paperbacks with some pictures 
on the covers. They are very attractive, but very few teenagers 
bring them home and put them on top of their schoolbooks. If 
they are going to have them, they recognize that what they are 
doing is wrong. 
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Parents want to know, most parents want to know what is 
going on in their own home, and this will give them the key to 
understanding that the records that are in that cabinet, or 
wherever they are kept, are not the kinds of records that they 
want their children to listen to, and maybe they will even take 
the time to sit down and explain why they do not want them to 
listen so that we do  not get into some of these problems of 
unwanted pregnancies, teenage suicides, and the other societal 
problems that we have. 

We need to help parents, not hinder them. We need to give 
them the tools to work with rather than ignore them or to 
deny them. The Gamble amendment is an attempt to aid 
parents in their job of parenting. I think we should support it. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Philadelphia 
County. Representative Thomas is recognized. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
First I would like to preface my comments by making a 

statement. 
One, I think that this body must do all that it can to insure 

that children across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania do 
not come into contact with records or any other material as 
identified in this particular amendment, and 1 support this 
body taking the necessary steps to achieve that end. But I 
think that on this particular amendment, whether or not we 
vote for or against the amendment must be decided by, one, 
the intended purpose as articulated by the author of the 
amendment versus our own sensibilities. 

The intended purpose of the amendment as articulated by 
the author seems to be to set up a situation where this kind of 
material does not come into contact with young people 
without parental notice. Through labeling, there is an under- 
lying presumption that parents will he aware of the kind of 
material that children are coming into contact with. So the 
intended purpose of the author is to prevent children and 
others from coming into contact with this kind of material. 

Now, what are our own sensibilities? Our own sensibilities 
speak to outrage when we come face to face with the reality of 
the kind of material that our children are being exposed to out 
there in the open market. So if you measure the intended 
purpose versus our own sensibilities, then the question has to 
be whether or not this amendment is designed in such a way to 
achieve that overall goal. 1 submit to you that there is nothing 
in labeling that will achieve that intended goal. If we want to 
keep this material away from children, then we need to take 
the necessary steps to do that, but attaching this amendment 
onto this bill at this time under these circumstances I submit 
will not achieve that purpose. So I ask you, before you make 
your final decision, that is the question that you have to 
answer, and that is whether or not this amendment will 
achieve the end that has been articulated by the author. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Bucks County, Representative 
Heckler is recognized on the amendment. 

Mr. HECKLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just two very quick points about this amendment. First, all 

of this talk about "Hang Down Your Head, Tom Dooley" 

and the other songs that make some reference to either suicide 
or murder, just read the amendment. The language that is 
required is that the contents or the lyrics have to explicitly 
describe or advocate or encourage certain things or advocate 
or encourage other things. It is not just describing; it is either 
explicitly, luridly describing or actually telling somebody to 
go out and do it. 

The second point: I would suggest, as sometimes happens, 
Representative McHale has it just exactly backwards. Of 
course kids are going to see these labels and they are going to 
want to know what is in those tapes or records. It is going to 
draw their fascination, just the way R-rated movies do. And 
while X-rated I think we probably pretty well keep kids out 
of, certainly teenagers get into R-rated movies on a regular 
basis. If anybody thinks that kids in the, say, 12- to &year- 
old range are naive about a lot of the worse sides of life, sadly 
in this day and age in America they are fooling themselves. 

What is important is that we give parents-where parents 
can he involved-the chance to say to their kids, these are the 
standards we have in our house; these guys are trying to throw 
something inflammatory at you to sell you a record, but this is 
not something we approve of. And even if the parents do not 
take the advantage of this labeling to actually become 
involved, society has made a statement. Remember, all rock 
and roll, all music of whatever sort, is basically made by 
adults. Kids, whether it is the horrible kind of stuff that Rep- 
resentative Gamble described earlier or Frank Sinatra or 
whoever, kids are hearing music made by adults. 

What this amendment would do  is allow the responsible 
part of adult society to convey the message to those kids that, 
okay, because of free speech, you are allowed to have this, but 
we are pointing out to you that this is not something that 
society as a whole approves of, and that is giving kids a frame 
of reference that sadly, in a lot of cases, they do not have 
now, and 1 am all for it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, on the 
amendment, Representative Hagarty is recognized. 

Mrs. HAGARTY. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, the debate has focused on the fact or this 

notion that we know what we mean in this amendment, and 
that we know that "Romeo and Juliet" is not what we have 
meant, and that what we meant we all know. That might be 
fine if we are talking about obscenity where, under the United 
States law, there is an element of subjectivity in which the 
court can decide, if there is a violation of community stan- 
dards, it is obscene. Part of the problem here is that there is 
no element built into this so that if you and I think it is 
obscene, that gets labeled whereas "Romeo and Juliet" does 
not, because this language simply says you have to describe, 
advocate, or encourage any one of these acts. 

I fail to see how you can distinguish between the classics, 
just because they are the classics, where they encourage 
suicide or murder, and modern explicit language. But more 
important than that, I would like to at least share with the leg- 
islature the benefit of what the Subcommittee on Crime and 
Corrections determined through its committee meeting. 
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We learned that in fact there is now private Labeling going 
on by the recording industry. In fact, in 1985 an agreement 
was reached by the Recording Industry Association of 
America with the Parents Music Resource Center and the 
National Parent-Teachers' Association to provide consumer 
information for parents regarding lyrical content of record- 
ings; that in fact 22 recording companies, we learned, 
members of the Recording Industry Association of America, 
agreed to undertake labelings on recordings. We were shown 
in subcommittee examples of albums, of compact discs, and 
of tapes that were in fact labeled. It was our feeling and our 
conclusion at that subcommittee hearing that a better way to 
proceed would be to introduce a resolution, which I am com- 
mitted to doing and is currently being drafted with the 
cosponsorship of Representative Blaum, who chairs the Sub- 
committee on Crime and Corrections, and our hope is that 
through this resolution we can accomplish the goals that Rep- 
resentative Gamble wants. I think that what those goals are, 
are to make parents more aware. To encourage self-policing 
makes more sense so that parents will take a more active role 
and be more involved in the kinds of music their youngsters 
are listening to. 

In listening to some of the lawyers talking as this debate was 
going on, the general agreement was that if this amendment 
would pass and you were an attorney representing one of the 
people who manufacture these recordings, that you would 
advise your client to put a yellow label on everything, because 
this is so broad that the only way you would be sure of not 
violating our criminal law is if you labeled everything. 

Now, I suggest to you that if this legislature instead encour- 
ages more self-policing and moves in the direction that the 
movie industry has so successfully accomplished with regard 
to education and awareness and the ability to discern by the 
public, that we will do a great deal more for parents and chil- 
dren in guiding them in their listening than we will by merely 
requiring yellow stickers, which are going to be an attraction 
to many youngsters. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Butler County, 
Representative Burd is recognized. 

Mr. BURD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, being a parent today is a very difficult task. 

We are all learning how to look for signs that our children are 
using drugs. We are looking for signs that our children are 
using alcohol, and we look for signs that our children are even 
suicidal. Now, if this label, which is distinguishable and can 
be readily seen by parents-and I would like to emphasize, 
caring parents-can at least act as a tool to open up a dialogue 
between parents-and 1 emphasize again, caring parents- 
then 1 say we have finally done something positive. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very much in favor of this amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from York County, 
Representative Peck Foster is recognized. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I strongly support the Gismble ameni:ment, and I cannot 

believe that in this body we are going to oppose a modest 
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attempt to at least let parents know the contents of some of 
the records that are on sale in shops today. I think Represen- 
tative Gamble has done us a great favor by bringing this 
amendment before us. I think it is a reasonable approach, and 
frankly, as far as I am concerned, if this does not work, we 
ought to plaster about a 10- or 12-inch label firmly across the 
faceof theentirerecord. 

I urge an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Luzerne 

County, Representative Blaum is recognized. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I could have the attention of the members of the House, I 

would just like to say that the lyrics that were read earlier by 
Representative Gamble are absolutely outrageous. The lyrics 
that were presented to our Subcommittee on Crime and Cor- 
rections were gross. That such lyrics should be made available 
to our kids is terrible. Putting a label on the albums that 
contain these lyrics is a homing device to take our kids right to 
the albums that we do not want them to buy. 

There are rock groups, there are rock groups who cut two 
albums-two albums-one album with the ten songs on it that 
are okay, and then to make money, they cut an album with 
seven of those songs and add three dirty ones so they can put a 
label on those albums and make money. That is what the 
labels are going to do, and if the Representatives who think 
that this is going to help parents really think that, do you 
really believe that these labels are going to be on those albums 
when those albums are brought into the home? They are not. 

I ask you to vote against this amendment, because voting 
against this amendment is a way to protect our kids from 
these albums. It is to deny the rock groups exactly what they 
want. They want this labeling. They want homing devices so 
that our kids will know exactly which albums to get to. 

Now, I think we really believe that. I think we are sitting in 
our seats now trying to figure out a way as to how we are 
going to explain that back home. Do not sell our parents 
short. Do not think that the voters in our districts are not 
smart enough to understand that by putting a fluorescent 
label on a filthy album, that that is not going to entice their 
kids to buy it, and once purchased and brought into the home, 
that label is no longer going to be on that album. No labeling, 
Mr. Speaker, no labeling is going to help a bad parent do their 
job better, and any albums that do not have labels on them 
are not going to prevent a parent who is interested in the type 
of music being brought into the home from listening and 
being interested in the lyrics of those rock albums. 

1 think it is overly simplistic to say that this labeling is the 
answer. I believe this labeling i s  the entire problem. I just 
want to get across the point that it is a fact that rock groups 
cut two albums. Rock groups who are intent on conveying this 
filth to our kids cut two different albums with the same album 
cover, and one contains the dirty songs so they can put the 
label on and make the money, because that is the album that 
sells. It is proven. The album without the label does not sell, 
and those labels will not be on those albums when they come 
into the home. Labeling is not the answer. Labeling makes the 
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problem worse, Mr. Speaker, and I ask you to vote against 
this amendment. Voting for this amendment is the easy thing 
to do. Voting against this amendment is the right thing to do. 
It is the right thing to do to protect our kids, to say that we do 
not want, we do not want the homing devices in the record 
stores that are going to up the sales, that are going to jack up 
the sales of rock groups who are just intent on polluting our 
children. 

Vote against this amendment for that reason and also 
because you are for drug forfeiture. That is what this hill is 
about. That is what Senator Fisher's bill is about. That is why 
we are here today. That is why we are doing this entire 
package. We are for drug forfeiture, and take the neon lights, 
take the spotlights off the filthy albums in the record stores. 
That is what these fluorescent labels are. They are going to 
point the spotlight on the exact trash that we want to keep our 
kids from bringing into the home. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from Lehigh County, 
Representative Ritter is recognized. 

Ms. RITTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to reiterate, 1 am also a member of the Subcommit- 

tee on Crime and Corrections and was at the meeting where 
this bill was discussed, and we had quite a bit of input from 
the various groups and also from Representative Gamble. I 
think what came out of that meeting is that we all felt that the 
voluntary system would be the best and that we should 
encourage the record industry to continue along the route that 
they have already started. The voluntary system would allow 
for the restricted sale of these albums, as currently exists in 
the movies, so that minors would not be able to buy albums 
with these labels on. The voluntary system also allows that 
these warnings would be printed on the covers of the record 
albums rather than being a separate label affixed to the 
album, which, of course, can be removed, as was pointed out. 

Now, the manufacturers, under this hill, are required to 
affix this label, hut the retailers also are subject to a summary 
offense for selling albums that do not have labels that should 
have labels, so we are also asking the retailers to be involved 
in this decisionmaking process and to determine which albums 
need labels and which ones do not. So regardless of whether 
or not a label is on the album when it comes to the retailer 
from the manufacturer, that retailer is still going to be 
required to listen to all of the albums that he or she sells in the 
store to see if he thinks that maybe there should have been a 
label attached to this particular album and it was not, so 
therefore, this retailer cannot sell that album. So again, we are 
putting an additional burden on the retailers that is unfair to 
them. 

1 think what we also found in the subcommittee when we 
saw some of the record albums and the compact discs and so 
on is it does not take a rocket scientist to look at most of these 
record albums and determine which ones children should 
listen to and which ones they should not. You can look at the 
photographs on the front of the record albums. Representa- 
tive Gamble read to you the titles of some of the songs, the 
names of some of the groups. Now, obviously, a group called 

the Dead Kennedys or the Beastie Boys is obviously not going 
to do songs that you would want your children to hear. So it is 
not a matter of whether or not parents have the information 
to make this decision; it is whether or not these parents are 
looking for this information, because if they are looking, it is 
there for them to find. 

What about books; what about radio; what about MTV - 
what about other sources of this type of material that is 
available to children? Why is it only the record albums that 
should be treated in this way? We are not helping parents 
make this decision; as was pointed out many times, we are 
helping children decide which albums they should have in 
order to have records with obscene lyrics. It just points it out 
very quickly to them. 

Again, this national parents group that was headed by 
Senator Gore's wife several years ago had many months of 
debate and public hearings on this bill. Now, this parents 
group started out leading the national charge for mandatory 
labeling on records. Let us remember that that is where they 
started. They went through months of debate; they went 
through months of public hearings, and they decided after all 
of that time that legislation was not the way to go, that the 
voluntary labeling was what was going to provide the best 
method of conformity in all the 50 States and would actually 
be a better system than legislation of this type. There is 
nothing in this hill, again, as was pointed out, that prevents 
minors from purchasing these records, so if parents are not 
looking at the records that their kids bring home-which in 
most of these cases, as I said, is all it would take-then the 
labels are not going to help these parents. 

I agree with Representative Hagarty and the national 
parents group and others who have said that legislation of this 
type is not the way to address this problem, and I would join 
Representatives Blaum, Hagarty, Gruitza, Reber, McHale, 
and many others, who would ask for your negative vote on 
this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
for the second time, from York County, Representative 
Foster. Is there more to say on this subject? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I listened to the gentleman, Mr. Blaum, tell us about what 

he considered the ineffectiveness of this method and his fears 
that it would simply be a magnet to draw teenagers to such 
records. I have a suggestion for the gentleman. For those 
between the ages of 16 and 18, if they are caught with posses- 
sion of such a record, why, just introduce legislation to revoke 
their driver's license. 

The SPEAKER. From Bucks County, Representative 
Clymer is recognized. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just very briefly. Music has one of the most 

profound influences on our society, and we know the kind of 
lyrics that have been mentioned by Representative Gamble, 
and those kinds of lyrics have influence on the youth of our 
society. Just as we have the Department of Environmental 

, Resources to keep our air, land, and water clean, we as Repre- 
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nized. 
MI. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, Representative Gamble has already caused to 

be placed in the House Journal and therefore in a lot of librar- 
ies across this State language that he and 1 and most members 
of this House would find very offensive, and in doing that, 
inadvertently, he probably has caused a lot of people who 
might read the House Journal for one reason or another, 
including students who might be researching a project, to be 
exposed to language that he was trying to protect them from. I 
would suggest that the effect of his amendment could well be 
the very same. It could well have the same inadvertent impact 
on young people. 

The language in the amendment provides for a parental 
advisory. A lot of other folks around here, particularly those 
who are parents, have already talked about the fact that they 
do not buy the records. They do not even see the records or 
the tapes most of the time. It is the kids who buy the records; 
it is the kids who buy the tapes, and so the question is, is it 
going to be a deterrent or is it going to be an enticement to 
thoye kids? I think other members have already spoken to the 

sentatives should try to do the very best that we can to help 
our youth grow in a responsible and normal way, and these 
lyrics are something that by putting labels on, we are acting 
responsibly. 

I have talked with a number of youth workers who work 
with the parents and teenagers, and they are supportive of the 
kind of legislation that we are looking at today. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Berks County, Representative 
Angstadt is recognized. 

Mr. ANGSTADT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I heard a lot of conversation about movies. I happen to 

know a lot about movies because that has been my previous 
business. 

One of the things that we found in the movie industry 
before they volunteered to put the rating system on was the 
different discussions of what would happen to a theater if we 
were showing a colorful film that should not be shown, and 
that was because of the court actions that were being taken. 
We did voluntarily put on the rating system but not before 
there was pressure both politically and through the judiciary 
system. So, yes, we do have a voluntary rating system which 
in effect does both sell movie tickets but also does help both 
the theater owners and the parents to know what films to 
discuss or to even allow their children to see. 

1 think we are going in the right direction with this amend- 
ment. If nothing else, this will send an incentive to the record 
business to put their own self-controls on. I do not think we 
are breaking any constitutional amendments with this. 1 think 
we are going the right way, and I would ask your support on 
this. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has not ordered dinner for 
the House nor does he have any intention to order dinner for 
the House. 

From Allegheny County, Representative Cowell is' recog- 

Mr. BORTNER. Okay. Thank you very much. 
Mr. Speaker, very briefly on the amendment as well. As the 

Speaker has queried, there does not seem to be a lot to say on 
this that has not already been said. I would only point out one 
or two practical problems first. One is, as Representative 
Gamble has acknowledged, we are subjecting the local retail- 
ers to prosecution under this act, not the distributors, not the 
people that make the records, only the local business people 
who make their living distributing, selling records. I think we 
are probably putting a burden on them that is very, very diffi- 
cult for them to comply with. 

I would also like to point out that as a summary offense, 
this is going to be enforced before local district justices, so we 
are also asking the local D.J.'s, as many as there are in your 
area-and there are probably 15 in my county-to each make 
a subjective and independent evaluation as to what is proper 
and what is appropriate. 

I would acknowledge that the examples that Representative 
Gamble has cited, 1 doubt that anybody here would try to 
justify or would attempt to in any way suggest are appropri- 

facts. That fluorescent label that says this has a bad label or a 
bad rating is going to be an enticement for kids, and we ought 
to recognize that. Inadvertently, in passing this amendment, 
we may well help expose more kids to the very kind of lyrics 
that we are trying to protect them from. 

There was discussion made about the rating system for 
movies. We should remember that movie producers work, 
they go out of their way to try to earn the R rating, because 
they recognize that that is where the dollars are; that is where 
the marketplace is. Sometimes they will simply throw in some 
bad lyrics or some bad lines or a sexy scene to earn the R 
rating, because they know it will earn them millions of 
dollars, whereas if they have the G or the PG rating, they are 
likely to earn a lot less. I think it is reasonable to assume that 
the same kind of thinking, the same kind of market forces, if 
you will, will prevail if we get into this kind of rating system 
for records. I think it is going to be counterproductive. 1 think 
that the purveyors of the trashy lyrics that we are trying to do 
away with in fact have found unwitting allies in the supporters 
of this amendment. 

I would urge that the House not become another unwitting 
ally for those purveyors of trash. Let us not give them another 
marketing tool. I would ask that we defeat the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, from York County, 
Representative Bortner is recognized. 

Mr. BORTNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the maker of this amendment, 

very briefly. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for a 

very brief interrogation. 
Mr. BORTNER. Mr. Speaker, under your amendment, 

who would be prosecuted for a violation of the law? 
Mr. GAMBLE. The retailer. 
Mr. BORTNER. So the retailer only would be subject to 

local prosecution. Is that correct? 
M,, GAMBLE. l-hat is correct, 
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ate. I know I personally think that they are outrageous, they 
are disgusting, and I would certainly never intend to argue 
that they are appropriate for young people or for anybody, 
for that matter. 

1 also think that on issues like this, though, is when my con- 
servative side comes out, because I think that responsible 
parents will deal with this issue and deal with it now. 1 think 
that responsible parents already pay attention to the kinds of 
records their children have-I know I try to-pay attention to 
the kinds of magazines they bring into their home, pay atten- 
tion to the kind of clothing they wear when they leave for 
school in the morning, and I do not believe that putting a label 
on records is going to make those parents who do not pay 
attention to those things and who, I think, are not responsible 
all of a sudden responsible. I think what we are doing is creat- 
ing a very unworkable situation, one that will not be enforce- 
able. I heard the word used by the previous speaker, "coun- 
terproductive." I think that that is also correct. 

I would ask that we perhaps place some confidence in the 
responsible parents that are out there and vote against this 
amendment, which I do not think will accomplish any of the 
purposes, however good I believe they may be, that Represen- 
tative Gamble seeks to address. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Philadelphia, Representative 
Kosinski is recognized. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. I would like 
to protest or overturn the ruling of the Chair concerning 
dinner. 

The SPEAKER. For all the gentlemen and ladies who speak 
briefly, 1 often wonder when 1 am up here how long it would 
take for you to speak at length. 

On the amendment, the gentleman, Mr. Michlovic, from 
Allegheny County is recognized. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Very briefly? 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Of course. 

I think we ought to vote for the Gamble amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment for the second time, 
Representative Gamble from Allegheny County is recognized. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, it is a rare day when Repre- 
sentative Michlovic gets up and supports anything that I have 
on the floor, and I cannot let him get away with being the 
anchor. 

I just want to suggest to you, there have been a few minor 
distortions, and on the argument of labeling, Tom outlined it 
pretty well. But why are the lobbyists in the back room, and 
why were they at the hearings to combat this if indeed it does 
increase their sales? And say it does increase their sales tempo- 
rarily, as all novelties do work. After it is all gone and the dust 
clears, we will have a tool in place for the parents to monitor 
what their kids are listening to. 

I would just ask that today you vote on this subject just as 
you would if it came up at a PTA meeting back home. Vote 
"yes." 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Dombrowski 
Allen Donatucci 
Angstadt Dorr 
Argall Durham 
Barley Fairchild 
Battisto Fargo 
Belardi Farmer 
Belfanti Fee 
Billow 
Birmelin 
Black 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Bord 

Kosinski 
LaGratta 
Langtry 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Llavd 

Robinson 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 

Fleagle Lucyk Serafini 
Flick McCall Smith, B. 
Foster McNally Smith, S. H. 
Fox Markosek Snyder, D. W 
Freind Marsico Snyder, 0. 
Gallen Mayernik Stairs 
Gamble Melio Steighner 
Cannon Merry Stish 

The SPEAKER. Very briefly. Burns Geist Michlovic Strittmatter 
George Micozzie Stuban 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, I have heard a lot of dis- Miller Tangretti 
cussion this afternoon about how the labeling becomes a Gladeck Mowerv Tavlor. E. 2. - 
target, but 1 could recall in my youth-l lived in a Catholic 
family in a Catholic neighborhood-we had a rating system 
for movies. It was called the legion of decency, and in our 
family and in our neighborhood, that allowed my parents to 
discuss what movies I was going to see. Now, I will admit that 
I saw some lower rated movies in my time with my buddies, 
but the point of it all is that when I went to the movies with 
my buddies, who were under basically the same kind of per- 
suasion system that I was, I could not go to the movies- If I 
wanted to go with my buddy and he could not go, we went to 
the movie that our parents allowed us to go to. It was a point 
of discussion in our family. There was some-if you want to 
use the term-there was some target for them to talk about. 
Right now there is not. Right now there is no labeling system. 
At the very least, this will set up a labeling system that families 
can talk about an album. And I think the same thing holds 

Cawley Godshall 
Cessar Gruppo 
Civera Haluska 
Clark, B. D. Harper 
Clark, D. F. Hasay 
Clark, J. H. Hayes 
Clymer Heckler 
Colafella Herman 
Colairza Hershey 
Cole Hess 
Corrigan Jackson 
COY Jadlowiec 
DeLuca Jarolin 
Daley lohnson 
Davies Kaiser 
Dempsey Kasunic 
Dietierick Kenney 
Distler Kondrich 

Acosta Freeman 

Murphy 
NahiU 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pitts 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Robbins 

NAYS-5 1 

McHale 

~ a i l o r i  F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
T i u e  
Trello 
Van Home 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, I. L. 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Ritter - 
true: Some people will use it; other people will not. Gruitza McVerry Roebuck 

Hagarty Maiale Rudy 
Banner   aid en Maine Rybak 
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Bowley Howlett Moehlmann Staback 
Cappabianca Hughes Morris Thomas 
Carn Itkin O'Donnell Trich 
Chadwick James Oliver Veon 
Cahen Joserrhs Pistella Williams 
Cornell ~ukovich Pressmann Wright. D. R. 
Cowell Lashinger Preston Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Lee Reber Yandrisevits 
Evans Linton Richardson 

NOT VOTING-0 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This hill 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 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 

Donatucci 
DO" 
Durham 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Codshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozde 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Nailor 
Noye 
O'Brien 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, 8. 
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 ~~~~~~~, - ~ 

Clark, D. F. Hershey O'Dannell Trich 
Clark, I. H. Hess Olasz Van Horne 
Clymer Howlett Oliver Veon 
Colafclla Hughes Perzel Vroon 
Colairzo ltkin Pesci Wambach 
Cole Jackson Petrarca Wass 

Daley Kenney Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kondrich Preston Wrighl. R. C 
Dempsey Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Manderino. 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-2 

Cohen Josephs 

NOT VOTING-0 

Dininni Letterman Rieger 

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

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same with 
amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is 
requested. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Representative O'Donnell. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We need to take a break for purposes of a Republican 

caucus. I will yield to the gentleman, Mr. Hayes, for purposes 
of scheduling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip, 
Representative Samuel Hayes. 

Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We will try to complete our work on the auto insurance 

conference report in an hour. We will make that effort, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would request that we 
take a break until 6:15 and anticipate being back here at that 
time. 

Mr. HAYES. We will do our best, Mr. Speaker. If neces- 
sary, we will ask for a short extension, but we will do our best. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until 6: 15 p.m. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

The time of recess was extended until 6:45 p.m 

AFTER RECESS 

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

RULES SUSPENDED 
Cornell Jadlowiec Petrone Weston 
Corrigan James Phillips Williams 
Cowell Jarolin Piccola Wilson 
COY Johnson Pievsky Wogan 
DeLuca Kaiser Pistella Wozniak 
DeWeere Kasunic Pitts Wright, D. R. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of 

the House, specifically rule 30 of the House, he suspended so 
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that when HB 689 returns t o  us from the Senate, the same will 
go to the calendar instead of  the Rules Committee, which rule 
30 of the House requires. 

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

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL 
RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
689, PN 2885, with information that the Senate has passed the 
same with amendment in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives is requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

ing of persons convicted of drug offenses to the Department of 
Revenue. 

SB 1055, PN 1400 

An Act amending Title 35 (Health and Safety) of the Pennsyl- 
vania Consolidated Statutes, requiring the Pennsylvania Emer- 
gency Management Agency to establish a radiological emergency 
response planning and preparedness program; and providing for 
the funding of the program. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The majority leader is recognized, who 
asks that a Rules Committee meeting convene immediately at 
the majority leader's desk. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, John 
Dille of "The People's Business" will be photographing tele- 
photo the proceedings this evening. The camera is in the well 
of the House. Time is unlimited. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the 
House of Representatives t o  SB 484, PN 1711. 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

RESOLUTION REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

H R  237. PN 2893 Bv R ~ D .  O'DONNELL 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
125, PN 136, 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: 

An A n  amending the act of June 1 I, 1879 (P. L. 147, No. 153), 
entitled "An act fixing the compensation of persons called to 
serve as coroner's jurors in this commonwealth," increasing the 
compensation to be paid to jurors; and providing for mileage 
payments. 

SB 134, PN 1743 

An Act providing for the regulation of health club contracts; 
and providing for further duties of the Bureau of Consumer Pro- 
tection. the Attorney General and district attorneys. 

An Act amending the act of August 6, 1941 (P. L. 861, No. 
323), entitled, as amended, "Pennsylvania Board of Probation 
and Parole Law," further providing for the power to parole; and 
making a repeal. 

. . 
Memorializing the United States Congress to enact legislation 

requiring a shift to alternative fuels for vehicles. 

RULES. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE CONSIDERED 

Mr. O'DONNELL called up for consideration the follow- 
ing Report of the Committee of Conference on HB 121, PN 
2907, entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses), 42 (Judi- 
ciary and Judicial Procedure) and 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsyl- 
vania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for corrupt orga- 
nizations; providing for insurance fraud: providing for certifica- 
tion of pleadings, motions and other papers; providing for special 
damages; further providing for vehicle registration; further pro- 
viding for financial responsibility and insurance related to motor 
vehicles; providing for proof of insurance; further providing for 
reinstatement of operating privileges or vehicle registration; 
further providing for driving under the influence of alcohol or 
controlled substances; further providing for inspection of 
vehicles; providing for certain reductions in automobile insurance 
premiums; conferring powers and duties on the Insurance 
Department and the Department of Transportation; and making 
repeals. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the report of the committee of  confer- 

ence? 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for report- 
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REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD I down through an example of somebody who gave up wage 

The SPEAKER. On the question of whether the House will 
adopt the report, the Chair recognizes the majority leader, 

loss under first party, uninsured and underinsured motorist 
coverage, funeral coverage, had passive restraints in the form 
of two airbags, was 55 or older and passed a driver education 

Representative O'Donnell. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to keep this debate as brief as possible, and I 

would like to submit for the record some remarks which refer 
to the intent of the framers, which should help in the statutory 
interpretation exercise. 

I think the explanation of this bill requires only one real 
clear sentence, and that is, this bill reduces automobile insur- 
ance rates in Pennsylvania. There is a 10-percent across-the- 
board rollback on all the components of an automobile insur- 
ance policy. There is an additional 10-percent rollback on 
those components if you are a safe driver, which is defined as 
someone who has not had an at-fault accident or points, 
speeding violations, within the past 5 years. There is a whole 
series of other provisions, the details of which you have 
covered in your respective caucuses. The most important 
point that I can make about those provisions is that the man- 
dates on first-party benefits have been lifted, with the excep- 
tion of a $5,000 requirement for medical coverage. 

The further point to be made is that there is a series of Pro- 
visions here that crack down on uninsured motorists. SO I 
think this bill will reduce insurance rates, will make, there- 
fore, insurance available, and justify cracking down on those 
who refuse to buy it. Thank you. 

Mr. O'DONNELL submitted the following remarks for the 
Le~islative Journal: 

the proposed report. 

. 
course and was a good driver, and had antitheft devices, and 
when I finished adding up what those supposed discounts 
were going to be for that particular individual, I found out 
that the insurance company is going to have to pay them to 
have auto insurance, 

Now, this is Christmas and we are all in the Christmas 
spirit, and I would certainly like automobile insurance cornpa- 
nies to pay for everybody9s auto insurance, but if you believe 
that those discounts are ever going to take place, you are sadly 
mistaken, and I will tell you why it is not going to happen, 

ln the State of California they did something to 
this in jqovember of 1988, ~h~~ had a big voter ref- 
erendum, a voter revolt on auto insurance premiums. Okay. 
~h~~ said 20 percent across the board. ~h~ auto insurance 
companies went to the Supreme Court and said, you cannot 
let them do this to us. The Supreme Court said, well, we will 
look at the language that is in the bill, and they found a word 
called insolvency which was in the which passed. 
Guess what? Insolvency is in this package, too. They then 
filed with the insurance commissioner to get out from under 
the impact of proposition 103. TO this day, over I year past 
the time of the passage of 103, automobile insur- 
ance consumers in the State of California have not received 
discounts from that proposition. The irony is, right now in 
California people recognize that unless you change the law 
out there, nobody is going to save money. There is a proposal - - 

In the view of the draftsman and author, the language below 
will not change the legal effect of the proposed conference com- 
mittee reoort and that the intent hereof is identical to the intent of 

Amend Section 1799.9 insurance in cities of the first class as 
follows: 

out there which is being pushed by the consumers union which 
is a no-fault proposal - more generous benefits than what we 
have talked about here, but nonetheless a no-fault proposal. 

Add new section Declaration of Intent: 
After line 10. oage 43. . .  - 

It is intended that any single carrier or authority selected under 
this section mav use statewide ratemakina data to oromulaate its ~ - - ~  - - 
own classifications and rates. However, under no circumstances 
shall anv oremium. loss or expense data of such single carrier or 
authoriiy'be included in the  ratemaking data or statistics for 
developing automobile insurance rates for the rest of the Com- 
monwealth. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Philadelphia, 
Representative Hayden. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Since brevity is the order of the evening, I will get right to 

the point here. I would ask you to vote "no" on this confer- 
ence committee report for the very simple reason that this pro- 
posal is not going to work. 

If you look at the proposal, you will see that there is a 10- 
percent across-the-board discount for everybody and a 20- 
percent discount for safe drivers. That is over and above other 
reductions which are in the bill. We went over many of those 
reductions in caucus and have debated this issue. but I looked 

There is one moresafety valve in there for the auto insur- 
ance industry I think you ought to know about. Those of you 
who are on the Insurance Committee know about a provision 
called file and use. Now, we can look in this conference com- 
mittee report and see that we are going to get all these tremen- 
dous savings, all these premium rate discounts are going to 
happen to our customers, but then you look in the bill and it 
permits a file-and-use provision for auto insurance compa- 
nies. What does that mean? That means that these companies 
can come in and file a premium which is below what we 
mandate, because it does not require prior approval by the 
Insurance Commissioner. After that point, it would then 
force the Insurance Commissioner in court to prove why they 
should not get these discounts. Guess what happened in 
California? The same thing. We have 263 auto insurance com- 
panies in the State of Pennsylvania. Do you think they are 
going to come in and file to get out from under? I think so. 
Who are the players in California? Who are the companies 
who filed to get out from proposition 103? Allstate, State 
Farm, Fireman's Fund, and a trade group known as the Asso- 
ciation of California Insurance Companies. That is their 
version of the Insurance Federation of Pennsylvania. Based 
on their success in California, do you think they are now 
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going to come to Pennsylvania and roll over and let these rate 
rollbacks take effect? I think not. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a very nice Christmas scene outside. 
We are all in the Christmas spirit. My heart would like to 
believe that there really is a Santa Claus, but my head tells me 
otherwise. I would ask us all to use our heads tonight and vote 
"no" on this conference committee report. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls on Representative Gallen 
from Berks County. 

Mr. GALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a gentleman walked in the grocery store and 

he said to the proprietor, "How much are your Berks fran- 
kfurters?" He said, "The Berks frankfurters are $1.79 a 
pound." "Oh," the guy said, "the guy across the street is 
selling them for $1.39 a pound." He said, "Well, go across 
the street and buy them." He said, "But he's sold out." He 
said, "When I'm sold out, I sell them for 79 cents a pound." 

Mr. Speaker, there is a section in this bill on page 5 which 
defines automobile insurance fraud, and, Mr. Speaker, I hold 
out to you that this bill is automobileinsurance fraud. I think 
it has been explained to all of you that until we stop the 
proliferation of lawsuits, we cannot do anything about insur- 
ance rates, and we are kidding, you are kidding the people in 
supporting this bill if you do not do something about getting 
into a no-fault system. This is a fraud. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Delaware County, Representative 
Freind is recognized. 

Mr. FREIND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, I rise to strenuously oppose adoption of this 

conference report. 
I think we all agree on several things. Number one, proba- 

bly the greatest crisis facing our constituents is ever-rising 
auto insurance rates, and number two, we have to provide 
meaningful auto insurance reform which has mandated rate 
reductions, but I think the key word is "meaningful." What 
we did before in this House was meaningful. We recognized 
the fact that you cannot by definition have auto insurance 
reform unless and until you attack the two major problems 
for rates going up: first and most importantly, the 
proliferation of lawsuits, and secondly, rising health care 
costs. This is not a compromise-this is what the Senate by 
and large passed in June; it is what we have again right here- 
because it does not touch in any way the proliferation of law- 
suits. 

There is no such thing, Mr. Speaker, as a free lunch in this 
world. We have these mystical mandated rate reductions, but 
there is nothing whatsoever in the bill in cost savings to justify 
the rate reductions. If that is the case, there can be no rate 
reduction because we will be in court in the blink of an eye. I 
think the major theme song for this piece of legislation, if it is 
passed, is "California, Here We Come." 

This is a bad idea. I hope we vote it down and get back to 
the business of passing real, honest-to-God auto insurance 
reform. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Delaware County, Representative 
Durham is recognized. 

Mrs. DURHAM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, when I speak to my constituents and they ask 

me about auto insurance reform, what they are talking about 
is a reduction in premiums. I find it very difficult to read a 
piece of legislation which mandates a reduction and then 
listen to former speakers say that there will be no reduction. 

I think it is very clear and simple that by voting on this piece 
of legislation, we will mandate reductions. They will be varied 
for some people. For some it will be 10 percent and others 20 
percent. I find it very difficult to go home and tell my constit- 
uents that I voted against an insurance plan which would 
mandate reductions. 

Therefore, 1 encourage everyone to support the compro- 
mise plan. 

The SPEAKER. From Delaware County-this is Delaware 
County night-Representative Gannon is recognized. Briefly, 
sir. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the first thing I would like to do is perhaps 

correct some misinformation that has been given to the House 
by one of the prior speakers-I believe he was from Philadel- 
phia-and subsequently picked up by some subsequent speak- 
ers, and I was talking about this California situation. 

If I may give the House a little bit of history, I refresh their 
recollection and refresh some memories here that have appar- 
ently gone blank selectively. A while back we passed an 
amendment offered by Representative Kosinski from Phila- 
delphia mandating a 25-percent across-the-board reduction in 
automobile insurance. Now, when that amendment was 
offered, I offered another amendment subsequent to that. My 
amendment simply said that an insurance company did not 
have to put in the 25-percent across-the-board reduction if 
they were not receiving a fair and reasonable return, and the 
reason I did that was because of the California situation. 
California had a law that said if an insurance company was 
not receiving a fair return, it did not have to reduce its rates 
under that rollback, and the Supreme Court of California 
upheld that law. Pennsylvania does not have a similar law. 
That is why I offered that amendment, and that amendment 
was rejected. So the California situation does not apply to this 
rollback incorporated into this bill that is before us. 

We are looking at a 20-percent rollback across the board on 
rates for every automobile consumer in this State. We are 
looking at an additional reduction for our senior citizens, and 
we are looking for additional reductions in other areas where 
people would pick and choose; that is, have the option for the 
types of coverages that tbey wanted. 

So forget about California. It does not apply here. What we 
are looking at are real and substantial reductions in automo- 
bile insurance in Pennsylvania that will have to be accepted by 
the insurance industry. Sure they will complain about them, 
and I would not doubt that tbey will take us to court, but they 
cannot hang their hook on the logic of California's cases, 
because the same law does not apply. So forget about 
California. 
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Now, let us talk about something else. One of the other 
Representatives talked about the real big problems in automo- 
bile insurance. He talked about the lawsuit problem and he 
talked about medical costs, but he left out some other very 
important elements and probably the one that you and I bear 
the most, and that is the uninsured driver and the cost he has 
put onto the insurance system in Pennsylvania. What does 
this legislation address very importantly? That area of the 
uninsured driver. It puts some real teeth into the uninsured 
driver law in Pennsylvania. Specifically, it permits a sheriff or 
a constable or other designated authority to go out and physi- 
cally pick up the registration and the driver's license of a 
person who does not have automobile insurance, does not 
want to carry it, wants to be a lawbreaker. More importantly, 
it says that that sheriff or constable is going to get a fee for 
picking up that registration. He is going to get paid $15 for 
getting that registration or license, and in addition to that, he 
is going to get one-half of the restoration fee. So there is a real 
incentive for law enforcement people to enforce the uninsured 
motorist provision. 

Medical cost. When you look at this bill, Mr. Speaker, it 
does very, very substantial work in reducing the cost of 
medical care, and we all know or we have been told-I should 
say, we should know-that cost of medical care is directly 
related to the cost of claims and litigation and is the driving 
force behind the increased cost of insurance in Pennsylvania. 

Lawsuits. Yes, Mr. Speaker, this legislation does address 
the problem of lawsuits, the ones that we hear all of the com- 
plaints about - the frivolous lawsuits. If an attorney files a 
frivolous lawsuit or pursues a frivolous lawsuit, he is going to 
be subject to a $10,000 fine along with his client. Now, I think 
tbat is the real teeth in the area of unnecessary and unneeded 
lawsuits, those frivolous lawsuits which you have all been told 
are driving up the cost in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a "yes" vote on HB 121. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. From Montgomery County, Representa- 

tive Reber is recognized. 
Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, very briefly, and I say "very briefly" mainly 

because Representative Gannon touched on the issue that was 
of some concern to me. Very specifically, two of the speakers 
who argued against the adoption of Conference Report 121 
referenced the California proposition 103 scenario. 

I would commend to each and every member of the General 
Assembly that in California all tbat in fact which was passed 
was proposition 103 requiring a mandatory rollback. There 
was absolutely no corollary legislation enacted into law which 
in effect would justify that rollback. That is not the case here 
tonight. Here tonight we have HB 121 in the form of a confer- 
ence report. There are 56 pages of insurance reform that 
California did not attempt to do in the course of adoption of 
its proposition 103. 

I think each and every one of you have seen some of the 
highlights that have been passed around, one of which has 30 
various paragraphs of, again, insurance reform that will allow 
this particular type of mandatory rate reduction to take effect 

without punitive aspects being attached to it. 1 would submit 
that California dreaming is exactly what is going on with some 
of those other people when they attempt to impugn the integ- 
rity of the conference report and the way it might be viewed in 
the way of a challenge in the future. 

There is justification for its adoption. There is justification 
for the rollback. There is justification for the conference 
report tonight to be adopted by this body. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER From York County, Representative Foster 
is recognized. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wonder just how long we are going to stand here in this 

matter of auto insurance and listen to the siren songs of the 
special interest groups. I remember in 1984 I stood here and 
warned of what we were doing when we made the disastrous 
change then, and we did it in just such an atmosphere as this, 
of, well, it is not the best, but we have got to do something. I 
submit tbat it is much better to vote "no" on this, come back 
in the first of the year and do something meaningful. We did 
something meaningful in the House before when we passed 
the Casey-Freind plan. I submit we had better come back in 
January again and get about it, because this is a blueprint for 
disaster. 

I would like to say that if there are any freshmen in here 
who are beguiled by the argument that, well, maybe it is better 
to vote for something even if it is not what we want, be disa- 
dvised of that opinion, because believe me, a lot of people 
swallowed tbat in 1984 to their sorrow. 

I strongly urge a negative vote on this. 
The SPEAKER. From Allegheny County, Representative 

McNally is recognized. 
Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 suppose 1 may be one of the freshmen whom Mr. Foster 

referred to as beguiled by arguments, but I think that there are 
some facts that we have to review briefly. 

Five and a half persons in Pennsylvania are killed every day 
in an automobile accident, one every 4.4 hours. Four hundred 
and fifteen persons are injured every day in an automobile 
accident in Pennsylvania, one every 3 1/2 minutes. One Penn- 
sylvanian out of 78 is injured in an automobile accident every 
year. Those are statistics from our own Department of Trans- 
portation for 1987. 

No matter how you manipulate access to the courts, no 
matter what kind of controls that you try to put on health care 
costs, the one basic truth is that the insurance costs and insur- 
ance claims are the result of real automobile accidents. Acci- 
dents are not caused by lawyers; they are not caused by insur- 
ance companies or doctors or the General Assembly. They are 
caused by drivers. If we continue to have 55,WO traffic acci- 
dents in Pennsylvania every year, inevitably, regardless of 
what we do about access to the courts, regardless of what we 
do about health care cost controls, insurance rates will go up. 
It is inevitable. The only way to get a solid control of insur- 
ance rates is to make highways and drivers safer. 
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But I think perhaps the bottom line is one of the most per- 
suasive reasons for supporting the O'Donnell-Loeper 
package. According to statistics provided earlier in the year, 
in Allegheny County the typical insurance ratepayer pays $684 
every year. Under the Casey plan, the plan that had been 
offered earlier in the year, an insurance premium payer would 
save $109; a reduction to $575 per year. But under the 
O'Donnell-Loeper plan in this conference report, a safe driver 
will save 20 percent, or $137 a year. That is almost $30 more 
than under the plan that had been passed earlier in the year. 

The very fact that the bottom-line savings for a typical 
ratepayer in Allegheny County is greater under this confer- 
ence committee report I think is a very persuasive and compel- 
ling reason to support this conference committee report, and I 
urge its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. From Bucks County, Representative 
Reinard is recognized. 

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just to correct some of the comments that 

were made regarding auto insurance. We are not reducing 
rates, Mr. Speaker; we are reducing the premium currently 
paid because of an arbitrary rollback that the Senate deter- 
mined should be 20 percent. The rate makeup that meets your 
current auto insurance is not being changed. We are not statu- 
torily changing any aspect of the law that is going to Lower the 
bodily injury rate or property damage rate or uninsured 
motorist rate that will justify the rate rollback. So we are 
reducing premiums, not reducing rates, and you have to 
remember that. Second off, all we are doing is saying we will 
do that until May 1991. The rollback goes off in May 1991. 

One very important thing, I think, for you in the House to 
remember is the city of Philadelphia and southeastern Penn- 
sylvania is currently the only area of the State of Pennsylvania 
that has an availability problem. They have consumers who 
cannot afford coverage, but they also do not have coverage 
being offered to them that they could afford and carriers that 
have the highest rates in the country in Philadelphia that will 
not write the business. Auto insurance is only a problem as far 
as availability of coverage in southeastern Pennsylvania. 

But think about what you are doing when you vote for this 
bill. A rate freeze will now make availability of auto insurance 
an issue everywhere in Pennsylvania with a 2-year rate freeze. 

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

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, Representative Foster mentioned 1984 as the 

watershed year for insurance, and I want to remind you that 
we had a late-night argument then about the issue of automo- 
bile insurance, and I want to remind you of what we gave up 
for the consumers of Pennsylvania in 1984. 

Prior to the change in the law, we had unlimited medical 
coverage for anybody who had an automobile accident, and 
we had a modest threshold in Pennsylvania on lawsuits. We 
gave away that unlimited medical coverage for $10,000 of 
mandatory coverage, and we took out any threshold at all on 
the promise there would be significant rate reductions-this is 
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just 5 years ago-by the very same people who today are 
telling you that this is going to be an important rate reduction 
hill; the very same people. Think about that. We went from 
unlimited medical coverage to just $10,000, an enormous 
change compared to what is in this bill tonight. 
We took out a modest threshold. Not only did we see no 
reduced premiums, we are here tonight arguing this issue 
because the premiums have continued to skyrocket. 

Do not believe the same people that sold you a bill of goods 
5 years ago. That is what you are doing tonight. You are 
buying the same argument that got us here tonight, and it is 
going to get us back here in 2 years, because let me tell you, 
what you are buying is blue smoke and mirrors. And we are 
all experts in blue smoke and mirrors, are we not? We under- 
stand that you can do something that looks good but does 
nothing, and that is what we are doing tonight. We are man- 
dating a 10-percent cut and another 10-percent cut. That cut 
will last 1 year. Do you think the insurance industry will not 
be back here in another year to make up that cut and more, 
because there is not substantive insurance reform in this bill. 
You cannot deal with the issue of automobile insurance 
without dealing with the issue of litigation. Some speakers 
have said we touched on that issue. We touch on that issue in 
a very minor way in this legislation. 

What you are doing is you are in an arbitrary way rolling 
back rates, which we all know is arbitrary and will not be a 
substantive change in the insurance costs. You are shifting the 
cost of medical care off the insurance premium to the general 
Blue Cross/Blue Shield for an additional $5,000. We are not 
dealing with catastrophic injury here at all in this piece of leg- 
islation. 

It seems to me if we are going to deal with the insurance 
problem, the one piece of the issue that we ought to deal with 
that cries out for an important reform is catastrophic injury. 
Think about those people that have serious automobile injur- 
ies who do not have Blue Cross/Blue Shield. Where do they 
get the coverage, timely coverage? They do not. They do not 
get that coverage. We are jeopardizing a system of providing 
care across this Commonwealth that only has just developed. 

This bill does do some modest improvements, but overall, it 
further jeopardizes our ability to deliver good medical care to 
seriously injured people. It does not do what people say it will 
do, maybe for a year at the most. It substantially begins to 
shift further the medical coverage that people need away from 
automobile insurance. This does not solve the problem. We 
will be back here in another couple of years. 

It seems to me the way that we solve this problem is one or 
the other. If we are not prepared to deal with a true no-fault 
system that puts substantial caps on litigation, that puts sub- 
stantial caps on medical care, then we should eliminate the 
need for compulsory insurance altogether in this State. But we 
should not try to do what this bill does - to look good and do 
nothing. 

I urge your rejection of this conference report. Do not do 
again what we did in 1984. Do not pull the wool over the con- 
sumers' eyes. Do not play the blue smoke and mirrors game. 
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Let us stand up to the special interests. Let us say, if we are 
going to do serious insurance reform, the trial lawyers have to 
be a part of that reform; they cannot get all the goodies and 
have somebody else pick up all the pieces of coal. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. From Cumberland County, Representa- 
tive Mowery is recognized. 

Mr. MOWERY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
You know, it is ironic that here we are again talking about a 

subject that is very important to our constituents and impor- 
tant to each of us, and 1 guess we had an opportunity to see 
what we are going to be voting on at about 3:30 or 4 o'clock 
this afternoon. I really do not think it is fair, Mr. Speaker, 
that we are put in this kind of a position with a bill as impor- 
tant to all of us and our constituents as automobile insurance 
reform. 

You know, approximately 6 months ago there was a group 
here in the House who spent literally months and many meet- 
ings putting together the bill that we did pass that had the 
option of no-fault insurance as well as the tort insurance that 
we currently have today in Pennsylvania. 

It is ironic that all of a sudden, after many weeks and many 
meetings and much material from many other States who 
have had similar to the legislation that we passed or States 
that had true no-fault who have shown extremely good 
control of rate increases-they kept the rates down for their 
citizenry in those States-that all of a sudden no-fault insur- 
ance is no longer the way to go and now the way to go is what 
we have before us today. 

I think that we should all remember, as was presented those 
4 or 5 years ago when all of a sudden, after a couple of 
attempts to keep no-fault and to clean up no-fault, we lost it 
to what we currently have today, which everybody agrees is 
not really the true answer to our insurance problems. 

We have talked a lot about a 20-percent rollback, but, Mr. 
Speaker, a 20-percent rollback is only to those who have a 
safety record, who are considered by the insurance industry as 
safe drivers. That means that there are an awful lot eho ,  at 
best, are going to have maybe only a 10-percent rollback. 

We have in this bill a lot of innuendos that are supposed to 
provide rate-cost reductions. 1 have no problem with man- 
dating a rate reduction if the bill that we are considering 
allows the insurance companies to effect some of those reduc- 
tions, but this legislation does nothing like that. If you look 
over it, you will find about 30 percent of all the provisions 
that we are considering here tonight are provisions that 
increase the costs to the insurance companies. They increase 
the costs. They now have to furnish ID cards. They have a 
whole list of things that the insurance industry is supposed to 
do  at no additional cost in premium to our constituents, and 
yet, at the same time, we are asking them to, in addition, 
reduce rates by 20 percent. It just does not make sense. There 
is nothing that is going to reduce the costs by the insurance 
industry being given more work to do to provide the services. 

In addition to that, we have in here an automatic demand 
that each agent give as his first quote a $500 deductible on 
their insurance policy. Many of you here have $100 deduct- 

ibles, some have $250 deductibles, and yet this bill mandates 
that every one of your constituent's first quote by the agent 
must be a $500 deductible, and if he does know that there is a 
$250 or a $100 and he asks for it, then he may give it to him. 

You know, that is a cost reduction, but who picks up the 
difference in the repair work? It is obviously your constituent, 
from a $200 or a $250 to a $500 deductible. 

When you take a look at that $5,000- That is what the bill 
calls for. It says $5,000 instead of our mandated first-party 
medical. In our current bill, in our current insurance law, it is 
$10,000. Now they are saying that if you can prove to your 
agent that you have other insurance, you can now buy $5,000 
and have the other insurance pick up that other $5,000. Is that 
a cost savings? Yes, it is to your constituents, but what are 
they losing? First-party coverage of $5,000. 

I do not know whether you know or not, but that first 
$5,000 or $10,000 coverage is much broader than what your 
current Blue Cross/Blue Shield employer-employee group 
insurance provides for. In other words, if they give up $5,000 
of that additional $10,000 that they now have, they are not 
going to have the rehabilitation and all the provisions that are 
currently in that first-party coverage that they have now. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, if you stop to think about the hill, it is 
an attempt by some to do a reform of automobile insurance in 
Pennsylvania. I personally think it is a poor attempt on those 
people's part. I think what we did here and voted, and there 
were things in the bill that we did pass-that was known as the 
choice bill-that I did not like, but there were many things in 
it that allowed the insurance companies to actuarially reduce 
their rates. 

I would just like to finish up, and 1 am sorry I have taken so 
long, Mr. Speaker, but I would just like to finish with one 
thought. 

As long as the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is a free 
State that does believe in the free enterprise system, let me 
assure you that we cannot mandate insurance companies to 
remain in this State, to serve our constituents in this State, 
because they still have the freedom of choice; that if we 
mandate and we ask for the impossible, which in my opinion 
this bill does, you will find less and less companies insuring 
our people in Pennsylvania and we will see a bigger and bigger 
problem, because the universe of companies will reduce and 
competition will become less. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I ask that we vote against this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. From Chester County, Representative 
Peter Vroon is recognized. 

Mr. VROON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to speak to you sincerely and very seri- 

ously. I am the ranking member of the House Insurance Com- 
mittee. I have been on that committee ever since I came here 
15 years ago. I have been through all kinds of maneuvers and 
all kinds of changes and proposed changes, and I am telling 
you the same thing that Tom Murphy told you a few minutes 
ago, that in 1984 we were promised a solution to this problem 
by an agreement that was drawn up by the insurance industry 
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and the legal people, and I was one of those that was suckered 
into it. 1 confess to you right now that I made a bad mistake 
hack there, and I had my people throw it in my face over and 
over again. It was a bad mistake. It did nothing but raise the 
cost of insurance to our people. 

We came up with the horrible, dreadful CAT Fund (Cata- 
strophic Loss Trust Fund). What a monstrosity that was. That 
was part of that deal, and we are still suffering with that CAT 
Fund dilemma to this day. It is a shame. I blush when people 
talk to me about the CAT Fund and about that fix-up hill 4 
years ago. I think it stank to high heaven, retroactively. Then 
I was preaching, yes, this is a good deal; everybody is in agree- 
ment with this deal. Now we are coming to the same kind of 
thing all over again. Are you going to listen to the same people 
that gave you that junk? And that is what it was, pure unadul- 
terated junk. Are you going to let this happen all over again? 
When you face your people, let me ask you the question, are 
they going to believe you or are they going to believe the 
people who devised this thing and are trying to kid them into 
thinking they are going to get a 25-percent reduction in their 
insurance premiums? Humbug; humbug, and I will say it 
again and again. You cannot get blood out of a turnip no 
matter how hard you try. There is not that 20 percent or 25 
percent there for you to get. And just as soon as something 
like that happened, the courts would prove that, and they 
would say, nothing doing; you cannot do that; you cannot 
take this away from the insurance companies and send them 
to the bankruptcy court. 

1 tell you, this is plain unadulterated chicanery. I think you 
should try very hard to prove to your people that what we 
need here is genuine reform, and that does not mean trying to 
pull the wool over their eyes with a promised decrease that 
you cannot substantiate. 

I think this is a bad bill, and I will say as far as my position 
is concerned, I am not indebted to one side or to the other. I 
am not committed to anybody hut the interests of the people 
who are telling me, please do something about auto insurance 
and do something that is real. This time I think we have come 
up with something, but it is not this bill. Please help us by 
defeating this hill and give us a chance to put something 
before you which is real reform. 

Vote "no" on this hill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware County, 

Mr. Wright, is recognized. 
Mr. R. C. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of HB 121. 1 think it is clear without a 

doubt that this hill mandates a reduction in insurance pre- 
miums. It also does not require my constituents or an insured 
individual to give up any rights they may have against 
someone who wrongfully harms them. It bans frivolous law- 
suits-that has been discussed-and I think what we must 
realize is that in banning frivolous lawsuits, this hill will 
penalize attorneys. It will not penalize the innocent victims. 
So I think there is something being done regarding lawsuits, 
which so much has been said about. 

I have in my possession a resolution which I received which 
was passed by the Pennsylvania Council of NAACP (National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored People) 
branches, which is also in support of this bill. 

I have a number of, and quite a few, minority constituents, 
and I would like to say that my constituents are those who can 
least afford to give up their rights. So I am glad to stand in 
support of this bill, because they do not have to give up their 
rights, and they will still get a reduced premium. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Clarion County, Mr. David Wright 
is recognized. 

Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I know that most people have said tonight that they will he 

brief. I want to say about three or four things. I really had not 
expected to speak tonight on this issue, and most of you know 
that I do not speak on every issue that comes before us, but 
this particular issue seems sufficiently important to me that I 
feel compelled at least to take a minute of your time to express 
my views, even though others may have expressed my insight 
better than I. 

I am opposing this conference report for three or four 
reasons. First of all, it seems to me that this is a report that 
promises what it cannot deliver. I know there have been those 
tonight who have refuted the notion that proposition 103 in 
California that was adopted on November 8, 1988, does not 
apply in Pennsylvania, hut that proposition was adopted 14 
months ago, and since that time, not one dime has been saved 
by an insurance ratepayer in California, and why is that? Is 
the notion of confiscation not applicable in Pennsylvania? 
The Supreme Court of California said that this was confis- 
catory because it was a rollback unsupported by savings. 

Now, let us look at this conference report and see if it is 
confiscatory; in fact, if it is indeed a rollback unsupported by 
savings. I want to suggest that this report suggests cost reduc- 
tions that are not demonstrated. Oh, it talks about a new 
crime; it creates a new crime. What savings are there? It talks 
about the enhancement of enforcement of the Financial 
Responsibility Law - a worthy goal. Where are the savings 
there? It encourages the abolition of frivolous lawsuits. We 
already have a provision, rule 14, that takes care of frivolous 
lawsuits. What does this hill do about that that will save 
money? The only saving in this bill is the 4 percent of the 
health care cost containment. That means that 16 percent of 
the savings that we are led to believe exist in this bill in fact do 
not exist; at least they have not been demonstrated to exist. 

I am going to oppose this bill because it does not do some- 
thing else that I think is important to the people that I repre- 
sent, and that is that it does nothing about the availability of 
insurance. What does it do for the youthful driver? What does 
it do for the newly divorced woman who never before had 
insurance on her own? What does it do for the first-time car 
owner? It absolutely does nothing. 

Now, let me just ask you for a minute to take one more last 
look at that rollback. What is going to happen? We have 6 
months until the rollback takes effect, and then it lasts ior 12 
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months. Then what happens? Let me invite your attention to 
page 53: "Rate increase justification.-Total premiums 
charged by an insurer for an insured during the second 12- 
month period following the effective date of this act may not 
be increased over the rates in effect on May 31, 1991, by an 
amount7'-now listen to this-"greater than that indicated by 
an increase in the Consumer Price Index, the cost of medical 
care services, the cost of automobile repairsw-are you ready 
to hear this? are you listening? are you sure you are listen- 
ing?-"or other cost increases affecting automobile insur- 
ance." "Other cost increases affecting automobile insur- 
ance." Do you know what that means? That means we are 
right back where we started from. We are right back where we 
were, and it will make the CAT Fund look like the Bill of 
Rights. 

The SPEAKER. From Cambria County, Representative 
Wozniak bas some illuminating remarks for us. 

Mr. WOZNIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What hooliganism. Where is the fire? 
Mr. Speaker, we were all here, or most of us were here in 

1984 during the no-fault-reform reform. We created the CAT 
Fund, and I recall-I see where Representative Vroon was 
talking about that he is ashamed that he voted for it-I 
remember not voting for it, because even the lawyers and the 
insurance people could not explain it to me in the king's Ian- 
guage that I could take home and explain it to my citizens. I 
am glad I did, but it did not matter, because I was swept with 
the same fell brush as all the General Assembly and was taken 
down that floodstream as one of those people down there in 
Harrisburg that did this to us. 

Now we are talking about compromise legislation that came 
from the House and the Senate and that we are going to try to 
put Governor Casey on the spot. 1 do not think he has got his 
heels Locked in so far that he is not willing to bend a little bit. 

But here we are, sitting on the very next to the last day that 
we are going to be in session in 1989. I do not see why we have 
to move so quickly on a particular issue that has so much 
emotion and financial impact upon every citizen that drives an 
automobile in Pennsylvania. The last speaker that spoke was 
the chairman of the Consumer Affairs Committee, and I 
think if anybody has an interest in the consumers of Pennsyl- 
vania, I think that gentleman would. I do not see any reason 
why we have to move this quickly at this late hour because 
there is some sort of artificial gun at our heads. 

Let us vote "no" on this conference committee report and 
let us get back to doing serious business in January when we 
return. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. From Luzeme County, Representative 
Blaum is recognized. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, auto insurance is one of the most complicated 

issues that this House deals with, and finding the appropriate 
answer, I think, is a difficult job. But some months ago, we in 
the House of Representatives thought we came up with a rea- 
sonable solution. It was a bipartisan solution. It was a solu- 
tion that passed this House. I believe with 150 votes or more, 
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for a Democratic Governor and a Republican House member 
worked together and formulated a proposal for the benefit of 
the people of Pennsylvania. And we are here tonight; we sent 
that over to the Senate; they did not like our idea. Well, we 
did not like their idea, but it is only the third quarter. Why are 
we willing to concede defeat; why are we willing to concede 
defeat when this game is not over yet? 

I ask that we defeat the conference committee report, insist 
that we insist on our proposal, and that we negotiate a com- 
promise, a true compromise between the two Houses. Let not 
the House of Representatives surrender to the Pennsylvania 
Senate on this issue. We worked hard, and we got the votes in 
a bipartisan way. It was a day that this House could very well 
be proud of,  and now tonight we are going to undo all that. 

I think it is too early, Mr. Speaker. I think there is still 
another quarter to be played in this game, and we could come 
out with a true insurance reform compromise if we stand now 
with the bipartisan proposal that this House passed. 

I urge a "no" vote on this measure, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, from Philadelphia 

County, Representative Linton. 
Mr. LINTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot tonight about promises, 

and I think the only thing that I have heard this evening that is 
familiar is the fact that we have had many, many promises in 
this House regarding auto insurance reform. I think it would 
be very easy for me to stand here tonight and say to the con- 
sumers of Pennsylvania that once again we have a solution; 
once again we have an answer to the spiraling rates of auto 
insurance. But I think to be honest to the consumers of Penn- 
sylvania, it is clear to me that this sounds like a road we have 
been down before - a  road of unfulfilled promises. I think the 
only promise, thank God, that is going to be fulfilled at the 
conclusion of this is the promise that the Governor is going to 
veto it. 

So I think all the other promises of reform, all the other 
promises of reduced rates are going to be unfulfilled prom- 
ises. I think all we are going to promise today is that we are 
going to be back at this again trying once again to come up 
with a proposal that is going to reduce auto insurance rates 
for the consumers of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania, and I 
think that in all honesty, the only thing that is clear to me is a 
votein thenegative. 

1 ask for a negative vote on this conference committee 
report. 

The SPEAKER. From Bradford County, Representative 
Chadwick is recognized. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. O'Donnell, stand for interroga- 

tion, please? 
The SPEAKER. I hope not. 
The gentleman indicates that he will. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, last night I sat in the Senate gallery and lis- 

tened to the entire debate on this plan, and there was one 
question that was asked of Senator Loeper by Senator O'Pake 
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that Senator Loeper was unable to answer, and I wonder if 
perhaps you could answer that question for me. The question 
is this: Can you name the study that says that if we take these 
specific actions, that those actions will justify premium 
rollbacks of 20 percent across the board for good drivers and 
10 percent for all the rest of us? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 will answer that question both narrowly and broadly. 
The question the gentleman is raising is, narrowly, what is 

the name of the study? The answer is, there is no study that 
has ever been done in Pennsylvania on any of the current pro- 
posals that would justify with actuarially precise terms any of 
the proposed reductions. 

The larger question the gentleman is asking echoes the 
theme of the previous speakers, which is credibility. What is 
the basis for believing that something positive could actually 
happen in insurance in Pennsylvania? In the past we have 
believed the trial lawyers and the insurance companies when 
they created the present system that we have. In the past we 
have believed business and labor when they have told us to 
shift the costs away from first party to third party, and cur- 
rently in this House we have recently voted to express our 
belief in the professors that have designed the most recent 
plan that was done by this House, and in my opinion, Mr. 
Speaker, we have consulted with the Insurance Department 
on each of the proposals that have been advanced in this 
House, many of which are included here. We have consulted 
with insurance companies at one point about what the costs 
are. I do not believe that YOU can, with actuarial precision, 
support any specific number in a rollback. So your choice 
then is this: Do you massage the system the way we have in the 
past and hope that the benefits eventually trickle down to 
your constituents, or instead, do you trust the people? 

Mandate the rollback, and then let the insurance companies 
figure out how it is going to be done. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That con- 
cludes my interrogation. May I speak on the conference 
report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I hope that you all heard the very first sentence that the gen- 

tleman uttered, because what he said was, there is no study. 
The fact of the matter is that the Insurance Department of 
Pennsylvania and the industry both say that these rollbacks 
cannot be justified by any of the actions that we would take in 
this bill. 

This bill is a cruel hoax. It is a sham. It is a crime. Every 
single person in this room knows that these rollbacks will 
never go into effect. We are going to be right back in here 
doing this again, and I sincerely hope that we will all recognize 
that, that we will all say no to the special interests, and that we 
will defeat this conference report. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Thomas from Philadelphia. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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I strongly urge a "yes" vote for the conference report. 
Now, I have sat here and I have heard arguments against 

support of this conference report. I have beard my colleagues 
say that this report is a sham, that this report represents a 
crime. I have heard my colleagues say that this report provides 
no relief for the Pennsylvania motorists, and while in the 
same context that they have argued against this report, 1 have 
not heard one of my colleagues that argued against this report 
provide an alternative for the Pennsylvania motorists. 

1 think that the Pennsylvania motorists and tbe thousands 
of motorists in Pennsylvania that cannot have fine access to 
affordable insurance rates, I think that they have reached a 
point where they are saying that it is time that we do some- 
thing, and as the majority leader indicated, it is not our 
responsibility to determine how the insurance industry pro- 
vides a rollback. It is our responsibility to mandate that a 
rollback occurs and to provide the motorists of Pennsylvania 
with some credible options, and I think that this conference 
report provides that. 

You know, we can go on from 1989 to 1990 to 1991 to 1992 
and to 1993 and we can find all the problems in the world 
wrong with this report or that report, this proposal or that 
proposal, but at some point reasonable men and women must 
decide that if there is a problem here, what is the solution to 
that problem. So it is good to stand up and voice criticism, but 
in voicing criticism, we need to be able to provide our constit- 
uents with some real alternatives. 

Does this conference report offer all the things that we 
want? No. Does this conference report provide 100 percent 
relief? No. But this conference report represents a beginning. 
It represents a step forward in getting a handle on excessive 
auto rates in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

So I urge my colleagues on both sides of the aisle, let us take 
a step forward, let us go with this conference report, and then 
if the conference report does not work out in the long run, 
then let us come back to the table and do the right thing. But 
tonight at this hour I urge an overwhelming vote of support 
for this conference report. Thank you. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

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

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We have been debating this issue for some time. It seems 

that we have the Loeper-O'Donnell approach; we have the 
Governor's approach. I do not like the idea of the $5,000 
threshold. I would like to leave it at $10,000. I want to main- 
tain an individual's right to sue. But at the same time, I want 
to roll back the rates; I want to freeze the rates. I am not 
happy with either one, and the Governor has already made his 
decision that he is going to veto this bill. So why do we go 
through this entire exercise if he is going to veto and it is going 
to come back or go into conference committee? 1 say, why 
even do that? 
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we know are involved in this legislation in one way or the 
other. The lobby was full behind the House when we left 
session earlier. I bought it then. What we bought then was a 
pig in a poke. The pig is not even out of the poke on this issue, 
Mr. Speaker. We do not even know what this looks like. 

The way to get this in proper perspective is to give it some 
time. The way to do that is to defeat the conference report. 
Let the Governor of this State lead as he has been attempting 
to lead on this issue and not roll over to the wishes of those 
interest groups who are involved, not roll over as the State 
Senate did on this issue and take a partial package home, a 
little bit of a Christmas gift, which, as Representative Wright 
said, the consumers of this State, the majority of them, will 
never, never see. 

Mr. Speaker, the easy vote is to vote to adopt. The tough 
vote is to vote to say no to this easy approach and get down to 
the business of a solution to this tough problem. Vote "no" 
on this report. 

The SPEAKER. From Philadelphia, Representative 
Kosinski is recognized. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you. 
I just want to refer to what Representative Chadwick said a 

few moments ago. Sir. this is not the crime tonight, not this 
conference report. The crime has actually been perpetrated on 
the ratepayers in Philadelphia and throughout this Common- 
wealth for the past 5 years. The Conference Report on HB 121 
will rectify that crime. It is only a half of a loaf. I would like 
to see total insurance reform, and we can fight for that after 
we adopt the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Representative Rybak from Northampton 
County, chairman of the Insurance Committee, is recognized. 

Mr. RYBAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I speak to you from the point of view of one 

who has been part of the action for many years. I speak to you 
from the point of view of one who has helped to carve a 
record on this issue. It is an issue that exists not only in Penn- 
sylvania. The record will show that it is an issue that exists 
across the length and breadth of America and in some States, 
in some areas, much worse than Pennsylvania. Of course, we 
have the Philadelphia problem. Those are facts, incontrovert- 
ible facts. That record, which you assigned to us to check out, 
shows that indeed those rates are high, and they continue to 
go up and up. We found as a result of that investigation 
across this Commonwealth, in examining the best periodicals 
available, in talking to the best brains across this country - 
professors in our uni%ersities - that no single cause has 
brought on this problem. Multiple causes exist, and therefore, 
it takes a multiple approach, a multiple piece of legislation, to 
try to at least alleviate the problem. 

Someone said, there has been no study; how can you make 
the prediction or estimate that the leader made? And I reply 
that if he was part of the record and if he went to these hear- 
ings and if he listened to the insurance industry when the pro- 
posal was to fracture our system of jurisprudence that has 
served us and served us well, served us better than anywhere in 
the world, and we said, if we do everything that you say we 
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should do, can you tell us honestly and faithfully that that will 
bring down the rates? We did not get an answer. Mr. Vroon 
asked that question. Many members of the committee asked 
that question time and again, and only after 20 times that 
question was posed, we were told, maybe in 5 or 10 years we 
are going to tell you that. So that is not the answer. 

The answer is, what are these causes? And you all know 
them, and it is part of a record that was filed before this 
House: fraud. You have got to be naive not to understand 
that fraud exists. There is a hard core of lawyers and doctors 
and others that contribute to fraud, which costs a lot of 
money. We have got to answer that question. We have got to 
address it. It is in this bill. It addresses fraud. Somebody has 
got to do that job. We need enforcement in that aspect, and if 
we do, that definitely will impact on the rates. 

There is an option on whether or not you want to tailor a 
package to your needs, and that is first-party benefits. You 
pick what you have to pick, what you can afford. That will 
impact on the rates. 

You know, there are thousands of people driving around in 
Pennsylvania without insurance, not because they want to but 
because they have to. It is a matter of either eating or not 
buying insurance. Those rates are too high. Okay? The 
answer is, we have got to do something to get them in line to 
buy that insurance, and that is to put some controls on these 
soaring rates. 

There are uninsured motorists; there is fraud, and the 
uncontrollable health care cost containment. 

When I was a youngster, if you were lucky- I was raised 
with five in a family. My dad worked by the sweat of his brow 
at Bethlehem Steel. If he could put aside $25,000 in those days 
when 1 was a growing lad-and he could not-but if he could, 
that together with Social Security, he could feel secure in the 
fact that he did not have to worry if he got sick. Not today. 
Today you can have a quarter of a million dollars and that 
will go. Until the doctors and the hospitals and the rehabilita- 
tion centers and the nursing homes get through with you, that 
erodes. You become devastated. 

These are multiple problems. This bill is a multifaceted 
approach to those problems. It is not a cure-all, as was 
pointed out by some of my colleagues, but at least it is a start- 
ing point. Do not throw it away. I have been in the vineyard 
and the forefront for a long, long time, and this is a start. Let 
us not fight amongst ourselves. Let us try it. If it does not 
work, if it does not impact-and I say that it will-then we 
can come back, but let us not throw it away. Let us give the 
people what they have been waiting for a long, long time. 

I have worked long and hard to resurrect auto insurance 
reform, even with some criticism, even having a hearing on 
Saturday because I felt that it had been long delayed. Let us 
not delay it any longer. All the time and work that went into 
this effort now appears to be worthwhile, because at least we 
are talking about it. Let us not stop talking. Let us get this 
through, and if it does not work, we will come back. Thank 
you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. From Somerset County, Representative 
Lloyd is recognized. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill; it is just not good enough. 

Most of the things in this bill we have all voted for, and I 
think most of us believe that most of the ingredients of this 
bill are essential to any overall solution. 

I stood at this microphone 6 months ago and defended Bob 
O'Donnell's position that we ought to give people the option 
to waive most of their first-party coverage, and I still think 
that is a good thing to do, and this bill does that. But what 
bothers me is that we are seeing really nothing in this bill to 
address the question of lawsuits, and that puzzles me for 
several reasons: One-and I think this would be a great invest- 
igative reporter story-for 9 years I have listened as the Insur- 
ance Federation has said that if we could just do something 
about lawsuits, the New Jerusalem would arrive. We finally 
passed the bill. We beat the trial lawyers. We passed a bill to 
put restrictions on lawsuits, and what happened? With the 
exception of a handful of companies, the insurance industry 
took a hike. Why? 

Now, you can argue about whether putting restrictions on 
lawsuits will or will not make a difference, but I cannot help 
but believe that when I turn on my evening news at home and 
I see a guy on there shilling for lawsuits, that that does not 
have the effect of driving up my insurance rates - when I see a 
guy on there who says, if you got hurt in an accident and you 
do not think you got treated fairly, you come to see me, and I 
will not charge you anything unless I win for you; and then he 
comes on and he says, if you are a senior citizen, maybe they 
did not give you enough in lost earnings, and if you come to 
see me, I will try to get you more, and it will not cost you any- 
thing unless I win something for you; and then he has got one 
on seatbelts, and he says, maybe if you were hurt in an acci- 
dent and you were wearing a seatbelt, maybe you got hurt 
worse than you should, and you come to me and I will file a 
suit for you and we will see what we can get, and it will not 
cost you anything unless 1 get something for you. Now, I 
think we would have to be pretty naive to believe that when 
people hear that kind of shilling, that they do not say, hey, 
this is sometbing for nothing, and one thing that you learn in 
public life is that if somebody is giving away money, there is 
no shortage of people in line waiting to collect some. 

1 think, Mr. Speaker, that maybe the Governor's proposal 
will not fly, but it seems to me that there are a lot of in- 
between positions. We could talk about a workers' compensa- 
tion-type scheme which would say that here is what the pain 
and suffering damages will be for a particular injury, or we 
could talk about the English rule that says if you bring a 
lawsuit and you lose, the loser has to pay the fees. There are 
all kinds of potential combinations. 

Maybe 3 months from now I will vote for this. Tonight I 
think we ought to take another chance. I think we ought to 
vote "no." 

The SPEAKER. On the c~,!tference ri,.ort, from Philadel- 
phia, Representative Harper is recognized. 

- - - -  

Mrs. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to give you a little bit of history on car insur- 

ance. Thirteen years ago, when I first came to the House of 
Representatives, car insurance was my first bill. I held the first 
public hearing on car insurance 13 years ago at Broad and 
Venango Streets in Philadelphia-check the record; you will 
see-and my bill was for accountability and affordability of 
car insurance. Tliat was a good &ll. That bill passed the 
House. It went to the Senate, and the Senate capped that bill 
at $50,000, regardless of what kind of accident you were 
involved in. 

I know a bit about insurance, and I am here to tell you 
tonight, I am not satisfied with this conference report, and I 
ask you to vote against it. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the report of the committee of confer- 

ence? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-80 

Acosta George Michlovic Rudy 
Adolph Gruitza Micouie Ryan 
Argall Gruppo Miller Rybak 
Billow Hagarty Moehlmann Scrimenti 
Bishop Howlett Nahill Serafini 
Boyes Hughes O'Brien Stairs 
Carn Jackson O'Donnell Taylor, F. 
Civera James Olasz Taylor, J. 
Clark. B. D. Josephs Oliver Thomas 
Cohen Kaiser Perzel Van Horne 
Colafella Kenney Pesci Veon 
Cornell Kondrich Petrarca Wambach 
DeWeese Kosinski Piccola Wass 
Dombrowski 
Durham 
Evans 
Fee 
Flick 
FOX 
Freeman 
Gannon 

Allen 
Angstadt 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cauley 
Ceiiar 
Chadwick 
Clark, D. F. 
Clark, J .  H.  

Kukovich 
Lashingcr 
Lescovitz 
McNally 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Marsico 
Mayernik 

COY 
DeLuca 
Daley 
Davies 
Dempsey 
Dietterick 
Di~tler 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fleagle 
Foster 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gei~t  
Gigliolti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Halurka 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 

Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Richardson 
Roebuck 

NAYS-I20 

ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
LaGraua 
Langtr~ 
Laughlin 
Lee 
Leh 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Maine 
Markosek 
Melio 
Merry 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nailar 

Williams 
Wogan 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Manderino, 
Speaker 

Reinard 
Rilter 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Saloom 
Saurman 
kheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smilh, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Stuban 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Vroon 
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Clymer Hayes Noye Weston 
Colaizzo Heckler Petlone Wilson 
Cole Herman Phillips Wozniak 
Corrigan Hershey Pievsky Wright, D. R. 
Cowell Hess Pitts Wright, J .  L. 

NOT VOTING-0 

D i n i ~ i  Letterman Rieger I 
Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 

voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the report of the committee of conference was 
not adopted. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all other bills and 
matters on the calendar will go over in order. The Chair bears 
no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny, Represen- 

tative Robinson, has the adjournment motion. 
Is there any further business to come before the House? 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Robinson. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 

now adjourn until Wednesday, December 13, 1989, at 11 
a.m., e.s.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 8:07 p.m., e.s.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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