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PRESIDING 
PRAYER 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 11 a.m., e.d.t. 

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

will the gentleman, Mr. Gannon, please approach the 
Speaker's rosttum. 

Let us pray: 
Father, we stretch our hands to You; no other help we 

know. If You withdraw Yourself fmm us, 0 ,  whither shall we 
go. You alone possess the words of eternal life. It is only You 
who can give us a reason to continue our journey and labors 
here below. 

It is into Your hands that we commit our life and our 
destiny. Will You not come now into our midst and bless each 
one of these legislators. Flood their pathways with Your 
matvelous light, sanctify their efforts with Your tmth, and 
direct them in their doubt. Vouchsafe unto each of them Your 
peace and Your grace, and give them the blessed assurance 
that You are always near to prepare the way before them. 

In Your name we pray. Amen. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Mr. Gannon. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE I 
m e  Pledge of Allegiance was recited by members and 

visitors.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED I 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the 

Joumal of Monday, May 3, 1993, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, ~r.-speaker. 
A point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman is in order and will please 

state his point of parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, concerning a member's 

objection to going over a bill for a particular calendar day, 
how would the new rule apply to that type of objection? 

The SPEAKER The Parliamentarian advises me that 24 
hours' notice has been requested and has been adopted by the 
general membership several weeks ago. Therefore, if the floor 
leader is going to offer a measure 24 hours in advance, it is 
the interpretation of the Parliamentarian that if you were to go 
and ask that a bill not be passed over, which in essence would 
be to call the bill up, that should also be done 2.1 hours in 
advance to comport with our newly adopted Lee-Freeman rule 
decision. 

Mr. GANNON. Okay. Mr. Speaker, if a member wishes to 
object to a bill going over for another calendar day, would that 
objection have to be in writing to the members or could that be 
an announcement on the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Counsel advises me that either one would 
be acceptable. 

Mr. GANNON. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in light of the parliamentary inquiry and the 

ruling from the Chair, I would like to object, for tomorrow's 
session, to going over HB 587. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

'The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, I SENATE MESSAGE 
Tom Gannon. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I note on today's calendar. DaEe 2. HB 587 is . .  - 

scheduled to go over, and I would like to be recognized when 
you come to that bill to make an objection to going over that 
bill for the day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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 
May 3, 1993 
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RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, May 
10, 1993, 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 Monday, May 10, 1993, unless sooner 
recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

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. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Geist, is recognized. 
Mr. GEIST. Mr. Speaker, while we are at ease, may I be 

free to make a couple remarks to introduce a really special 
group of people in the gallery? 

The SPEAKER Celtainly. 
Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We in the city of Altoona are used to producing basketball 

champions, and I guess one more than anyone else, and that 
would be Bishop Guilfoyle High School. They are the reigning 
class A women's champions, and they are with us today as our 
guests in the balcony overlooking the House chambers. 

I would ask that my fellow colleagues give them a wann 
welcome to the House of Representatives as they visit their 
State Capitol in honor of their championship. 

Lady Marauders, we are ce~tainly glad to have you, your 
coaches, and guests here today as guests of the House and the 
Senate, and thank you very much for coming to Hanisburg. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Mr. Steighner, the 
Democratic secretary, for leaves of absence. 

Mr. STEIGHNER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask for leave for today only 

for the gentleman from Cambria, Mr. HALUSKA; the 
gentleman from Washingto& Mr. TRICH; and the gentleman 
from Cambria, Mr. WOZNIAK. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentlemq Mr. Peml, indicates there are no requests 

for leaves of absence fmm the Republican side. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll. 
Members will pmeed to vote. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

PKESENI-198 

Acosta Fajt Imdanrky Rudy 
Adolph Fargo Linton Ryan 
Allen F a m r  Lloyd Santont 
Argall Fee Lucyk Sather 
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Amstrong Rshle, Lynch Saumur, 
W a  Flcrgle Maitland Saylor 
Barley Flick Mandaioo khcetz 
Banido Freeman Mark& Schder 
Be&-Jones Gamble Marsico S c r i m t i  t 
BeIardi Gamoa Masland Smunel 
Belf-i Gtirt Ma)lernik Senfini 
Bimvlia George M s W l  Smith, B. 
Biabcp Gerlach Mffieebn Smith, S. H. 
BIS- Oigliati M C N ~ I ~  s n y ~ .  D. W. 
BOY- G I k k  Melio s t . k k  
B m  G & ~ I  Miehlovic Staim 
Bunt Gordncr Miconjc Steel- 
Bush GluiVl Mihalich S1eigi-r 
Butkovltz G m w  Milla stdl 
~unon  Hsma ~ u n d y  stso t 
Caltagimne Harley Murphy Stetla 
Clppsbisau Hasay Nailor Stisb 
Cam Hskler Niekol S t r i n m m  
h o e  Hennessey Nyce S M a  
Cawley H m n  0 ' ~ n e n  S u m  
car Henhey OISSL TW.& 
Chadwick Hegp Oliver Taylor. E. Z. 
Civcra Hughes Perrel Taylor. J. 
Clstk Hutchinson Pari Tho- 
Clymer Itkin P e n m  Tigue 
Cohen, L. I. Jadlavlec Petmne Tomlinsoa 
Cohen, M. ~ a m e ~  Penit TEIIO 

Colafells Jamlia Phillips Tmc 
Josephs P~CCOIS Tulli 

cornell Kaiser P i a h  UIiana 
Conien  Kasunic  ins Vance 
Cowell Keller Platts Van Home 
COY Kemey Preston Veoo 
Curry King Raynand Vitali 
D , I ~  Kirkland Reba waugh 
DeLuca Krebs Reinard William 

:F Kukovich Richardsoo Wogsn 
LaOmtta Rieger Wright. D. R 

Ddy Laub ~ i t l e ,  wright. M. N. 
Donatucci ~sughlin Raberts Yandnswits 
Dmce Lawless Robins" Ywcic  
Durham Lederer Roebuck zug 
Egolf Lee Rohrer 
Evans Leh Rooney Dew-, 
Fairchild ~ ~ ~ o v i t z  Rubley Speaker 

ADDITIONS-1 

ovonne~~ 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSEW 

Haluska Merry Trich W m i a k  

LEAVES ADDED-I t 

Pemrca 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to welcome from 
Millcreek Townshp, as guests of Representative Karl Hoyes, 
government students from McDowell High School in Erie 
County. The House welcomes Karl Boyes' guests. Will you * 
plcasc rise and be recog~zed. Welcome to the mugh-and- 
tumble of Pennsylvania democracy. 
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Representative Bill Adolph has some guests here today - 
students from Springfield High School in Delaware County, a 
United States government class. Would you please rise and be 
recognized. They are in the balcony. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER The Chair would like to announce to the 
membership that John Dille of the House Republican video 
team will be filming with audio today. He will be filming the 
McDowell High School honor students. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER Chairman Jeff Coy of Shippensburg 
welcomes the senior citizens of Shippensburg. Welwme to the 
hall of the House. 

MEMBER'S PRESENCE RECORDED 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. O'Donnell'sname will 
be added to the master mll call. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER The last announcement before the vote 
today: Mr. John R i m  along with Dr. Peg Bettlyn and Tom 
Bontempo, all fmm Beaver County and the Reps of Beaver 
County, and the House welcomes these friends of Nicky 
Colafella. Would they please rise and be recognized. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 719, PN 
786, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 2, 1929 (P. L. 1513, No. 
451), entitled, as amended, "Boiler Regulation Law," defining 
"field inspection," "power boiler" and "process boiler"; and 
further providing for shop and field inspections. 

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 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-199 
Acosta Fargo Linton Rudy 
Adolph Fanner Lloyd Ryan 
Allen Fee Lucyk Santoni 
Argall Fichter Lynch Sather 
Armtmng FleagJe Maitland S s u m n  
Baker Flick Manderino Saylar 
Badey Freeman Markozk Sch& 
Banisto Gamble Marsico Schuler 

&Ifanti 
Bimlio  
Bishap 
Blaum 
Boyes 
B m  
Buot 
Bush 
Bu&ovitz 
Buxioa 
Cdtqimae 
Cappabianca 
Csra 
Catme 
Owley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civers 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohsn. L. I. 
Cohcn, M. 
Colafslla 
Colain0 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cwell  
COY 
cuny 
Daley 
DcLuca 
DBnpsy 
Dent 
MY 
Doaatucci 
Druce 
W a r n  
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

G=WS M&I 
Gcrl.ch M* 
Giglidti McNdly 
Ol&k Mdio 
GadshJl Michlovic 
OMdacr M i d e  
Gndtv MiMich 
G ~ p p o  M~IIW 
H a m  Muody 
Hadey Murphy 
H-Y Ndlor 
H s k l a  Nickol 
Hcnnesw NY= 
Hermpn O'Bricn 
H d e Y  O'Daaoell 
Hers O l r e  
HuShen Oliver 
Hutchinmn Pcnel 
Itki" Pari 
ladlouviec PCCmca 
1- Pccmnc 
Iamlio Pdtit 
l o q h s  Phillip 
K d s r  Piaola 
Kagunis Pistella 
Keller Pius 
Kenney Plans 
King PraPon 
Kirkland R.ymoad 
Kt& Reber 
Kukovich Reinad 
LaGroM Richardson 
Laub Riqa 
Laudin  RiUm 
Lawless RobeNl 
Ledem Robinson 
Lee Roetuck 
Leh Rohrsr 
Lescovlu Rmney 
Lcvdanslry Rubley 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED4 

M w  Trich 

Smfini 
Smith B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyda. D. W. 
satack 
Suin 
Sledrma 
Sleigher 
Sleil 
SienI 
SleUa 
Slid 
Sui- 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangndti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Trylar. 1. 
Thorn  
T i w  
Tnnlinan 
T d l o  
Truc 
Tulli 
U l i m  
v- 
Vso Homc 
vem 
Vitsli 
W a d  
William 
W0p.n 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Ymdri&vits 
Yoveic 
zue 

Dew-, 
Speaker 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
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 without 
amendment. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 298, PN 
1149, entitled: 

An Act establishing the Aaricultural Advisom Board in the 
Department o i  ~,nv~rdnnjentai Resources and brescrib~n~ its 
powcrs, and pro\ 1d111g lor revlrw by the board of certain proposed - - 
rules and regulations: 
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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 
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-197 

AEa*. Fajt Levdansky R ~ Y  
Addpb F s w  L i m  R ~ d a  
Allca Fumcr Lloyd s.Oloni 
-1 Fee Lusylr Sather - Fichter Lpch Saurman 
~ . l r a  ~ a ~ l e  Maitlard Saylor 
MSY Flick Maadmino Sch& 
Banido Frrnnan Mar- khuler 
BcbbJooa Gamble Mardco Scrimenti 
B e l d  Ganwn Masland Semmel 
Mfanti Gei* Mayemik Sersfini 
B i d i n  George McCsll Smith, B. 

Geriach McGeeban Smith, S. H. Bishop 
Oiglimi McNdly BIaum Snyder, D. W. 

BOF GI&k Stabsck Melio 
B m  GodrbaII MicblOnc Stairs 
Bunt Oordnn M i s ~ c  Steelman 
Bush Gruitu Mihslisb Steiglmec 
Bullrovitz Gruppo Miller Steil 
Buxton H a m  Muady Sern 
Caltagimne Harley Murphy S ~ l e r  
Cappbianca Hasny Nailor Stish 
Cam Heckler Nick01 strinmaner 
Camne Hennessey Nyce Surra 
Cawly Herman O'Brien Tsngrmi 
Coru Harhey O'Donnell Taylor, E. 2. 
Cbdwick Hea, Olasz Taylor, I. 
Civen H d o  Oliver nomas 
Clark Hutchiason Penel Tigue 

Itkin Pesi Tomlinhoa Clymer 
Cobeq L. I. J d a u i c r  Pecrsm Trello 
Cohen, M. J a m  Pecmne True 
Colafells Jamlin Pettit Tulli 
C o l a h  J w h s  Phillips Uliana 
Camell Kaiser Piccola Vaoce 
Corrigan Ksmnis Pistella Van Home 
Cowell Keller Pitts Vmn 
COY Kemey Plans Vitali 
Curry King Preston Waugh 
Ddey Kirkland Raymond Williams 

Krcbs R e k  Deb 
DeW=Y KukOnch Reinard Wright, D. R. 
Dent LaGmtta Rieger Wright. M. N. 
Dcmady Laub Rimr Yandnswits 
Donahlcci Laugblin Roberts Ynucic 
Dmce Lawless Rolnnwn zug 
Durham Lederer Roebuck 
Egolf Lee Rohrer DeWeese, 
Evans Leh Rooney Speaker 
Fairchild Lncovltz Rubley 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Richardson Sturla 

E X C U S E D 4  

JOURNAL - HOUSE MAY 4 

H"wka Msny ~ricb womiak 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in t 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
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  

The House proceeded to third consideration of HE 1341, 
t 

PN 1612, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.ZI), 
known as the Public Welfare Code, further providing for a 
performance evaluation of the Pennsylvania Community Work 
Program; providing for the New Directions lobs Program and for 
employment and training programs for the transitionally needy and 
for referral to Pennsylvania Conservation Corps; establishing an 
exemption for education savings accounts; creating the Assistance 
Recipient Identification Program; establishing a residency 
requirement and requiring residency date collection; further 
providing for determination of paternity and enforcement and for 
Federal benefits as the primary source of assistance; ensuring aid 
to families with dependent children eligibility for children; 
requiring prior authorization far home health services; further 
providing for medical assistance payments and for Medicaid fraud; 
providing for certain purchases of private insurance, for certain 
purchases of laboratory and medical supplies and mail order 
prescriptions, for maximization of Federal funds for children's 
nutrition and drug and alcohol treatment and for independent 
disability determinations; removing the limit on the Employment 
Fund for the Blind; further providing for employment incentive 
payments; and making a repeal. 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, is recognized 
for amendment 1220, which the clerk will read. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, that amendment has been 

withdrawn. The only amendment I was introducing to this bill 
was amendment 1403. 

The SPEAKER. Amendment 1403, which the clerk will 

read. 
The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question retuning, - 
Will the House agree to the bill on lhird consideration? 
Mr. SNYDER offered the following amendments No. 

,41403: 

Amend Sec. 7, page 12, lines 19 and 20, by strikmg out "by 
adding a paragraph 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 443.1). page 12, line 22, by striking out 
"Care.-The" and inserting 

Care.-@ The 
Amend Scc  7 (Sec. 443.1), page 12, line 25, by striking out- 

all of said line and insert~ng 
( I )  The reasonable cost of inpatient hospital care, as 

specified by regulat~ons n f  the department adopted under Title 
XIX of thc Federal Social Security Act and certified to the 
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department by the Auditor General for a bed patient on a 
continuous twenty-four hour a day basis in a multi bed 
accommodation of a hospital, exclusive of a hospital or distinct 
part of a hospital wherein twenty-five percent of patients remain 
six months or more. To be eligible for such payments a hospital 
must be qualified to participate under Title XIX of the Federal 
Social Security Act and have entered into a written agreement 
with the department regarding matters designated by the secretary 
as necessary to efficient administration, such as hospital 
utilization, maintenance of proper cost accountinp. records and 
access to patients' records. '~ich efficient adminkration shall 
require the department to permit participating hospitals to utilize 
the same fiscal intermediary for this Title XIX program as such 
hospitals use for the Title XVlll program; 

(2) The cost of skilled nursing and intermediate nursing 
care in State-owned geriatric centers, institutions for the mentally 
retarded, institutions for the mentally ill, and in county homes 
which meet the State and Federal requirements for participation 
under Title XIX of the Federal Social Security Act and which are 
approved by the department. This cost in county homes shall be 
as specified by the regulations of the department adopted under 
Title XIX of the Federal Social Security Act and certified to the 
department by the Auditor General; elsewhere the cost shall be 
determined by the department; 

(31 Rates on a cost-related basis established hv the 
department ior skilled nurstng home or tntermcdtate care in anon- 
publtc nursing home, when furnished by a nursing home ltcensed 
or approved by the department and qualified to participate under 
Title XIX of the Federal Social Security Act; 

(4) The cost of care in any mental hospital or in a public 
tuberculosis hospital. To be eligible for such payments a hospital 
must be qualified to participate under Title XIX of the Federal 
Social Security Act and have entered into a written agreement 
with the department regarding matters designated by the secretary 
as necessary to efficient administration, such as hospital 
utilization. maintenance of orooer cost accountinp records and 
access to patients'records. darkin a private mentarhospital shall 
be limited to sixty days in a benefit period. Only persons aged 
twenty-one years or under and aged sixty-five years or older shall 
be eligible for care in a public mental or tuberculosis hospital. 
This cost shall be the reasonable cost, as determined by the 
department for a State institution or as specified by regulations of 
the department adopted under Title XIX of the Federal Social 
Security Act and certified to the department by the Auditor 
General for county and non-public institutions. 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 443.1), page 12, line 26, by striking out "m and inserting 

Amend Sec. 7 (Sec. 443.1), page 13, by inserting between 
lines 5 and 6 

( c )  Medical assistance funded patients and residents in 
skilled nursing and intermediate care facilities, institutions for the 
mentally retarded, institutions for the mentally ill. and in county 
homes shall receive a personal needs allowance deduction of a 
monthlv minimum amount of forty dollars ($40) in 1993. plus an 
annual adiustment to reflect an increase of five dollars ($5) for 
each year for the years 1994 through 1997 to meet personal needs. 
The department shall amend its regulation to conform to this 
subsection. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker. 

Mr. Speaker, these are for the residents of these institutions 
who are receiving medical assistance for the cost of their care. 
Under the requirements for medical assistance, all of their 
lifetime assets have already been depleted in order to qualify 
for medical assistance reimbursement to the facility. As a 
result, Mr. Speaker, the residents and patients have no other 
assets of their own. 

In 1986. bv reeulation the Deoartment of Welfare . , 
increased the perso; care needs allow'ance for residents and 
patients in these institutions to $30 a month. Out of this $30 a 
month, Mr. Speaker, the residents and patients must pay for 
their clothing, their hearing aids, eyeglasses, dentures, repair of 
their equipment such as wheelchairs, as well as their many 
other sundry and miscellaneous items such as the ability to 
purchase a newspaper, a soda, or a candy bar. 

Mr. Speaker, not only are these people in povetty but they 
are also restricted to less than $1 a day for spending for 
necessities. This amendment would increase that allowance to 
a minimum of $40 in 1993, and over the next 4 years, increase 
it by $5 a month annually, to a total of $60 a month by the 
year 1997, which would correspond to the similar allowance 
that is allowed under the SSI (supplemental security income) 
program at the Federal level. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am introducing this to bring attention to the 
need to bring the personal care needs allowance up to meet the 
needs of our residents. To ask this legislature for an additional 
15 cents a day for people in these facilities, I think, is a very 
small token of need that we can address. Thank YOU. Mr. . . 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman just 
expressed, he and I had some conversation about it. I indicated 
to him that I would be willing to work with him regarding this 
p d c u l a r  issue and that I understand the sensitivity of this 
particular issue and that clearly it is something that the 
Commonwealth needs to address. 

Mr. Speaker, I also indicated to the gentleman that I would 
be prepared to work with him through the budget process in 
terms of attempting to address this particular issue. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Snyder is recognized. 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, based on the assurance fmm 

the chairman of the Appropriations Committee that this is an 
item that can and should be addressed through the budgetary 
process, I would certainly like to honor his request, and at this 
time I would withdraw the amendment. oendine the outcomes . . - 
of the budget dehberat~ons dunng the next month. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The C h r  thanks the gentleman, and the 
amendment 1s w~thdrawn. 

a 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment is k i n g  introduced on behalf 
of the residents of our various State institutions, nursing 
homes, county homes, and patients and residents of various 
skilled nursing and intermedate care facilities in Pennsylvania. 

On the question r e c u ~ n g ,  
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mrs. I'AY1,OR offered the following amendments No. 

A1333: 
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Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 28, by inserting after "Sections" it is incorrect thinking to sit back and think that you can take 
432(3)(i)(B). 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 I this kind of action and it will not have an impact on local 
Section 432. Eligibility.-Except as hereinafter otherwise government. It will have an On local 

(3) Other persons who are citizens of the United States, or 
legally admitted aliens and who are chronically needy or 
transitionally needy persons. 

(i) Chronically needy persons are those persons chronically 
in need who may be eligible for an indeterminate period as a 
result of medical, social or related cucums!ances and shall be 
limited to: . . 

(B) A person who is over [forty-five] fifty-five years of age. 
. I .  

provided, and subject to the rules, ;egulations, and standards 
established by the department, both as to eligibility for assistance 
and as to its nature and extent, needy persons of the classes 
defined in clauses (1). (2). and (3) shall be eligible for assistance: ..I 

On the ques t i o~  
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

government. Yes, on one hand, it looks like it may be a 
savings to the State, but on the other h&, there will be a 

of in some other categories pick Ibis 
reswnsibilitv. 

'SO I say  to you. Mr. Speaker, that if the gentlelady from 
Chester County was sincere about welfare refom, there is a 
way to do it, and the way that we do it in this bill, Mr. 
Speaker, is we target work programs towards transitionally 
needy; we put language in the job contracting; we set up 
residence requirements, Mr. Speaker. We do those kinds of t 
things to try to move people fmm being dependent to 
indeoendent rather than just makine. an arbitraw decision. Mr. - 
~pe&er, about moving H certain line for the &se ofwhat 
is viewed as a savings to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
which in return will not be a savings to the Commonwealth of 

The SPEAKER On that question, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Taylor. 

Mrs. TAYLOR Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I believe that the amendment is clearly stated, I would add 

that the amendment does increase the age fmm 45 to 55, at 
which time persons wuld then be considered chronically 
needy. 

At the present time, we consider chronically over the 
age of 45, which means that they at covered for 12 months. 
The adoption of this amendment would move those in the 
category of 45 to 55 to transitionally needy, and we h o w  that 
that would be a 3-month coverage period. The change is 
offered because the population is aging and the people continue 
to be very active and productive past the age of 45, and in 
some cases, even 55. 

I believe that the ranks of the transitionally needy should 
be expanded to include those who are under 55. 1 know we 
hear a lot about costs. Evelything is certainly not equated by 
money, but this amendment will save $30 millioR and I do not 
think that it is an antipersonal, an anticaring I 
believe that it is very realistic at this stage of the game, and I 
would urge your support. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
C h r m a n  Evans of Philadelphia is recognized. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the sponsor of this amendment 

says that it is not always about cost, and unfortunately, that is 
all it is about. 

When you start talking about welfare refom, you have to 
understand that has to pick up the responsibil,ty, lt 
is not like you can just something and people will 
not have to pick it up. 1x1 us talk about who will have to pick 
it up. I d  us talk about your hospitals; let us talk about your 
county governments; let us talk about your townships; let us 
talk about your boroughs; let us talk ahout the villages; let us 
talk about the cities. Let us talk about that somebntv has to 

Pennsylvania because theCommonwealth ofPennsylvania Mr. 
Speaker, will have to pick up that cost. There is no way, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will be 
exempt from picking UP a wst or responsibility. The only thing 
YOU have to do is talk to your local county commissioners, 
Your lWd mayors, your local council people. 

One of the reasons we do the Human Services 
Development Fund Mr. Speaker, is for the purpose of having 
flexible so lhat local governments can pick UP that 
respnsibility. SO, Mr. Speaker, 1 think it will be a mistake to 
think that YOU Can make this change and it will not have any 
effect. It absolutely will have an effect. 

The second thing I say to you, Mr. Speaker, is when you 
begin to look at the nature of the economy, when you lwk at 
Pennsylvania, which has moved from a heavyindustry type of 
economy to a service-oriented type of economy, where exactly 

do these people go, Mr. Speaker? What exactly do we do to 
make Sure that these people have the transition into being 
productive citizens so that they move off the welfare rolls onto 
the tax rolls? What is the exact answer that we have here, Mr. 
Speaker? 

I am the first one to say to you, Mr. Speaker, that the 
welfare system does not work and it nceds to change. 1 say 
that, and I will say that continuously throughout this debate. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this suggested amendment is not an 
m w e r  to the particular problem. This, Mr. Speakcr, only cost- 
shRs to hospitals, to local governments, in terms of them 
picking UP that responsibility So 1 hop ,  Mr. Speaker, that 
members on t h s  floor just do not vote for this and say, well, 
let us vote for this and let us send it to the Senate, because the 
Senate will lake it Out. 

Mr. Speaker, we have got a responsibility here. We should 
take that responsibility very seriously, and 1 hope we will be 

On lhe amendment Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. Does Representative 'l'aylor seek 

h 
~~ 

pick up that responsibility. 
So let us not be under any illusion whcn we take a State 

action that there will not k some other land of action, because 

recognition for the second time? - 
Mrs. I'AYIOR. I will wait if someone clsc is going to 

'peak. 
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The SPEAKER Chairman Richardson. The gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson, is recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this 
amendment, A1333. 

In our committee I want to say that we had an oppoltunity 
to discuss this particular amendment. This hits at the heart of 
those individuals who are 45 to 55, the most vulnerable 
individual citizens within our Commonwealth who happen to 
fall in this category whom we are going after in this 
amendment. 

It seems to me that if we want to legally deal with those 
who are transitionally needy, it is ironic that this amendment 
now calls for those persons from 45 to 55, in this category, to 
be added so that now those individuals who are hard to get 
jobs for between the ages of 18 to 45, that we are going to 
extend that now to age 55. It is clear that we have a 
responsibility when we are looking at the fact that we are 
talking about 20,000 recipients that fall in this category. 

Under the Social Security Act, you will find that you have 
a lot of discrimination particularly between the ages of 45 to 
55 because these are the most vulnerable citizens that you have 
out there who in fact need to get a job hut cannot. I mean, 
where else can you go now to try to find a job for individuals 
who are 45 to 55, who have worked 20 or 30 years, who get 
disability for a back hurt or because they have worked on their 
jobs and now cannot come hack out into the job market and 
find a job? They are not readily easy. We have not retrained 
a number of category areas, which is why we have been 
pushing this job training bill, to try to help deal with 
reeducating people and trying to reclassify them in other areas. 

This disability factor is dealing with those who are 
considered to be even the most illiterate or unskilled in those 
areas. When you look at that, it is clearly dealing with the fact 
that a number of people need assistance and need help in 
obtaining jobs. If we take this up to age 55, we are 
guaranteeing that these individuals will have no place to hang 
their head and no opportunity to get a job, and I do not tlunk 
that we want to do that. I think we should support the 
amendments that deal with trying to give jobs to people in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, not take punitive actions 
against those indviduals who cannot defend themselves. 

Mr. Speaker, it is also clear that the gentlelady who is 
offering tlus amendment has those same kinds of individuals 
within her own legislative district, and many of you do the 
same; about 1,300 with no opportunity for any job whatsoever, 
no food, no income, no opportunity to be able to do anything 
that would help support that individual person trying to find a 
job when there are no jobs for them to seek We cannot afford 
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to erase these 
individuals out of the job market by moving the transitionally 
needy from 45 to 55, and I oppose the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lancaster County, 
Mr. Strittmattcr, is recognized. 

Mr. STRI7TMAmR.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the amendment. 
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I would like to join the lady in making the point and also 
contradicting the last gentleman. Why is it that we want to 
distinguish those people that are 45 as being worthless, over 
the hill, finished? If people are able to get work, why are we 
going to be able to send them a message saying, oh, you have 
reached 45; I guess you are on the downward side now and 
that now the State is going to have to take care of you for the 
rest of your life? 

We are talking about allowing people to regain their dignity 
and the fact that we should have programs in the State that are 
geared for those people that fall between 45 and 55 and not 
have the State help in making that transition for those people 
that find themselves in the ages of 45 to 55 and needing to 
start a new career. I think it sends the wrong message to all of 
these people who find themselves in these stmits, who have to 
be on welfare, to say, oh, I am 45 so I guess I must give up. 

I would ask for support of this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Linton, is recognized. 
Mr. LINTON. Thank you vely much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I sat here and listened to the debate on the 

current amendment, it occurred to me that very oflen we here 
in State government complain about the Federal Government 
passing on Federal mandates, and we know that many of our 
local county commissioners and local mayors have oflen been 
concemed about the State creating mandates in which we put 
the financial burdens on local government but yet we fail to 
send them the resources to handle those mandates. 

Even though it appears that we may be cutting the welfare 
rolls and we may in fact save some money from the State 
budget, in essence what we are doing is just creating another 
transfer payment, and we are creating a transfer payment 
without the money but with the responsibility, because what 
we in fact are doing is saying to the county commissioners, to 
all the local mayors, that we are going to increase your 
homelessness, that we are going to increase all the 
responsibilities of handling those who were formerly on the 
welfare rolls and who are now going to be transitionally needy; 
we are going to make sure that we do not send you any 
revenues because we are cutting our budget, we are making a 
savings in the State's budget, but we are going to put the 
responsibilities on you at the local level for taking on the 
welfare of those individuals. 

So once again we are in fact creating a State mandate 
without sending the resources, and all of you, I know, in the 
past several years have been concerned about overburdening 
local government, pani~ularly without giving them the tax 
reform they need to be able to generate the revenues. Well, 
this is just another instance in which we are doing that, so 
therefore, I ask for a negative vote on the Taylor amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Chairperson Taylor is recognized. 
Mrs. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
You mentioned earlier that this was rough-and-tumble. I am 

pleased to report that Chairman Richardson and I are trying to 
give leadership to the Health and Welfare Committee, and 
Representative Richardson and I represent very different 
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wnstituencies, but through our leadership and through the 
discussion in the committee, we were able to come up with a 
tie vote, so right now Representative Richardson and I are in 
a tied position. 

Mr. Speaker, today is welfare reform-I will repeat 
that-welfare reform, not business as usual, not business as 
usual. 

Mr. Speaker, it was 10 or 11 years ago that the age 45 was 
arbitrarily named. We have in the past 10 years seen a 
healthier population in that 4 5 4 ~ ~ 5 5  group. We have seen able- 
bodied men and women who want to work. We have seen the 
want ads that go unanswered every day in the paper. We have 
tried to get the message across that not everybody stans at the 
top. 

Savings from this bill, which I would like to thank the 
majority Appropriations chairman for putting it in my hands 
approximately I0 minutes ago, so when I said it was a saving 
of $30 million, I was wrong. The maker of this bill, the 
sponsor of this bill, the Appropriations chairman, tells me it is 
a savings of $36.9 million. There will be a shifl in personnel. 
The money that is saved will go into training programs. The 
money that is saved will help these people be contributing 
members of society. 

The whole t h s t  of welfare reform, in my opinion, on both 
sides of the aisle, is getting people into the workforce, 
removing them from the welfare rolls. The Governor has 
charged the task force with this particular objective. 

So I say today that with passage of this amendment, this 
House will be speaking to the people of Pennsylvania, saying 
we are not here for business as usual, we are not here to cany 
on the traditions of the past; we are here to make a step 
forward in welfare reform, and, Mr. Speaker, this is the first 
way to do it, and I urge your support. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Luzerne County, Tom 
Tigue. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand to suppo~t the Taylor amendment. 
I think it is very simple. There is no reason why people 

who are between the ages of 45 and 55 should be allowed to 
collect welfare because an arbitmy figure of 45 years of age 
was chosen. This does not say they cannot obtain any public 
assistance because they can under the transitionally needy. 

It is incumbent upon us, as the previous speakers have said. 
to reform the welfare system. Let us extend from 18 to 55 that 
those people have got to do something besides sit down and 
forever collect welfare. There is no reason why someone 
between the ages of 46 and 55 should have benetits far in 
excess of people between the 18-and45 age range. 

I would ask that you support this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, is recognirzd 
for the second time. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the two previous speakers, there 
is no question that I would not disagree that it does not 
necessarily have to be business as usual. But clearly again, Mr. 
Speaker, there has to be an answer to the problem. 
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The approach of HB 1341 attempts to target transitionally 
needy in a way of moving them towards jobs. Mr. Speaker, 
neither of the last two people who spoke to you have an 
answer to that particular problem. Mr. Speaker, they both have 
indicated to you that just arbitrarily we are just making a 
decision to move a certain age group, and as a result of 
moving the certain age group, we are not dealing with the 
issue about exactly what happens with these people. 

Mr. Speaker, that last gentleman who spoke can also tell 
you that he was here during the years when we changed the 
welfare system and the question of homelessness and the 
question of jobs have gone down and homelessness has gone 
up. t 

Mr. Speaker, again, I do not mind changing the system if 
you have got an answer to how you are going to change the 
system in a constructive way, Mr. Speaker. I spoke to the fact 
that we have job training. I spoke to the fact that we put 
language injob contracts. I spoke to the fact, Mr. Speaker, that 
we have built provisions in this bill that target the transitionally 
needy category. Mr. Speaker, Chester County has 1,500 
chronically needy. Would it be fair to assume that many of 
these people will lose their 12-month benefit? Exactly what 
will happen in Chester County at this particular point? What 
will be the answer, Mr. Speaker, to this particular problem? 

I am sharing with you, Mr. Speaker, that I do not disagree 
that people should not sit around and collect welfare. The only 
thing I am ~ n g  to say, Mr. Speaker, is that there has to be 
some kind of an answer to exactly what happens with these 
people and exactly what opportunities are there and available. 
I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, we have not been generating 
those kinds of jobs and making them available for that age 
group. 

So again, 1 would be against this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Richardson, for the 
second time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 'Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I cannot emphasize enough, this is sexy, it 

sounds slick, it sounds hip, but it does exactly nothing to help 
those individual persons other than take punitive actions 
against those in this Commonwealth who cannot defend 
themselves. 

If we eliminate this section for those individual persons 
who presently are now in the TN category, which is 
transitionally needy, none of these individuals would qualify 
for the program to even get a job because they would be wiped 
out completely. 

The other thing is that if you are released from prison, you 
now get 3 months to have an opportunity to be able to have 
some money for 3 months out of a year to try to get yourself 
back on track before you can find a job. Those without in this 
area, mainly having no money, have no safety net, no place to 
go. We are talking about 8.6 percent unemployment for those 
with job skills here within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
We are forcing a situation that we do not have to force here 
today. You talk about cruel and unusual punishment. Here are 
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for the first time many counties in this Commonwealth who 
have doubledigit unemployment and cannot take care of those 
persons who are unemployed, who are not on welfare now but 
are on unemployment, who are going to eventually wind up on 
the welfare mlls alter their unemployment runs out. 

I would suggest to you, Mr. Speaker. that a majority of the 
persons that we are talking about in this Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania who fall in the category of transitionally needy 
are a majority rule and white, and unfortunately, many people 
do not want to recognize that within this Commonwealth. 
Many of them come from your districts that impact directly on 
your people and those individuals who get hit the hardest. 

You may not want to deal with that, but I can give you a 
statistic. A gentleman from Venango County, 46 years of age, 
was a former truck driver. He has no transportation, he is 
homeless now, and he cannot get a job. This would impact 
directly on that individual because he has not been able to get 
a job in 18 months, and he is in the loop for those individual 
programs that allow you to sign up on programs and go see 
about a job but he has not been able to find one in 18 months. 

I would suggest to you, Mr. Speaker, this is a very 
dangerous piece of legislation to go after those individual 
persons who have no safety net, and I would ask for a negative 
vote on the amendment. 
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NOT VOTING-2 

Lwdansky Rubley 

Just to remind Mr. Richardson that when he always says 
"he," it also could be "she." Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair County, Mr. Geist. 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

EXCUSED4 

H ~ I U J ~ ~  Merry  rich wcrrmak 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Fargo Lee Salher 
Allen Farmer Leh S a u m n  
Argall Fiehter Lpch  Saylor 
Amsironn Fleaele Msitland kheetz 

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

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to inform the 
members of the House that Ron Rickens of WPVI channel 6 
will be filming the welfare legislation today. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1341 CONTINUED 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gannon, is 
recognized. 

Mr. GANNON. A point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman is in order and will state 
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his point. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, on a question of- If a 

member were to raise the issue of constitutionality on the bill 
itself, when would be the appropriate time to do that? Could 
that be done at any time or would we have to wait until all 
amendments had been considered? 

The SPEAKER. Final passage of the bill. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. You are welcome. 

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

Mr. FLICK offered the following amendments No. A1224: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 9, by inserting after 
"PROGRAM;" 

further providing for eligibility for 
assistance; 

Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by inserting after "children;" 
fur ther  providing for el igibil i ty 
determinations for the medically needy; 

Amend Title, page I, line 23, by strlking out "a repeal." and 
inserting 

renenls. 

(2) Meets the standards of fmancial eligibility established 
by the department with the approval of the Governor. In 
establishing these standards the department shall take into account 
(i) the funds certified by the Budget Secretary as available for 
medical assistance for the medically needy; (ii) pertinent Federal 
legislation and regulations; and (iii) the cost of living. 
[Transitionally needy persons who are not eligible for cash 
assistance by reason of section 432(3)(iii) shall be considered 
medically needy if otherwise eligible.] 

Amend Sec. 7. oaae 12, line 19. by striking out "7" and . .  - 
inserting 

8 
Amend Sec. 8, page 13, line 6, by striking out "8" and 

inserting 
0 

(3) Other persons who are citizens of the United States, or 
legally admitted aliens and who are chronically needy or 
transitionally needy persons. 

(i) Chronically needy persons are those persons chronically 
in need who may he eligible for an indeterminate period as a 
result of medical, social or related circumstances and shall be 
limited to: ... 

fH) Anv oerson who has oreviouslv been emoloved full time 

- - r - - - -  

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 28, by inserting after "Sections" 
432(3)(i)(H) and (I) and (iii), 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
Section 432. Eligibility.-Except as hereinafter otherwise 

provided, and subject to the rules, regulations, and standards 
established by the department, both as to eligibility for assistance 
and as to its nature and extent, needy persons of the classes 
defined in clauses (I), (2). and (3) shall be eligible for assistance: . . 

, , ,. 
[for at least forty-eight monks out of ;he previdus kight years] 
and has exhausted his or her unemployment compensation benefits 

7 

Amend Sec. 9, page 14, line 19, by striking out "9" and w 
inserting 

10 
Amend Sec. 10, page 15, line 16, by striking out "10" and 

inserting 
11 

Amend Sec. 11, page 19, line 3, by striking out "11" and 
inserting ." 

. ~ 

prior to applying for assistance. 
[(I) Any person who does not otherwise qualify as 

chronically needy, and who is receiving general assistance on the 
date this section is enacted into law and who has not refused a 
bona fide job offer or otherwise failed to comply with all 
employment requirements of this act and regulations promulgated 
thereunder. Such person must comply with all employment 
requirements of this act and regulations promulgated thereunder. 
If after the date this section is enacted into law a oerson's seneral - 
assistance grants are terminated, then that person may not 
subsequently qualify for general assistance under this clause 
excepiwhen such person has been terminated from employment 
through no fault of his own and has not met the minimum credit 
week qualifications of the act of December 5, 1936 (2nd Sp.Sess., 
1937 P.L.2897, No.l), known as the "Unemployment 
Compensation Law." If it is determined that the classification of 
persons according to their status on the date of enactment as 
provided in this clause is invalid, then the remainder of this act 
shall be given full force and effect as if this clause had been 
omitted from this act. and individuals defmed in this clause shall 
be considered trans111"nall~ needy if u~hcrw~se el~glble. No pcrion 
shall qual~fy for general ass~stance under this clause after 
December 31, 1982.1 . . .  

((111) 'l'rans~t~onally needy perrtrnr are lhose persons who arc 
otherw~se ellg~ble for general assistance but do not qual~fy as 
chronically needy. Assistance for transitionally needy persons 
shall be authorized only once in any twelve-mouth period in an 
amount not to exceed the amount of ninety days' assistance.] 

I . .  

Amend Bill. oaxe 12. bv insertiux between lines 18 and 19 
Section 7. ~ ; c & n  442:l of the act, amended April 8, 1982 

(P.L.231, No.75), is amended to read: 
Section 442.1. The Medically Needy; Determination of 

Eligibility.-A person shall be considered medically needy if he: 
(1) Resides in Pennsylvania, regardless of the duration of 

his residence or his absence therefrom; and 

1 L 

Amend Sec. 11 (Sec. 491), page 23, lines 9 and 10, by 
striking out "or transitionally" 

Amend Sec. 12, page 26, line 19, by striking out "12" and 
inserting 

1'1 . 
Amend Bill, page 28, lines 12 through 14, by striking out all 

of said lines and inserting 
Section 14. (a) The following acts and parts of acts are 

repealed insofar as they provide job training or grants for persons 
classified as transitionally needy: 

Act of July 13, 1987 (P.L.332, No.62), known as the Project 
Independence Act. 

Act of Julv 13. 1987 (P.L.342. No.65). known as the . . . . 
Employment Opportunities ~ c i .  

(b) Section 1701-A of the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, 
 NO.^), known as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, is repealed. 

Amend Sec. 14, page 28, line 15, by striking out "14" and 
inserting 

1 < . - 
Amend Sill, page 28, by inserting between lines 19 and 20 
Section 16. (a) The amendment affecting transitionally 

needy individuals in section 491(b) of the act shall only apply to 
persons applying for employment on or after the effective date of 
the amendment of section 491 of the act. 

(b) The repeals under section 14(a) of this act shall apply 
prospectively and shall not affect any job training program or 
grant entered into on or before the effective date of section 17 of 
this act. 

Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 20, by striking out "15" and 
inserting 

17 
Amend Sec. 15, page 28, by inserting between lines 22 and 

7 2  

1 a> (2) This section shall take effect immediatelv. W 
~mend'sec.  15, page 28, line 23, by striking out "(2j" and 

inserting 
(3) 

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

The SPEAKER On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. t 

Mr. Speaker, last year, about this time of the year, in the 
spring, I was driving home horn Harrisburg- 
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POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. LLOYD. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. Point of order. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman is recognized and may state 

his point. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I realize that somewhere on my 

desk I probably, in a packet, have this amendment. The ~ l e s  
indicate that we are supposed to know what we are voting on. 
I realize that it is difficult when you have got three or four 
packets, but for the last 2 days members have been scrambling 
trying to find where these amendments are. 

I would suggest that we have an identification either by the 
reading clerk or by the member when he introduces his 
amendment or by the Chair as to what packet we are to look 
at so that we can listen to the argument with the benefit of 
having the amendment in front of us and not spend 2 minutes 
looking for the amendment and miss the point of the 
gentleman's argument. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. That information is currently not available. 
It could be assembled, and the Chair would ask the floor 
managers of the bill, ask the floor managers of the bill - Mr. 
Evans and Richardson and Mr. - to at least chat 
with the Chair at the lunch break relative to Mr. Lloyd's 
request. Mr. Richardson, Mr. Evans. Mr. Lloyd, pie= chat 
with the Chair at the commencement of the lunch break. 

On the Flick amendment, the gentleman may proceed. 
This is amendment A1224. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As I was saying, approximately 1 year ago in the spring I 

was traveling home from the capital back to Chester County. 
Mr. Speaker, there was a hitchhiker on the road. It was late at 
night. I thought I would give him a ride. 

We started having a conversation as we headed through 
Lancaster County, and this individual told me he was coming 
from Florida where he had spent the winter and he expected to 
visit the county assistance office the following day to apply for 
cash assistance and to check things out. He had no intention of 
residing in Pennsylvania any longer than the summer months, 
at which time he was heading back to Florida because it got 
too cold here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, last night we offered a number of 
residency requirement amendments. Unfortunately, members on 
the other side of the aisle were more interested in the subject 
matter of the welfare lien bill, and I do not regret them for 
taking that stance, but today is another day, Mr. Speaker, and 
today we have the opportunity to vote on true welfare reform. 

Mr. Speaker, my amendment does not deal with residency. 
My amendment goes right to the heart of welfare reform. My 
amendment is an amendment that would allow individuals who 
have a work history, who have exhausted their unemployment 
compensation benefits and find themselves unable to provide 
for their families because they do not qualify for welfare. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, my amendment would allow them to qualify, and 
my amendment would allow these individuals who have a 
history of working to qualify and to help these individuals out, 
and it would remove from the ranks the transitionally needy, 

JOURNAL - HOUSE 867 

which are individuals who are single, between the ages of 18 
and 45; they are individuals with M, dependents; they are 
individuals like the hitchhiker I picked up from no"& who 
immediately qualified when he hit the welfare office the next 
day. 

Mr. Speaker, I wonder what these individuals do for 9 
months out of the year when they do not qualify, wte 
possibly there are others that leave our state and travel to 
another State to qualify there. speaker, there are 
individuals who how the and lmow how to qualify to 
receive cash assistance, to receive medical assistance. These 
individuals appear on the welfare for their days, and 
then they seem to be able to take care of the.lves. 

But, Mr. Speaker, right now we do not have any program 
for the unemployed in the Valley who traveled 
here yesterday and who do not qualify, and I think that we 
should be dealing with them, If we are going to have true 
welfare reform, let us help the workers that have lost their 
ability to for their families and let us remove the 
transitionally needy, 

Today is a new day, Mr. Speaker. I hope some of my 
colleagues from the other side of the aisle see the light. I am 
told that it is a sunny day though there are clouds, and I am 
told that wants to get out of here earlier today than 
yesterday. So I urge your support of my amendment, and I 
thank you for ywr time and your indulgence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Monessen, 
Pennsylvania Mr. Mihalich. 

Mr. MMALICH. Mr. Speaker, for those of us who had 
difficulty following the gentleman's argument and the written 
amendment, it is in packet 3, and what the most confusing Part 
is, it is not listed as his amendment; it is listed as the E. Z. 
Taylor amendment, 12%. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Evans, is recognized. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, we should be very clear of how 
we are going to deal with this debate, because if we are going 
to get into telling stories about picking up people on the road, 
talking about individual situations, let us just talk abwt a 
couple of situations. 

Under this situation, Mr. Speaker, if this bill becomes law, 
that individual, there is a 30-day residency requirement. 
Currently, Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman has mentioned you 
have to show proof of residency. You have to have income 
criteria. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of requirements that 
are established currently in State law, so when the gentleman 
says to you he is riding down the road-and one, he probably 
should have never picked that person up, because I do not 
think he is supposed to be picking up hitchhikers-I think we 
need to look at the facts of the matter, that again, here is an 
exaggeration. 

I raise the very same issue as I raised before, that the talk 
about this cost shifling, exactly who will be responsible for 
picking up this cost, Mr. Speaker? 1 go back to what I said to 
you before -hospitals, boroughs, townships, local government. 
Mr. Speaker, it sounds great, but the reality of it is, Mr. 
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Spealrer, someone has to pay for it, and the bottom line is, Mr. 
Speaker, it is your local officials who have to take that 
responsibility. 

The gentleman clearly Qes not give an answer to solving 
the problem about the 40.000 people that are in this category. 
In this bill, Mr. Speaker, we talk about job training; we talk 
about putting language in job contracts; we talk about those 
kinds of things that target it towards transitionally needy. We 
do not just say dititrarily, Mr. Speaker, that we need to 
eliminate this category and as a result of eliminating this 
category. it is going to go away because, quote. unquote, 
'There have been some people who have been abusive of the 
system." But that story may sound nice and cute, Mr. Speaker, 
but that is not reality, and I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, as 
I have said before, there has to be a constmctive way to make 
a change in the system, and I would be opposed to the Flick 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER Mr. Richardson is recognized. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand before the members of this House of 

Representatives today to indicate to them that on one hand you 
take a bill and you take an amendment and you say you want 
to move the transitionally needy from 45 to 55, and then in the 
next breath you say you want to wipe them out altogether. You 
cannot have it both ways. 

It has got to be made very clear. When we talk about 
eliminating this category altogether, you are talking about 
individual people here in this Commonwealth who have 
nothing at all. You already moved the eligibility limit from 45 
to 55 in the last amendment; now you want to wipe out the 
entire section altogether. It seems to me that it is clear that 
members do not want to hear any of the tme welfare reform 
packages that are being dealt with. All we want to deal with is 
taking punitive action against those individuals who are out 
there who are- By the way, when you talk about those who 
get over on the system, you are talking about 3.5 percent 
maybe, and we have one of the best fraud u ~ t s  in this 
Commonwealth, run over there right now by the Department 
of Public Welfare, that catches a number of these individuals 
who try and get over on the system. Here we are taking an 
amendment to wipe out an entire category and say that we are 
doing it on the basis and the need to be able to deal with those 
individuals who are trying to freeload off the system who are 
not dealing with eligibility. 

Now, I know that no matter what we say, the perception in 
the minds of those who are here is going to use the same 
compelling argument, that we have to vote for it because our 
people back home want to see us vote for some kind of 
change. This is punitive action. This is a stick over the heads 
of individuals. This is not even an opportunity to try to deal 
with the substantive pan of this particular area of dealing with 
those who are transitionally needy. I can only indicate to you 
the pain and suffering in your community. 

I went through this in 1981 and 1982 and I understand 
what has happened from then until now, and all you have to do 
is look in the streets and all you have to do is look in your 
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wmmunities and all you have to do is ride downtown in many 
of the wmmunities. All you have to do is ride down 
Washington and see people sleeping on the vents and see 
where they came from. They came from our wmmunities; they t 
came from our constituencies, and for some reason, no matter 
what you may think, wiping this out is not going to change 
that tomorrow. In fact, it is going to make it worse in our 
communities. It is going to bring on the kind of devastation 
that we have never seen before. 

I will compel the members of this House to use your brain, 
to think for one moment what you are doing. There, but for the 
grace of God, there go I. I said that last night. Most of us are 
one paycheck away from welfare ourselves, and for us to take '\F 
this kind of action against people who cannot defend and fight 
for themselves, then some of us have got to stand up and be 
fighters on their behalf. 

Are all of us cowards? Are all of us afraid, the majority of 
the members afraid to deal with the issues as they really are? 
This is an opportunity for us to see that there is a clear 
delineation between those who would fall in the category of 
lransitionally needy where we wipe them down already. The 
three checks out of a year, that is all; that is all they get. Now 
you want to wipe out the entire category altogether so that we 
do not take care of any poor people at all. Some may be your 
cousins or uncles, your aunts or your nieces, but trust me that 
it is going to come back to haunt you if this amendment 
passes. 

And I would beg the difference with those individuals who 
do not understand the real true, t-r-u-e, welfare reform we are 
trying to push and not the punitive, negative action of welfare 
reform that is being pushed now. That is why we called ours 
true welfare reform and not negative welfare reform that takes 
punitive action against those with a stick. We can do better, 
and we can do better for those individuals in this 
Commonwealth if we pay attention to this debate, and I would 
ask for a negative vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ?he gentleman from Mercer, Mr. Gruitla. 
Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise here to oppose the amendment. 
It is land of ironic. I just walked out of the Lieutenant 

Governor's Office where 1 had a meeting with some of my 
constituents who are down here worlung at tlying to put a 
factory back in line, a local f o u n h  where we have several 
hundred people currently laid off. 

1 think that while many of the arguments have been W 
articulated very well by the previous speakers, the point needs 
to be made that there is a lot of chaos out there in our 
economy, and as a result, we have good people, working 
people, people who are being bounced from job to job who, 
for no reason of their own, are king laid off, some of whom 
are eligible for unemployment, some of whom are not, many 
of whom are only eligible for welfare through this category of 
being called transitionally needy. 

I think that the timing for this amendment is honible. I 
w 

think that that was stated earlier. I think there may have k e n  
a time when this amendment may have better sewed the 
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unemployed worker who has exhausted their unemplo&nt Constitutions, and wherever this ugly residency requirement 

com~ensation benefits I raises its head, I will challenge it. Mr. Speaker. 

people of Pennsylvania but I can say that in my particular 
district, an awful lot of hardworking people, a lot of people 
who will qualify really for no other benefits through the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or the Federal Govemment 
may at least qualify for a few n~onths of assistance while they 
are trying to get their feet back on the ground as a result of 
their job losses and the position that they find themselves in 
through no fault of their own. 

So I strongly urge the members of both sides to consider 
our working people who find themselves in this situation, who 
look to us for leadership and for help, not necessarily for a 
free lunch or a way of life but just for a little bit of assistance 
to help them through a difficult time in their life. That is what 
public assistance is all about, what it should be all aboul and 
I think that this amendment deserves to be defeated. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman fmm Philadelphia 
Representative Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of the 

amendment? 
The SPEAKER Mr. Flick indicates that he will consent to 

interrogation. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, would you tell us whether 

you have had any conversations with the Department of Public 
Welfare with respect to this amendment? 

Mr. FLICK. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I have had conversations 
with a number of individuals regarding a number of 
amendments over the past 2 years as chairman of the Welfare 
Reform Task Force. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, when I was discussing 
the random dmg pilot program amendment with the 
depanment, 1 was informed by an employee, a senior employee 
of one of the county assistance offices, that they felt the 
majority of individuals who were in the transitionally needy 
category had a severe addiction either drug and/or 
alcohol, have had a number of convenations with the 
department, and we have had testimony, not from the 
department but from other sources, and, Mr. Speaker, everyone 
seems to ask the question, what happens to these individuals 
the other 9 months of the vear? .mev seem to make it on their , ~ 

~ ~ , ~ - ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~~~- 

own, but for 3 months the State has to give them $205 and 
cany them under the trdnsitionally needy. You see, Mr. 
S~eaker, I think it would be far better for the State to c a m  the 

~ ~ .~ ~ 

- 

Mr. Speaker, a gentleman has spoken earlier just on this 
subject, and I am quite surprised because 1 heard that 
individual speak at an Appropriations Committee hearing 
where he was saddened that many of his constituents did not 
qualify for cash assistance, could not get into welfare when 
they had lost their unemployment compensation benefits. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am trying to address two distinct 
philosophies: one, we ought to care for those who have 
worked; wc ought to open up the categorically needy program 
to include individuals who have a work lustory, who have been 

trying to provide for their family, and we ought to take care of 
them. Mr. Speaker, I am saying. it seems to me if an 
individual can take care of themselves if t k l '  are between 18 
and 45 and they have no dependents and they are an able- 
hedied individual with no disabilities whatsoever and if they 
can care for themselves for 9 months, I think they C a n  do it for 
12. And you know what, Mr. Speaker? I think we w d d  be 
helping that population if we told them just that. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, you attempted to answer my 
question, but I still did not get any specifics with respect 10, 
where is the d e p m e n t  on this particular amendment? 

Sewnd, you mentioned that there are a number of 
philosophies that are being advanced through this amendment. 
I agree that there are a number of philosophies. One 
philosophy is that we eliminate this transitionally needy 
category, a categow that was created 10, 11 years ago when 
the question of welfare refom was put before this body. It was 
created then; now we want to eliminate it. Another philosophy 
that seems to be advanced is limiting the accessibility, the 
accessibility of benefits, to only those pemns who live in 
Pennsylvania. A third philosophy which you have indicated is 
being advanced is what we need to do for the unemployed. 

Is it not i m ~ c  that for a decade now we have not made 
any sizable progress in the creation of job o p p o d t i e s  for not 
only those who are underemployed but for many of thase who 
are not on welfare but are out of work. We have not taken any 
sizable steps to make meaningful, long-term employment 
opponunities a reality in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
but yet we continue to advance these philosophies that take us 
nowhere but back rather than forward. 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. THOMAS. And so, Mr. Speaker, let me remind you 
Once again that, MI. Chairman, and to the Speaker, because of 
the limitation that is contained in this amendment, which limits 
the accessibility of benefits created by statute in Pennsylvania 
'0 O ~ Y  Pennsylvanians, without any empirical data to show 
that we are being flwded by people from outside of 
Pennsylvania who are taking advantage of benefits, I once 
again rise to raise the question of constitutionality with respect 
to this amendment. 

This amendment and pmvisions contained in it are in direct 
with both the and United States 

So I would like to move that this amendment is 
unconstitutional. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia raises 
the point of order that this amendment is unconstitutional. 

The Speaker, under rule 4, is required to submit questions 
affecting the constitutionality of a bill to the House for its 
decision. 

On the question, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the 

amendments? 
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C O N S ~ O N A L  POINT OF ORDER 
WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER l'he Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Ryan, on the question of constitutionality. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not trying to be 
disres~ectm, but the only thing I have heard the gentleman say 
with respect to the Constitution is some question of residence, 
and wherever residence is raised, he is going to raise 
constitutionality. Well, I am going to remind the gentleman 
that this category of welfare is paid for lock, stock, and barrel 
by the people of Pennsylvania. 

Now, part of your remarks said that you were bothered 
because this did not go beyond the State. I tell you, I did not 
know what you were talking about when you said that bothered 
you. It would bother me if it went beyond the State of 
Pennsylvania to residents of other States unless, as John Barley 
said, we had an opportunity to tax those people in other States, 
and then I suspect their legislatures might get upset with us, 
and I suspect also that they would not pay much attention to 
that tax. 

But there is no constitutional question. We, unlike most 
other States in the United States, created this category of 
welfare. Now we are of a mind to discontinue it. We created 
it and we have the right to discontinue it. It has nothing to do 
with the Federal or the State Constitution. Residency 
requirements have nothing to do with it. The word "residency" 
is not involved in this at all, and I think the gentleman is way 
off target when he even raises the question of constitutionality. 

I am suggesting that this is absolutely constitutional, and if 
anyone hides behind this question, then they are just being 
dishonest with themselves and dishonest with their constituents. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the speaker, not on 
merits but on form, and 1 withdraw this motion, and I urge 
people to remain steadfast in rejecting this amendment out of 
hand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, and the 
motion of constitutionality is withdrawn. 

Some of the comments that have been made have been a 
little off base. Representative Richardson said that we have the 
best h u d  unit arwnd. In Friday's Philadelphia Inquirer it says, 
and I quote-I think it is page 7: Two Chester offices overpaid t 
recipients $470,000 a State audit said, which again war more 
than it cost to start the depmment in the beginning. 

Mr. Speaker, this is where it is out of control. If we are to 
believe what is being said here, Mr. Speaker, many of the vuly 
needy could have benefited from that $470,000. As Senator 
Dirksen said, a billion here, a billion there; pretty soon it is 
real money. This is half a million here, half a million there; 
pretty soon it is real money. 

Now I would like to address the remarks of Governor 
Evans when he said that the people are losing jobs and are 
becoming homeless-I am sony; Representative Evans-now 
and for the record. 

I would like to read into the record a couple of statements 
that were made just recently on the floor of this House of 
Representatives: "Businesses and commentators across the 
nation are recognizing that we have built a jobs and economic 
development pro gram... second to none." That was Governor 
Casey, January 26. I would also like to bring up a couple more 
statements made: "During the worst of the recession, we fought 
back by creating thousands of new jobs for our people ..." of 
Pennsylvania. Also in that same speech: In highway 
construction alone, we created 27,500 jobs. "And we will 
expand job training for parents on welfare so that they can join 
the ranks of more than 200,000 people who have alread~ 
moved from welfare to work under the New Directions 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia, the 
Re~uhlican whio. Mr. Peml. is recoenizd. . ~ ~- 

'MI. PERZEL.' Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I took the liberty of going back into the 

Journals and looking up the debate on welfare when we 
originally created the department, and a gentleman from 
Delaware, Representative William Cloud Alexander, said ths: 
"I tell vou that vou mav run this down the throats of some 
people, but it will come back to haunt you, and if you pass this 
damnable legislation, it will haunt you to your grave ... like 
Banquo's ghost ..." That is from Macbeth, Mr. Speaker, for the 
members that do not know that. It will come back to haunt you 
even after you are deaQ and, Mr. Speaker, I think we are 
seeing that right here. 

Program." That was Governor Robert Casey on February 9. 
Now, I only bring that up, Mr. Speaker, because either the 

gentleman from Philadelphia. Mr. Evans, is wrong or the I Governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is wrong, and 
I will leave it to the gentleman from Philadelphia to tell us 

I which one is wrong. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. Sturla, 

is recognized. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, will the maker of the 

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

consent to interrogation. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, what is the percentage of 

transitionally needy that repeat year after year, as you implied 
occurs? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I do not have the exact ) 
percentage of those who repeat. I am not sure that that 
information has been made available to us. We have asked for 
certain information. But let me tell you. Mr. Speaker, about 
some of the numbers of the people who are in transitionally 
needy. 

You know, in Lancaster County, where you have 15,168 
individuals receiving cash assistance in your county, there are 
only 770 that are 18 to 45 years old, that are single, and that 
are able-bodied. Mr. Speaker, students qualify when they are 

b 

out of college if they do not get a job and they do not live at 
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home and they do not have assets. These are college graduates. 
Mr. Speaker, we need to change the direction. 

Governor Casey proposed last year an additional $250 
million for the Department of Public Welfare. He has come 
back this year and has proposed, I believe, another $200 
million for public assistance. We are being bled by the rising 
costs of public assistance. 

Now, this is a group of individuals that should be able to 
gel a job, could be able to get a job, and I think we should 
encourage them to get a job. And on the other hand, we ought 
to take care of those individuals who have exhausted their 
unemployment compensation benefits and who have not 
qualified for public welfare. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to put our priorities in the right 
place. Help those tmly in need and give those individuals a 
helping hand added to the job market when they need it. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if I could make a comment 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's interrogation is over, and 
the gentleman is recognized to speak on the amendment. 

Mr. STURLA. I believe what I heard was that the maker 
of the amendment did not know what the percentage of 
transitionally needy that repeat year after year was and cited 
that there were 770 people in my county that fell into this 
category. I guess given the fact that I do know that the average 
stay on assistance is less than 2 years, that perhaps it could be 
stated that there are not a whole lot of people who repeat year 
after year after year on the transitionally needy program, so 
that we do not have to wony about what it is that they are 
doing the other 9 months. We can assume that perhaps they are 
finding gainful employment and that that transitionally needy 
money was in fact helpful in getting them through that period 
of time that they needed. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter, is 
recognized. 

Mr. STRITIMATIER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Flick amendment, and 1 would ask 

the members to remember a few of the facts that we are facing 
today. 

The fact is that our welfare payments have risen to $9.6 
billion. That is 48 percent of our budget. Of that 48 percent of 
the budget, the legislature and the Governor were forced to 
raise taxes by $3 112 billion, and now we wonder why there 
are not jobs available for people in Pennsylvania. I do not 
believe you have to be a rocket scientist to make that 
connection, that when you raise taxes and when you waste tax 
dollars, you are going to drive business and job opportunities 
out of this State. So it comes as no sulprise that there would 
be difficult timcs because of what ha$ happencd in the past. 
Now is the time, by supporting Kcpresentative Flick's 
amendment, to make a difference. 

I would like to rcmind the members that the tramitionally 
needy category that we arc talking about consists of those 
people who arc able-bodied, employable adults. They have no 
physical or mental handcaps, because if they did they would 
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be eligible for the chronically needy assistance program, nor do 
these people have dependent children to suppolt with their cash 
assistance checks. This would qualify them for the AFlX (aid 
to families with dependent children) benefits if they did have 
children to support. 

So I would like to remind the members that when we are 
talking about the transitionally needy, this is a category of 
people that we would hope we would be able to help get back 
into the mainstream, help become able-bodied working people 
rather than able-bodied people taking charity from hardworking 
taxpayers. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER Mr. Mihalich is recognized 
Mr. MMALICH. Mr. Speaker, I know or know of almost 

every member of this House, and I can categorically say that 
I do not know any mean-spirited people here. But for reasons 
unknown to me, some of this debate this akrnoon has taken 
on a very, very strong, mean-spirited flavor. 

Just a little while ago we targeted the most vulnerable 
employable people in this State, and those between 45 and 55, 
despite laws on the books against age discrimination, every one 
of us knows here it is the most difficult age group of our 
unemployed to go out and find a job. 

More recently I just heard somebody say that they do not 
need the money, because for the rest of the 9 months out of 
the year, somehow they make it. Is the implication that, well, 
they did not die and they are back here again, so they are 
okay? Now, how did they make it is the question, not whether 
they made it or not. Whether they make what? What is implied 
by "they made it"? As I said, they did not die, they are around, 
but maybe a lot worse for wear, and that is my only comment, 
Mr. Speaker. 

There are no mean-spirited people here, but I am sure that 
there are some people here who are not realistically looking at 
the unemployment situation out there. You cannot tell 
somebody, go out and get a job, as if there are jobs out there 
waiting for every individual here in this Commonwealth. It is 
not txue. And you cannot pick isolated examples of the famous 
welfare queens or kings or however you want to do it. If we 
want to apply that standard to the rest of society, we should. 
Let us not pick on the most vulnerable, the weakest people in 
our society. Let us look at this as good Americans, as good 
Pennsylvanians who are out to help our brothers and sisters. 
And despite the fact that one or two might get away with 
something, and it might even amount to quite a few bucks, that 
is not the reason to go out and pick on a whole category of 
people and practically make it impossible for them to go out 
with any kind of confidence at all or any kind of suppolt and 
really find a job. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny County, 

Mr. Fajt. 
Mr. FAJT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interngate the 

maker of the amendment. 
Ihe SPEAKEK. Mr. Flick indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. 
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Mr. FAJT. Mr. Speaker, I apologize if you mentioned this 
earlier; I did not hear it, but have you talked at all about the 
cost savings that this amendment would have upon the current 
welfare system, and if so, what is that cost savings? 

Mr. FLICK. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate your 
bringing that up. 

At the present time, the maximum monthly benefit that a 
transitionally needy, that is an 18- to 45-year-old single, able- 
bodied individual, the amount that they would receive would 
be $205 a month, and they could receive that up to a period 
for 3 months. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are now some 40,000 people 
receiving transitionally needy cash assistance. That is at the 
cost of about $60,000 to the Commonwealth, and that is just 
the cash assistance only. These individuals are also removed 
from the medical assistance. The benefit to Pennsylvania would 
be- Excuse me. Sixty-four million dollars in cash benefits and 
$126 million in medical benefits would be the savings to the 
Commonwealth Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FAJT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Roberts, is recognized. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amendment. No one here 

wants welfare reform more than I do. In fact, I campaigned on 
this issue, on the issue of the need for welfare reform. 
However, I recognize the fact, as I hope that all of my 
colleagues in this great chamber do, that as a legislator we are 
responsible to all the people of this great Commonwealth 
including those in need of assistance. The transitionally needy 
program is a partial-benefit program that provides for a group 
.of people that do not otherwise qualify for general public 
assistance but who are in fact tluly needy. 

I support welfare reform, Mr. Speaker, because there are 
too many abuses of the program that continue to abound and 
that must be eliminated. However, there are other legislation 
proposals that will come before us today that I think will better 
address the abuses that this amendment is trying to address. 1 
think this amendment will hurt more than it will help, and I 
ask my colleagues to oppose the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Anthony Williams, 
from Philadelphia is recognizd. 

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

amendment. 
The SPEAKER Mr. Flick indicates that he will respond. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I heard comments made to, I guess, basically 

outline in detail the transitionally needy program, and I remain 
a bit confused, because as 1 understand the program, it is 
certainly a lot different than that as has been described by the 
folks who would like to eliminate the category, so I would like 
to get some clarity. 

One of the items which was listed was college students. I 
would like to know if the gentleman is referring to all college 
students or to certain types of college students, and if certain 
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types, I would like him to describe those wllege students 
which would qualify. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure I heard specifically 
your questions, but I indicated that an individual who had t 
graduated from college, did not live at home, had no income, 
and had no assets could qualify for up to 90 days' cash 
assistance as a transitionally needy - 18 to 45, able-bodied, 
single, no dependents. I was not making any reference to any 
class of individuals. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, I heard clearly and many of the other 
people who sat near me heard clearly that college students 
were able to qualify, and I wanted to find out what college 
students the gentleman was referring to. Now I am hearing that 
you are not referring to any particular college students. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. FLICK. Well, 1 guess it would be an individual who 
was not attending on a full-time basis at that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So it has nothing to do with the college 
students per se. 

Mr. FLICK. Full-time college students, that is correct. It 
would not include them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Okay. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you for correcting me, Mr. Speaker. 

But if an individual drapped out for a semester and was not a 
full-time student, I suspect that that individual might be able 
to qualify. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If that individual was not living at home- 
Mr. FLICK. If they meet the other requirements. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Excuse me. If that individual was not 

living at home, if that individual was in fact, by law, identified 
as an independent from their particular family, is that not 
correct, Mr. Speaker? They were not a dependent of their 
household, correct? 

Mr. FLICK. I am sorry. You are breaking up and I could 
not hear exactly what you said. I said if an individual- 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1 still did not know what you were- 
Mr. FLICK. I think we are talking at the same time. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 
Mr. FLICK. I said if an individual dropped out of school 

for a semester or a period of time, it is quite possible that 
individual could qualify as transitionally needy. But let us look 
at the other side of the proposal, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like you to just 
answer my questions and then we can go into a dialogue if you 
would like to, because as you are stating the situation, it still 
does not fully capture what I am talking about. 

If the college student drops out, they live at home with 
their parents and they have assets, they do not qualify for 
transitionally needy. Is that not correct, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. I again caught part of what you said. Mr. 
Speaker- 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will explain to you if you did not hear. 
Mr. FIJCK. Thank you. Would you please repeat the 

question. V 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The question is, if they live at home, they 

are dependents within their household, they happen to drop out, 
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they do not qualify for welfare. Is that not correct? Or they do 
not qualify for this category. Is that not correct? 

Mr. FLICK. If they have dependents at home? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If they are dependents. If they live at 

home with their parents. 
Mr. FLICK. No, 1 said 1- Thank you, Mr. Speaker, but I 

never indicated that if they did live at home that they would. 
I said if they lived on their own- As a matter of fact, I said if 
they did not live at home. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, you said if they dropped out, but that 
is okay. We do not need to debate this. 

Mr. FLICK. Earlier I had said if they did not live at home. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Okay. 
The people that are in this category, are they not persons 

such as those that would come from the navy yard when they 
are laid off, those that were laid off from Sears, those that 
were laid off from U.S. Steel, those that were laid off from 
Gulf Oil, those that were laid off from Mack Truck? Are they 
certainly not inmviduals that would be impacted by this type 
of legislation, because certainly they are able-bodied 
individuals who may, who may have used their life savings at 
certain points in time. Would they not necessarily qualify for 
tlus categoly, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I am going to check with staff, 
but I believe that if they had worked-is it 48 months in the 
past 8 years?-they would not qualify for this. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh. So if they used up all their- 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, hold it. Mr. Speaker, as the 

welfare law now says, Mr. Speaker, under my amendment they 
would be brought into the categorically needy segment of cash 
assistance because we would remove that requirement and we 
would allow individuals who have traditional work history, 
when they have exhausted their unemployment compensation 
benefits, to qualify. And Mr. Speaker, my point is that these 
are the individuals that we need to help out there. The same 
people you are referring to in your cross-examination are the 
individuals who do not qualify for public assistance now when 
they lose their unemployment compensation benefits. My 
amendment would bring them into this system. My 
amendment, on the other hand, would remove those individuals 
who have no work hstory and who have been receiving $205 
a month for up to 3 months out of the year. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would lather take care of those 
individuals who have been separated from the work force and 
who have exhausted their unemployment compensation 
benefits. They are the people. I think, Mr. Speaker, it is time 
we start focusing on the linite numbers of dollars that we have 
available and not try to be all things to all people. 

Mr. Speaker, there are truly those in need, and as 1 recall, 
last year in the Governor's budget proposal or prior to 
submission to his proposal, he talked about a cut in cash 
assistance payments across the board because we could not 
continue to afford the system. So if you want to cut the 
individuals who are mentally disabled- 

Mr. WII.LIAMS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Speaker, I am trylng to 
follow a certain line of logical order- 

Mr. FLICK. I am trying to explain- 
Mr. WILLIAMS -in terms of asking questions. If you 

would like at certain points in time to respond in a rhetorical 
or a debating manner, that is fine. 

The SPEAKER Both gentlemen will please cease. Both 
gentlemen will please cease. 

The gentleman, Mr. Flick, and the gentleman, Mr. 
Williams, both realize this is a very, very provocative subject, 
and the Chair would request that both gentlemen do their 
utmost to maintain an especially amiable discourse as the day 
progresses. 

The debate may continue at this point. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if there is anything personal 

in terms of my comments, I would certainly like to apologize; 
it is not intended, but also I would like to follow a certain line 
of quationing, and if at some point in time, you know, the 
comments would like to get expanded, that is certainly fine, 
but I am not here to exchange back and forth at this point in 
time. I would just like to get my questions addressed and then 
proceed, and certainly the gentleman will have an opportunity 
to respond to what I guess he feels my conclusion is. I have 
not anived at a conclusion, and I am trying to permade my 
members also not to arrive at a conclusion without the 
information. 

The comments that remain with regard to the original 
question in terms of who would be closed out: In your 
amendment, is there mdfication to the asset requirement? 

Mr. FLICK. No, Mr. Speaker, not in this amendment. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. So all those people you are suggesting 

are going to be drawn into this new piece with this amendment 
would in fact not necessarily be drawn into the process. And 
furth:~, the individual, not the person with the family but the 
man or woman who is an individual not residing at home, 
renting, who spun down their unemployment compensation, 
would not necessarily be able to qualiEj for this category, and 
cetrainly based upon your comment may not be able to be 
involved in a larger program, Is that not correct, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, that is your conclusion, not mine. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I am sony? No, as you described it, I do 

not see them fitting into any program at all, so I am trying to 
get clarity. 

Mr. FLICK. Well, I think the problem, Mr. Speaker, is we 
are trying to speak in broad generalities, and the only way 1 
can refer to generalities is dividing individuals who are 
unemployed into two categories. There are those individuals 
who have a work experience and who have tried to provide for 
themselves, for their families. They are out of work through no 
fault of their own. And then there are those individuals who 
have very little work history, and in the description here of 
"transitionally needy" published by the State, they indicate that 
they have very little, if any, work history and they are 
transitionally needy, and we give them now cash assistance, 
minimum cash assistance, $205 a month for up to 3 months. 
That represents approximately $60 million a year to the 
Commonwealth. We also pay medical assistance payments for 
those people. 'That represents about $130 million to the 
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Commonwealth. We are spending $190 million for these 
individuals who have little or no work experience, and we are 
not taking care of these individuals who do have a work 
experience and who have become separated from the work 
force, because there is an exclusion in the bill, and I am trying 
to conect that. I am saying we need to focus, if we are going 
to tq to take care of those truly in need, let us focus on those 
individuals who have become separated from the work force; 
they are unemployed, and hut for the provision in the Welfare 
Code that prohibits them from collecting, many of them could 
collect. Not all of them, Mr. Speaker, hut certainly more than 
none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to get a 
response to a specific question. 

The numbers which were just generally thrown out there, 
I would hope that everybody on the floor is quite clear that all 
of those numbers which were bantered about do not have to do 
with necessarily the one category that we are speaking of. So 
it is nice that you are talking in generalities, but I am trying to 
m p n d  as specifically as possible to the category in which we 
are speaking and to those persons that will be specifically 
targeted and affected. And Ibelieve that the people from Mack 
Tmck, the people fmm the naval yard, the people from Seam, 
and a variety of other areas would believe that it is very 
specific with regard to the criteria that they are going to have 
to quality for, it is very specific, and when they do not receive 
that payment for 3 months, that measly amount of money that 
they are talking about, certainly I guess we can talk in 
generalities about how they are not responsive, how they do 
not work, or how they do not do X, Y, and Z for whatever 
period of time, hut I am not sure that that is going to fill or 
feed their children or feed their family or take care of them at 
that panicular time. 

Mr. Speaker, I could go on and ask more questions which 
would hopefully outline the fact that, frankly, not a heck of a 
lot is known about this particular category. The people who are 
moving this amendment, frankly, do not know enough about 
this category, and therefore, I do not think that they know the 
untold misery that they are going to play upon persons' lives. 

I want to thank the gentleman for responding to my 
questions. I would like to close, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There were a number of quotes earlier 
which were bantered about the floor from the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Perzel, who was quoting 
quite a few people. Well, he can quote Anthny Hardy 
Williams today, on May 4, 1993, that a number of these 
amendments- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Will the gentleman stand maybe 2 or 3 inches back from 

the microphone. The transmission of the voice through the 
system is difficult. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For those who did not capture the comments for the record, 

there were a number of comments or quotes which were 

JOURNAL - HOUSE MAY 4 

elicited today from the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Representative Peml, who took it upon himself to quote a lot 
of people, and I hope that he would quote me today, on May 
4,1993, that the people who are moving these amendments are r 
in fact not thinking about the consequences, just as when 
Governor Thornburgh decided to make major modifications to 
this particular category. We in Philadelphia County have seen 
untold numbers of homeless people, those who do not have 
conventional work experience hut nonetheless cenainly would 
want to work and are seeking work. I am sure in your 
counties, which are not necessaily Philadelphia County, you 
also see the misery from those Thornburgh cuts, because they 
counted numbers, not people. W 

Therefore, I would have to think and conclude that the 
people who are behind these amendments, mean spirited or 
unintentionally mean spirited, nonetheless, it is heanless and 
thoughtless, and it is celtainly not in the deed of the 
Constitution of Pennsylvania, where we are to pmtect all 
Pennsylvanians, and therefore, I am standing in opposition to 
the amendments which are before us today. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER Mr. Stetler from York County is the next 
person to debate. 

Mr. STETLER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to this amendment, and I do so for 

several reasons. 
Just moments ago, although I have to say it seems like 

days, we voted to expand the definition of transitionally needy 
from 18 to 45 to 18 to 55, and now we are turning around and 
considering tojust eliminate the whole group completely. This 
does not seem rational to me. 

A second point is that in listening to the debate this 
morning, we have not been able to determine what the number 
of repeaters are of this benefit. To be honest, I have not heard 
an argument to say that there is really a problem with this 
benefit, but I am sure problems will result if we pass this 
amendment, and I refer specifically to the homeless. Currently 
22 percent of the homeless receive this benefit. Not only will 
these 22 percent lose the benefit but I am greatly a h i d  that in 
areas not just like Philadelphia and Pittsburgh but areas like 
York, the number of people in the ranks of the homeless will 
grow, and this concerns me greatly. 

This amendment, Mr. Speaker, violates the spirit and the 
result that I envisioned when I first sat down with 
Representative Trich and staned working on the concept of '.I 
welfare reform. 

Mr. Speaker, in good conscience, I cannot support this 
amendment and a5k my colleagues to vote "no." Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-107 W 
~ d d ~ h  F B ~  ~ e h  Sather 
All" Fichter L W C ~  saumn 
Argsll Fleagle Maitland Saylor 



-0g 
Baker 
B.rley 
B i d i n  
Boyes 
B m  
Bunt 
Bush 
Camoe 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Coheo, L. I. 
Cornell 
oRnpsey 
Dent 
D m  
Durham 
Egotf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
F.rgo 

Acosta 
Batlist0 
Bebkdooes 
Belardi 
Bellanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Butkovitz 
BuXio,, 
Caltagimae 
Cappbianca 
Csm 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola- 
Corngun 
Cowell 
Coy 
Cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 

Demwdy 
Donahlcci 

Flick 
Gamble 
Gannoa 
Geist 
Gerlach 
Gladeck 
Godsball 
G ~ p p o  
Harley 
Hasay 
Heckler 
Hennesse~ 
H e w n  
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
ladlawiec 
Kaiser 
Kenoqi 
King 
Krebs 
Laub 
Lawless 
Lee 

NAYS-92 
Evans Lucyk 
Fee Manderino 
Freeman McCall 
Gmrge Mcdeeban 
Giglioni McNally 
Gordner Melio 
Gruitza Michlovic 
Hama hlihalich 
Hughes Mundy 
~tkin Murphy 
l m e s  O ' b m e l l  
lamlin Oliver 
losephs PeSn 
Kssunic Petrarca 
Keller Pistella 
Kirkland Preston 
Kukovich Richardson 
Lac& Rieger 
Laughlin Riller 
Lederer Robetts 
Lescovitz Robinson 
Levdansb Roebuck 
Linton Rmney 
Lloyd 

NOT VOTING4 
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Rudy 
Ssntoni 
Senmenti 
Staback 
Steelman 
Steighner 
SMler 
Studa 
Sums 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
veon 
Vitali 
Williams 
Wright. D. R 
Yandrisnits 
YW"C 

~ a r k a ~ e k  ssheaz 
Marsico Sehuler 
Mspland Snnmel 
~ a y e m i k  Serafini 
Micome Smith, B. 
Miller smith. S. H. 
Nailor Snyder. D. W. 
Nickol Stairs 
Nyce st61 
O'Brien Stern 
Olasz Stish 
P-I stnttmam 
Pdrone Taylor, E. Z. 
Penit Taylor, I. 
Phillips Tomlinron 
Piccola True 
~ i t t s  Tulli 
Plans U l i m  
Rsymond Vsnce 
~ e b e r  wwgh 
Reinard W0g.n 
Rohrer wright, M. N. 
Rubley zug 
Ryan 

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

The Chair recognizs the majority leader for the purpose of 
an announcement. 

Mr. m. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move that the 
House now stand in recess and reconvene at 2 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MS. STEELMAN 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Representative 
Steelman from Indiana County for an anncuncement. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
At the State System of Higher &cation breakfast last 

week, one of the subjects of discussion that excited a good 
deal of interest was the tuition challenge grant proposal. We 
are going to be having a discussion on the various forms of the 
tuition challenge grant over the lunch break. There will be 
representatives from the State-owned and State-related 
universities and some committee staff members to assist us in 
our deliberations. This is a bipartisan meeting, room 14, East 
Wing. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER The Chair would like to welcome to the 
hall of the House the 3M Group sponsored by the Jordan 
U.C.C. Church. They are in the gallely, and they are here as 
the guests of the I h g h  County delegation. 

I The SPEAKER Room 14, East Wing, tuition challenge 
grant meeting, hosted by Representative Steelman and others. 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader for another 
announcement. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I wwld like to amend my recess 
motion that the reconvening of the House will occur at 215. 

The SPEAKER The House will please understand that the 
majority leader has requested a 15-minute extension to 215. 
The House recess will last until 2: 15 this afternoon. 

I DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to call a Democratic caucus at 2 o'clock in the 

majority caucus room. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER Democratic caucus at 2; a 15-minute 

caucus for the Democrats. All Democrats are requested to be 
at caucus fmm 2 to 2: 15. 

I VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Levdansky, is 
recognized. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank vou. Mr. Sueaker. 
Mr. Speaker, yesterday on hnd  assa age of HB 41, I was 

not in my seat. I would like to be registered in the affirmative. 
Tcday on amendment A1333, I pushed my button but it did 

not operate. I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread acmss the record. 

The Chair recognizes Mrs. Rubley. 
Mrs. RUBLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like the record to reflect that I voted in the 

affirmative for amendment 1333 to HB 134 1. Thank you. 
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malfunctioned and I was not recorded. I wish to be recorded 
in the fi~rmative. I 

The SPEAKER The gentlelady's remarks will be spread 
aCroSS the record. 

Tne gentleman, Mr. Slurla, is recognized. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, on SB 298 my switch 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread across the record, and we will have 
someone take a look at your switch. 

Reduction Act, requiring State agencies and offices to purchase 
recycled paper products containing postconsumer waste. 

CONSERVATION. 

The gentleman, Mr. Fairchild, is recognized. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER This House stands in recess until 215. 

AFTER RECESS - -  ~ ~ 

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

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. His I The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
remarks will be spread across the House Journal. Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 341, PN 1695, 

Yesterday on a motion b; the majority leader to suspend 
the rules, I was not recorded and I would like to be recorded 
in the affirmative. 

and HB 830, PN 893, be removed from the tabled calendar and 
APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING I placed upon the active calendar. 

order. 
W 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Chairman Dwight 
Evans of Philadelphia. 

Mr. EVANS. May I call the Appmpriations Committee to 
meet in the majority caucus room immediately. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The House Appmpriations Committee is 
alerted to an immediate meeting in the House majority caucus 
room; House Appmpriations Committee will report 
immediately to the House majority caucus room. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

- .  
An Act amending the act of December 6, 1972 (P.L.1392, 

No.298), known as the Third Class City Port Authority Act, 
further providing for powers of port authorities. 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

HB 77, PN 87 By Rep. PETRONE 
An Act amending the act of December 6, 1972 (P.L.1392, 

No.298), known as the Third Class City Port Authority Act, 
further providing for powers of port authorities. 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

HB 194, PN 211 By Rep. PETRONE 
An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), 

known as The Third Class City Code, providing for designation of 
fue chiefs and deputy fire chiefs. 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

AB 750, PN 814 By Rep. PETRONE 
An Actamending the actof Iune 26,1931 (P.L.1379,No.348), 

referred to as the Third Class County Assessment Board Law, 
further ~roviding for appointments to the Board of Assessment 
Appeals. 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

HB 1384, PN 1516 By Rep. GEORGE 
An Act amending the act of July 28. 1988 (P.L.556. NoIOl), 

known as the Municipal Waste Planning, Recycling and Waste 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 341, PN 1695, 

be recommitted to the Appmpriations Committee. 

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

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to bring the attention 
of the House to the fact that permission is being given to John 
Forester of the Reading Eagle and Bill Uhrich, also of the 
Reading Eagle, a photographer. They will be on the floor 
taking photographs today during the welfare debate. 

Also, the Chair would like to announce that Herb Logan of 
the flouse Republican Video will be on the floor filming with 
audio during the welfare reform debate. 

HOUSE BILL 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 1536 By Representatives EVANS, BELARDI, W 
TRELLO, <:OLAIZZO, MIf IALICH, ROONEY, 
BAITISTO, MEI,IO and YANDIUSEVITS 
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An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175). 
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, further providing for 
the review of financial solvency of insurers. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, May 4. 
1993. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 6, PN 16 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act amending the act of June 18, 1974 (P.L.359, No.lZO), 

referred to as the Municipal Police Education and Training Law, 
further defining "police officer" and "police department"; adding 
a defmition; and further providing for powers and duties of the 
commission, for police training, for penalties and for reimburse- 
ment of training expenses. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 353, PN 1624 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act providing for the payment of interest on purchases by 

political subdivisions. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1392, PN 1622 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act providing for the formation of the Joint Legislative 

and Executive Task Force on Job Creation and for the implemen- 
tation of a comprehensive job creation plan. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 60, PN 60 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act dedicating a section of Interstate Highway 279 within 

the City of Pittsburgh to the residents whose removal permitted its 
construction. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

HB 6, PN 16; HB 353, PN 1624; HB 1392, PN 1622; and 
SB 60, PN 60. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize in the 
balcony Mrs. Nan Levy and her students from the Tumer 
Middle School in Philadelphia, southwestern Philadelphia's 
191st District, represented by Anthony Hardy "Tony" Wil- 
liams. Welcome to the floor of the House. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1341 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, is rccognized 
for amendment 1273. 

This amendment is located in the packct with the certificate 
on the front. The amendment that we are dealing with now, 

amendment No. 1273, is located in the packet with the 
certificate on the front. 

The clerk will please read the amendment. 

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

amended? 
Mr. FLICK offered the following amendments No. A1273: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 7, by inserting after "Corps;" 
further restricting assistance payments and 
medical assistance to certain chronically 
needy persons; 

Amend Title, page 1, line 23, by striking out "a repeal" and 
inserting 

reveals 
Amend Sec. 3,pa'ge 7, line 28, by inserting after "Sections" 

432(3)(i)(H) and (I) and (iii), 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
Section 432. Eligibility.-Except as hereinafter otherwise 

provided, and subject to the rules, regulations, and standards 
established by the department, both as to eligibility for assistance 
and as to its nature and extent, needy persons of the classes 
defmed in clauses (I), (2), and (3) shall be eligible for assistance: *.. 

(3) Other persons who are citizens of the United States, or 
legally admitted aliens and who are chronically needy or transi- 
tionally needy persons. 

(i) Chronically needy persons are those persons chronically 
in need who may be eligible for an indeterminate period as a 
result of medical, social or related circumstances and shall be 
limited to: . 

(H) Any person who has previously been employed full time 
[for at least forty-eight months out of the previous eight years] 
and has exhausted his or her unemvlovment comvensation benefits . . 
prior to applying for assistance. 

[(I) Any person who does not otherwise qualify as chroni- 
cally needy, and who is receiving general assistance on the date 
this section is enacted into law and who has not refused a bona 
fide job offer or otherwise failed to comply with all employment 
requirements of this act and regulations promulgated thereunder. 
Such person must comply with all employment requirements of 
this act and regulations promulgated thereunder. If after the date 
this section is enacted into law a person's general assistance grants 
are terminated, then that person may not subsequently qualify for 
general assistance under this clause except when such person has 
been terminated from employment through no fault of his own and 
has not met the minimum credit week qualifications of the act of 
December 5,1936 (2nd Sp.Sess., 1937 P.L.2897, No.l), known as 
the "Unemployment Compensation Law." If it is determined that 
the classification of persons according to their status on the date 
of enactment as provided in this clause is invalid, then the 
remainder of this act shall be given full force and effect as if this 
clause had been omitted from this act, and individuals defined in 
this clause shall be considered transitionally needy if otherwise 
eligible. No person shall qualify for general assistance under this 
clause after December 31, 1982.1 . 

[(iii) Transitionally needy persons are those persons who are 
otherwise eligible for general assistance but do not qualify as 
chronically needy. Assistance for transitionally needy persons 
shall be authorized only once in any twelve-month period in an 
amount not to exceed the amount of ninety days'assistance.] 

t.. 

Amend Hill. vane 12. bv insertinn between lines I8 and 19 
Section 7. ~ e c c o n  442:l of the act, amended April 8, 1982 

(P.L.231, No.75). is amended to read: 
Section 442.1. The Medically Needy; Determination of 

Eligibility.-A person shall be considered medically needy if he: 
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(1) Resides in Pennsylvania, regardless of the duration of 
his residence or his absence therefrom; and 

(2) Meets the standards of Cmancial eligibility established 
by the department with the approval of the Governor. In establish- 
ing these standards the department shall take into account (i) the 
funds certified by the Budget Secretary as available for medical 
assistance for the medically needy; (ii) pertinent Federal legisla- 
tion and regulations; and (iii) the cost of living. [Transitionally 
needy persons who are not eligible for cash assistance by reason 
of section 432(3)(iii) shall be considered medically needy if 
otherwise eligible.] 

Amend Sec. 7, page 12, line 19, by striking out "7" and 
inserting 

8 
Amend Sec. 8, page 13, line 6, by striking out "8" and 

inserting 
0 
7 

Amend Sec. 9. page 14. line 19, by striking out "9" and 
inserting 

10 
Amend Sec. 10, page 15, line 16, by striking out "10" and 

inserting 
11 

Amend Sec. l I, page 19, line 3, by striking out "I I" and 
inserting 

17 . - 
Amend Sec. 11 (Sec. 491). vane 23. lines 9 and 10, by .. . - 

striking out "or transit~ona~l~'." 
Amend Sec. 12, page 26, line 19, by striking out "12" and . . 

inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 28, line 12, by striking out "13." and 
insertinn - 

14. (a) 
Amend Sec. 13, page 28, by inserting between lines 14 and 

1 5  .< 
(b) The following acts and parts of acts are repealed insofar 

as they provide job training or grants for persons classified as 
transitionally needy: 

Act of Julv 13. 1987 (P.L.332.No.62). knownas the Pro~ect 
Independence Act. 

Act of July 13, 1987 (P.L.342, No.65), known as the 
Employment Opportunities Act. 

(c) The repeals under subsection (a) shall be applied 
prospectively and shall not affect any job training program or 
grant entered into on or prior to July 1 ,  1993. 

Amend Sec. 14, page 28, line 15, by striklng out "14" and 
inserting 

15 
Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 20, by striking out "IS" and 

inserting 
16 

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Flick. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I withdraw that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. 'The Chair thanks the gentleman, and 

amendment No. 1273 is withdrawn. 

On the bill, the Chair recognixs the gentleman, Mr. 
Sau rmq  who introduces amendment 1277. ' h s  amendment 
is located in packet No. 3. 

1 The gentleman, Mr. Saurman's amendment will be read by 1 the clerk 

On the question recurring, 
W~l l  the House agree to the bill on third consideration as m 

amended? 
Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No. 

A1277: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 414), page 7, line 14, by striking out 
"FINGERPRINTED AND PHOTO and inserting 

finger-vhoto 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 414), page 7, line 17, by striking out 

"COMMONWEALTH and inserting 
Department of Public Welfare t. 

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

The SPEAKER On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Montgomery, George Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I had another amendment that I have with- 

drawn, and I would just like to make a statement for those who 
were interested in that. That was the Oregon plan for full 
employment. I think that that will produce a lot of the answers 
to some of the questions that were asked today, but the 
chairman of the Health and Welfare Committee has agreed to 
hold hearings on that, and with the budget situation coming up, 
it seemed wise to withdraw that. 

However, the amendment A1277 is a bipartisan amendment 
offered in conjunction with Representative Melio, and it is to 
clarify two points about our finger photo identification pilot 
project which was added to the bill in committee. 

The first thing it does is to clarify that it is our intent that 
a new computer technology be used which eliminates the need 
for traditional fingerprinting techniques, and in that system, 
two index fingers would be placed on a computer pad, and that 
will photograph the patterns and store them in a memory bank. 
Second, to alleviate some of the concerns that people have, this 
amendment provides that the Department of Welfare only have 
access to the finger photo identification data. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask for the concurrence in this 
technical amcndment. I understand that it has been agreed to. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Tony Melio, is 
recognized. 

Mr. MEI.10. Mr. Speaker, I would agree with my col- w 
league, Mr. Saurman. I just want to put some information on 
the record. 

?he finger photo identification system is a foolproof form 
of identification that is currently in use in 10s Angeles County, 
California, and Onondaga and Rockland Counties, New York. 

The system works by photographing both index fingers 
with the use of an electronic pad connected to an IBM 
personal computer. I h e  fingcr photos are then stored in a .r 
central data bank. 

The New York program is not in use statewide. It has been 
instituted as a pilot program in two counties, specifically 
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Onondaga, which is the Syracuse area, and Rockland in 
suburban New York. 

The function of the system is to doublecheck various forms 
of pemnal identification that can be falsified with a form that 
cannot be altered, specifically fingerprints. Utilizing this 
system in New York, it was discovered recently that 100 
people received approximately $45 million over a 5-year 
period by utilizing false identification. One of these persons 
succeeded in obtaining false ID and documentation and used 
it to receive 12 payments for 12 nonexistent families. 

It needs to be clearly understood that this is a computerized 
photo process. It does not involve the traditional fingerprinting 
process that utilizes ink and fingerprint cards. It bears greater 
similarity to the procedure used in obtaining a photo ID 
operator's license. Furthermore, the New York program does 
not permit access to the central data bank by any criminal 
justice personnel. In addition, people in certain occupations in 
New York must be fingerprinted under provisions of law. 
These include pharmacists, schoolbus drivers, some bank 
employees and securities industry personnel, as well as people 
who adopt children. 

The only purpose of this ID system is to answer one 
question: Is the applicant for a welfare program already 
enrolled in the program? 

This system would work to guarantee that money appropri- 
ated for the Commonwealth's welfare programs would be 
utilized to help those in need as intended by the General 
Assembly. 

I ask my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to adopt the 
amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I also support the Sauman 
amendment. I think certainly it is something we need to do to 
clarify the language. It is somethng that was adopted in the 
bill. 

I also want my friend, the minority leader, to remember 
how I stood up and said I support the Sauman amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Spcaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
R y n .  

Mr. RYAN. I knew he would stand up and support that 
amendment because yesterday he came over and marked up 
my amendment sheet and he wrote "yes" next to this amend- 
ment, and he knew if he did not support it today, I would have 
this all over the place this afternoon. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the Appropriations 
Committee chairman, who is a man of his word and the 
printcd word a s  well. 

The SPEAKER. 'The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question recumng, 
Will the House agree to the amcndments'? 

'lhe following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-190 
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~ & l p h  Fairchild Linton Rudy 
Allen Fajt Lloyd R ~ a n  

pargo Lucyk ~antoni 
-mug Fa- ~ y n c h  sather 
Baker Fee Maitland S a m n  

E:z Achter Manderino Saylor 
Flea& Markwk %he& 

BebkOJones Flick Mmico Schuler 
Belardi Fmman Masland scrimenti 
Be"Bnti Gamble ~ a y e m i k  semml 
Birmelin Gannon McCall Serafini 
Bishop Geisf Mffiehan Smith, B. 
BI,, ~ e o r g e  MCNUIIY smith. S. H. 
Bo~es Gerlach Melio Snyder, D. W. 
Bm Giglimi Michlovic Staback 
Bunt Gladeck Micozie Stairs 

Gadshall Mihalish Steel- 
~ , , t k ~ c t z  ~o rdne r  Miller Steighner 
Buxtoo Gruim Mundy Sttil E:z$!Oa G N P P ~  Murphy stem 

Hanna Nailor Stetler 
Harley Nickol Stisb 

Carone Hasly Nyce Strittmatter 
Cawley Heckler O'Brien S t d a  
Cessr Hennessey O'Donnell S u m  
Chaduick H e m n  Olasz T a n m i  
civera Hershey P-I ~aylor,  E. Z. 
a u k  Hess ~ e s c i  Taylor. 1. 
C l w r  Hutchinson Petrarca T i p  
Cohen, L. I. Itkin Petrone Tomlinsoo 
Cohen, M, ~adlowiec Pettit T ~ ~ I I O  
~ ~ l . f ~ l l ~  Jamlin Phillips True 
Cola* Kaiser Piccola Tulli 
Cornell Kasunic Pistella Uliana 
Conigan Keller Pins Vance 
Cowell ~ e n n e y  platis Van ~ a r n e  
COY King   red on Veon 
Curry Krebs R a w n d  Vitali 
Daley Kukovich Reber Waugh 
DeLuca LaGmtta Reinard 
mw 

W w n  
h u b  Rieger Wright, D. R 

oent Laughlin Ritter Wright. M. N. 
D~-Y Lawless Rabens Yandrisevits 
Donatucn Lederer Rdinson Yewcic 
Druce Lee Roebuck Zug 
h,harn  Leh Rohrer 
Egolf Lescovie Rooney Dew-, 
Evans h d s n s k y  Rubley Speaker 

NAYS-9 

Acosta Josqhs Oliver Tho- 
Kirkland Richardson Williams 

J,, 

NOT VOTING-0 

E X C U S E M  

Merry Tnch Womiak 

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

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

amended? 
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AMENDMENT A1224 RECONSIDERED I Halush Meny Trich womia  
The SPEAKER Mr. Evans is recognized and moves that 

the vote by which amendment 1224 to  HB 1341, P N  1612, 
passed on the 4th day of  May be reconsidered. 

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

The follo 

Acaata 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
-g 
Bslrer 
&ley 
BanisIo 
BeIsrdi 
Belfanti 
Bimlio 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY- 
B m  
Bunt 
Bush 
B"lk0Vik 
B m n  
capp.bi- 
C m e  
Cawley 
Cesssr 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Cladr 
Clyma 
Cohen. L. I. 
Coh* M. 
Colafella 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cavell 
coy 
c w  
Daley 
DeLusa 
ms6y 
Dent 
-Y 
Donatucci 
D~uce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 

wing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

Fee Lloyd 
Fichter h c y k  
Fleagle Lynch 
Flick Maitland 
F-n Manderino 
G d l e  Markosek 
Omon Manim 
Geist Masland 
George Mayemik 
Geriach McCall 
Giglidti McGeehan 
Olakk  McNally 
Godshnll Melio 
Gordncr Michlwis 
Gndtra Miccolie 
0- Mihalich 
H a m  Miller 
Harley Mmdy 
Hasay MUP~Y 
HecWer Nailor 
Hemessy Niskol 
Herman NYW 
Hershey O'Brien 
Hess O'Donnell 
Hughes Olasr. 
Hutchinson Oliver 
ltkin Peml 
Jadlowiec Pesci 
James Pararca 
Imlin Petmne 
Jwephs Pellit 
Kaim Phillip 
Kasuaic Piccola 
Keller Pistella 
Keoney Pitts 
King Plalls 
Kirkland Preston 
Krebs Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGmlta Reinard 
h u b  Richardson 
Laughlin Rieger 
Lawless Ritter 
LPderer Robelts 
Lee Rcbioson 
Leh Rohrer 
Lescovitz Rmney 
Imdanslry Rubley 
Linton Rudy 

Ryao 
Santooi 
Sather 
S a m 0  
Saylw 
%he& 
khuler 
Scrimenti 
Smuml 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Stnl 
Stern 
SIeIleler 
Stirh 
stnttmatter 
Shlrla 
Sum 
T a n m i  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinson 
Trello 
T~ue 
Tvlli 
Uliana 
Vane 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vilali 
waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wright. D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandrirwitr 
Ywcic  
zug 

DeWeese. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-5 

BebkoIones Cam Colaim Roebuck 
Caltagimne 

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

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 
The clerk read the following amendments No. A1224: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 9, by inserting after "PRO- 
GRAM:" - - - - ~ -  

further providing for eligibility for assis- 
tance; 

Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by inserting after "children;" 
further providing for eligibility determina- 
tions for the medically needy; 

Amend Title, page 1, line 23, by striking out "a repeal." and 
inserting 

repeals. 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 28, by inserting after "Sections" 

432(3)(i)(H) and (I) and (iii), 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, by inserting behveen lines 29 and 30 
Section 432. Eligibility.-Except as hereinafter otherwise 

provided, and subject to the rules, regulations, and standards 
established by the department, both a s  to eligibility for assistance 
and as to its nature and extent, needy persons of the classes 
defined in clauses (I) ,  (2), and (3) shall be eligible for assistance: * * *  

(3) Other persons who are citizens of the United States, or 
legally admitted aliens and who are chronically needy or transi- 
tionally needy persons. 

(i) Chronically needy persons are those persons chronically 
in need who may be eligible for an indeterminate period as a 
result of medical, social or related circumstances and shall be 
limited to: * * *  

IH) Anv oerson who has oreviouslv been e m ~ l o v e d  full time . , ~~ , .  . . 
[lor at least forty-elght months out of the prcv~ous e ~ g h t  years] 
and has exhausted h ~ a  or her unemployment compensauon benefits 
prior to applying for assistance. 

[(I) Any person who does not otherwise qualify a s  chroni- 
cally needy, and who is receiving general assistance on the date 
this section is enacted into law and who has not refused a bona 
fide job offer or otherwise failed to comply with all employment 
requirements of this act and regulations promulgated thereunder. 
Such person must comply with all employment requirements of 
this act and regulations ~romulaated thereunder. If after the date 
this section is 'nacted inio law aperson3s general assistance grants 
are terminated, then that person may not subsequently qualify for 
general assistance under this clause except when such person has 
been terminated from employment through no fault of his own and 
has not met the minimum credit week qualifications of the act of 
December 5,1936 (2nd Sp.Sess., 1937 P.L.2897,No.l), known as 
the "Unemployment Compensation Law." If it is determined that 
the classification of persons according to their status on the date 
of enactment as provided in this clause is invalid, then the 
remainder of this act shall be given full force and effect a s  if this 
clause had been omitted from this act, and individuals defined in 
this clause shall be considered transitionally needy if otherwise 
eligible. No person shall qualify for general assistance under this 
clause after December 31, 1982.1 . * 

[(iii) Transitionally needy persons are those persons who are 
otherwise eligible for general assistance but do not qualify a s  
chronically needy. Assistance for transitionally needy persons 
shall be authorized only once in any twelve-month period in an 
amount not to exceed the amount of ninety days' assistance.] . . 

Amend Bill, page 12, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
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Section 7. Section 442.1 of the act, amended April 8, 1982 
(P.L.231, No.75), is amended to read: 

Section 442.1. The Medically Needy; Determination of 
Eligibility.-A person shall be considered medically needy if he: 

(1) Resides in Pennsylvania, regardless of the duration of 
his residence or his absence therefrom; and 

(2) Meets the standards of financial eligibility established 
by the department with the approval of the Governor. In establish- 
ing these standards the department shall take into account (i) the 
funds certified by the Budget Secretary as available for medical 
assistance for the medically needy; (ii) pertinent Federal legisla- 
tion and regulations; and (iii) the cost of living. [Transitionally 
needy persons who are not eligible for cash assistance by reason 
of section 432(3)(iii) shall be considered medically needy if 
otherwise eligible.] 

Amend Sec. 7, page 12, line 19, by striking out "7" and 
inserting 

8 
Amend Sec. 8, page 13, line 6, by striking out "8" and 

inserting 
9 

Amend Sec. 9, page 14, line 19, by striking out "9" and 
inserting 

10 
Amend Sec. 10, page IS, line 16, by striking out "10" and 

inserting 
11 

Amend Set. 11. page 19, line 3, by striking out "11" and 
inserting 

12 
Amend Sec. 11 (Sec. 491), page 23, lines 9 and 10, by 

str~king out "or transitionally" 
Amend Sec. 12, page 26, line 19, by striking out "12" and 

inserting 
13 

Amend Bill, page 28, lines 12 through 14, by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 

Section 14. (a) The following acts and parts of acts are 
repealed insofar as they provide job training or grants for persons 
classified as transitionally needy: 

Act of July 13, 1987 (P.L.332, No.62), known as the Project 
Independence Act. 

Act of July 13, 1987 (P.L.342, No.65), known as the 
Employment Opportunities Act. 

(b) Section 1701-A of the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, 
 NO.^), known as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, is repealed. 

Amend Sec. 14, page 28, line 15, by striking out "14" and 
inserting 

15 
Amend Bill, page 28, by inserting between lines 19 and 20 
Section 16. (a) The amendment affecting transitionally 

needy individuals in section 491(b) of the act shall only apply to 
persons applying for employment on or after the effective date of 
the amendment of section 491 of the act. 

(b) The repeals under section 14(a) ofthis act shall apply 
prospectively and shall not affect any job training program or 
grant entered into on or before the effective date of section 17 of 
this act. 

Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 20, by striking out "15" and 
inserting 

17 
Amend Sec. 15, page 28, by inserting between lines 22 and 

23 
(2) This section shall take effect immediately. 

Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 23, by striking out "(2)" and 
inserting 

(3) 

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

JOURNAL - HOUSE 881 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 

Ryan. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to take up any 

amount of time that is actually noticeable on this. I would 
remind the members that this is an amendment that passed 
with 107 votes before lunch. Now, unless people were fed 
something over the luncheon break, I would M ~ Y  expect that 
this vote would be 107 to 92 agaiq and I will be curious to 
,, how we do ,fie, that luncheon break on this, - 
Mr. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Evans, is recognized. 
Mr. EVANS. The minority leader said that unless people 

have been fed something over lunch. The minority leader 
probably should know by now he pmbably should never say 
anything to me on the record that I can in return take it and 
Say what has been fed over the record. 

What 1 will say, Mr. Speaker, to the minority leader is, 
what I like to think has been fed to people is that there must 
be an answer to this problem. I said to the minority leader that 
I am for welfare reform; I am for changing the way that the 
system works, but I am for changing it in a way that is in a 
constructive way, not in a destructive way. 

I would be the first one to say that transitionally needy, the 
system does not work, but I would also be the first one to say 
that there is no way you can eliminate something and then turn 
around and then say, well, we are not going to be concerned 
about that; we are just going to do savings. What is unfo~tu- 
nate about this process is it is not on a level playing field. 
Some of you on that side know that this is not the right or 
correct thing to do. You know that, but what is u n f o m t e  in 
this process is that folks are playing politics. 

Now, we have got a chance to do something on welfare 
reform. We have got a chance. We have a Senate we have to 
deal with and we have a Governor we have to deal with. What 
is unfortunate, if for some reason this should stay in the bill, 
I am not too optimistic that this bill will law, I am 
saying to you there is an opportunity for once to do something 
about welfare reform, and in my view, I do not believe 
eliminating transitionally is the answer. should 

programs? Yes. we have residency requirements? 
Yes. Should we have efforts that force people on transitionally 
needy to get a job? Yes. We should do all of those things, but 
just eliminating an entire categoly and thinking that you are 
solving the problem for welfare is not an answer; that is not an 
answer. Most of you over there on that side know that that is 
not an answer because I looked at your votes. All of you were 
just one way, and all of you do not believe that. I 
know you do not believe that. You are doing it for public 
consumption. But there is an opportunity. This should not be 
a panisan issue; this should be bipartisan. 

So I would hope the gentleman, as he indicated that you 
have been fed something during the lunch hour, I hope all of 
those of you who voted "yes" have been fed something and 
reconsider your particular position and understand that this is 
no[ about a Democratic package or a Republican package, 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE MAY 4 

because I am going to tell you something. All the Democrats I In this bill, Mr. Speaker, we have the Community Work 
on this side do not agree with me with what is in this package; Program which has been in existence since 1982, 1981. We 
all of the Democrats do not agree with me. But I am saying to 
you that we have got to figure out how we put a package 
together that can pass this House that in retum can meet the 
test of the Senate as well as deal with the Governor, and I am 
sharing with you, eliminating transitionally needy will not meet 
the test of the Governor. 

So I share with you, I want to do welfare reform. I think 
it is important we do welfm reform. But the only way in my 
view we do it is there has to be a little give-and-take, and there 
is some give-and-take in this bill. And no, this is not a perfect 
bill. This is not everytlung evelybody wanted. This is not 
everything Representative Taylor wanted or Representative 
Richardson wanted or what Dwight Evans wanted. There is a 
little bit in there for evelybody, and it is an attempt on our part 
to do something to make a change in the system. 

So I hope, Mr. Speaker, I hope that not just something 
different has happened on this side but I hope something 
different has happened on that side, because, Mr. Speaker, I 
have s h o w  may it be with Representative Snyder or Repre- 
sentative Saurman or Representative Taylor when we were in 
the Health and Welfare Committee, I have shown, Mr. 
Speaker, that I have been willing to try to reach out. I have 
been willing to try to find a way to work this out. But unfortu- 
nately, Mr. Speaker, there are always some people who feel 
like they have got to have it their way, and if it is not their 
way, there is not going to be any issue, so they can tun out 
there and they can say, the Democrats were weak on welfare 
and they did not want to beat up on people enough. 

Well, I am sharing with you that I only ask people to think 
about what you are doing. Let me repeat that: I only ask 
people to think about what you are doing. Because the reality 
of it is, this category called transitionally needy of 40,000 
people, there needs to be an answer to it, and I do not believe 
the answer is just eliminating the category and then all of a 
sudden turning around and saying, we solved the problem. 
That does not solve the problem. The problem does not go 
away. Mr. Speaker. The reality of it is, the way you solve it, 
you have debate and discussion. My understanding, we have 
got some other amendments that are coming up that people are 
going to have on the table trying to figure out how we deal 
with welfare. Turning around and eliminating this is not going 
to solve it. 

Let me just say this to you in conclusion. A number of 
people said, well, I am doing the right thing because that is the 
way my people think. My people from my district want me to 
do this and to do that, and I think that is the best way to do it. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, I share with you that I do not believe that 
the people you represent want you just to eliminate people 
completely from receiving it. Do they want people on welfare? 
No, they do not want people on welfare. Do they want a 
constructive answer to welfare? Yes, they want a constructive 
answer to welfare. They would rather have people working 
than receiving a check. 

have that in this bill, Mr. Speaker. We have language in this 
bill, Mr. Speaker, that says that any State contract, that we t 
have to do something about trying to place people in transition- 
ally needy. Mr. Speaker, we have a support work program in 
this bill that targets transitionally needy, Mr. Speaker. We do 
those kinds of things that I believe, and I would hope you will 
believe, try to make a change in the way welfare has been 
conducted in this State. 

So I am hoping, Mr. Speaker, that you will reconsider your 
positions and you will vote "no" on the Flick amendment. 
'Ikd you. w 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Ryan, is recognized. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, briefly I just wanted to answer 

the gentleman, Mr. Evans, the majority Appropriations 
Committee chairman. He makes much of the fact that the 
Govemor may or may not like this. I have sat here for any 
number of years listening to leaders from both sides of the 
aisle warn us that it does not matter; we should not pay 
attention to what the Senate is going to do, reportedly going to 
do with something, or what the Governor is going to do with 
something, and I think that is probably right. We never know 
just what is going to be going through their minds at any given 
time, and I do not think that should drive us. I think it is 
something we should consider, but I do not think it should 
drive us. 

This particular bill-and I think this is what should drive 
us-this particular bill is taking off the rolls people who are 
able-bodied, people who can work. They are going to lose the 
$205 that they receive a month for 3 months, and where is this 
money going to go? This money is going to be made available 
for the people that Mr. Evans has been talking about for the 
past 2 days, the people who have or had jobs, jobs, jobs, and 
when they had the jobs and the jobs were lost, they went on 
unemployment compensation. And when their unemployment 
compensation went out, what did they have? They had nothing 
but this. With this transitionally needy categow done away 
with, their unemployment compensation is reinstated if they 
were working people, and these are the people that I think we 
owe our allegiance to right now. It is people between 18 and, 
by virtue of the last amendment, 55 who are able-bodied that 
are being taken off this to provide money for unemployment 
compensation receivers who have lost their benefits because of 
time going out, and they are the ones -the factories that have 
closed, the workers who have lost their jobs, who have a work 
history -that we have a responsibility to, in my judgment, and 
they are the ones that 1 am trying to look out for. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes Ken Lee. 

Mr. LEE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I do not mean to take the time of the House here, but I had 

to take reference to a remark made by the Appropriations 
chairman regarding the idea that this should be a bipartisan 
effort here on reforming the welfare system, and I totally agree 
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with him. The question I have to him is, where is the biparti- 
sanship here? I am not a member of the Health and Welfare 
Committee; 1 am not an expert on these types of issues, but I 
have not seen any dialogue going on between our side of the 
aisle and their side of the aisle to come up with this package. 
My assertion of it is, this is not even a one-party effort. 
Judging by the fact that only three members of the Democratic 
Caucus are cosponsors of this package that was tun out late 
last week and judging by some of the votes we have had here 
today, I think there are some people on that side of the aisle 
that also have some concerns about this piece of legislation. 

What we are doing here on this side of the aisle right now, 
by supporting the Flick amendment, is basically saying, hey, 
we want some input here, too. Let us sit down; let us try to 
talk about this. Probably not the best place to do this is on the 
House floor. We should probably get the Health and Welfare 
Committee on both sides of the aisle, sit dew talk about a 
bipartisan compromise, because a lot of the things we are 
talking about here are the same things. 1 think there can be 
some agreement, but we just do not appreciate the fact that the 
agreement is going to be come up by three people on that side 
of the aisle. So I recommend a positive vote on this amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes Representative Mihalich. 

Mr. MIHALICH. Mr. Speaker, two speakers or the speaker 
previous to the last one made some kind of a report or made 
some kind of a statement that we should take note of, and it is 
the kind of input that we have been getting quite frequently 
this afternoon and last night. He made references to abuse of 
the system by people on unemployment compensation who 
would receive welfare. Well, I think everybody in this hall 
knows or should know that that is an impossibility, that is not 
the kind of scenario, but that is the kind of thing we are 
hearing this afternoon. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the maker 
of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. MIHALICH. I am under the assumption that this is the 
Taylor amendment, the E. Z. Taylor amendment 1224, and I 
would like to interrogate the sponsor if it is in fact E. Z. 
'Taylor. 

The SPEAKER. The sponsor of the amendment is Mr. 
Flick. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, may I just answer and say 
that because of these new tules that we have, one has to get 
one's amendments in very early. So thc amendments were in 
accordance with our new rules. 'They were all written in the 
chairman's name, but this amendment had never come before 
the Health and Welfare Committee. 

Mr. MMALICH. Mr. Speaker, the reason for my interroga- 
tion and the reason I want to interrogate the original maker of 
the amendment-and I am sure it has not been changed 
officially-is I would have asked th~s question: The amendment 
prior to that opened the door up or closed the door for people 
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45 to 55 years old. This amendment goes much, much fUrther 
beyond that. I would have asked the question, which one of 
these thrusts or which one of these initiatives are you genuine- 
ly interested in, or was it just that if you thought you could get 
a nibble, then you would take the whole bite? 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the way we should be tunning this 
business; this is not the way we should be running the business 
of the Commonwealth, especially when we are dealing with 
people much more unfortunate than we are. Mr. Speaker, if 
Mr. Flick is in fact the sponsor of this amendment, he should 
say so and do so in writing. 

Mrs. TAYLOR Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER The lady is recognized and may proceed. 
Mrs. TAYLOR Thank you. 
If I may, I believe the House has spoken as far as the 

amendment that I offered earlier today on the 45 to 55. The 
House has already spoken and that is a part of the bill as I see 
it now. 

So we are taking these amendments as they come, I guess. 
The Health and Welfare Committee did, did look at my 
amendment and we did have a tie vote in committee on that 
amendment, sir. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Mihalich is recog- 
nized for the second time. 

Mr. MMALICH. I would just like to comment one more 
time to conclude this. 

What my impression of what happened is, when the 
previous amendment went through, it might have been embar- 
rassing for the same person to file another amendment along 
the same lines, expanding that concept, and for that reason I 
believe Mr. Flick jumped into the fray. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Richardson from Philadelphia is recognized. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is quite obvious that the members in this 

House of Representatives do not want to have us have an 
opportunity to deal with this whole issue of the transitionally 
needy in a very positive way. The punitive action taken here 
today is an indication that regardless of what is being said, we 
are going to be led by those individuals who have believed in 
their mind perceptionally that this is a way to end welfare in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania through those who are 
considered to be transitionally needy. 

Now, "transitionally needy," as defined by the minority 
leader, Mr. Kyan, does not mean able-bodied, because we have 
individual persons just by the definition alone, since it has not 
been defined that way, as those who are chronically needy, 
who also may have to go and sign up for employment under 
proglams every single month. The problem that you have, Mr. 
Speaker, is that there are no jobs for these people to go to 
now. Taking them off welfare with no substitute is not going 
to automatically all of a sudden give them jobs, and unfortu- 
nately what has happened is that those of you who voted in 
favor of this feel that there is an instantaneous job out there for 
folks. Well, I want to remind you of what took place in 
Michigan because this is where this came fmm. 
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The Michigan plan was to end transitionally needy or 
general assistance in their particular State, and as a result of 
thaf you had people who automatically went out to the streets 
with no place to go, who became homeless because there was 
no money for them to receive. The unemployment rate and the 
protesting and the problems and the looting and the kinds of 
wncems that have been raised has called for more police 
officers in the local municipalities to try and deal with that 
within their State. 

If we are to really, clearly deal with true welfare reform, 
then this is wt an answer to tlue welfare refom. This is again 
a punitive action to be taken against those who are wnsidered 
to be transitionally needy. And let me once again just point out 
to you whom we are talking about. 

The haniest hit segment of the community and society are 
those persons who are facing no opportunity to find jobs or the 
fewjobs that are in the marketplace. The barriers to unemploy- 
ment, illiteracy, lack ofjob skills, no job history, poor wmmu- 
nication, and inadequate social skills are all pan of the same 
amount of people whom we are talking about in this category 
of transitionally needy. Why can we not see for the first time 
that there is an attempt to try and eliminate an area by using 
the words "cost savings" and saying that we can take those 
cost savings and do something with them when in fact we have 
not done that when we reduced their pittance? You heard the 
prior speaker say that they get $205, which amounts to $615 
a year. He did not wony about what is going to happen to the 
people. What he said is, what is going to happen to those 
individuals who now will be off the welfare rolls and now will 
have an opportunity to have a program, and I am saying to him 
that $615 a year is all that is paid to these persons that are in 
the transitionally needy category in the Department of Public 
Welfare. To take the $615 a year away from them and have 
them have nothing is shameful, is sinful, is ungodly. It is the 
kind of stupidity that allows us to be forced into a situation to 
see the devastation in society that we have seen over the past 
12 to 13 years. It is growing every single day when we have 
not tackled the whole issue of what are we going to do about 
finding meaningful jobs and skills to give the people who have 
never been to school-who have never been to school-who do 
not have a high school diploma, who cannot mn out there and 
get a job, who employers are saying, if you do not have a high 
school diploma, we will not hire you. In some cases, if you do 
not have a degree from college, they do not want to hire you, 
and some people with Ph.D. (doctor of philosophy) degrees 
cannot get jobs. What we are saying to the lowest persons on 
the political totem pole in our society, the poorest of the poor, 
and those who cannot defend themselves, we are going to take 
your little pittance, do not care what happens to you, throw 
you out on the street and say, whatever happens to you 
happens to you. Now, I do not think that is the way we should 
operate. 

Now, I know it falls on deaf ears today because there is 
this feeling that we have fed some indwiduals. I think whatev- 
er we have been fed, it has not been correct, because it has 
made us look kind of bad as a State to have us wind up in a 
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position of being able to take our people off the transitionally 
needy category and tell the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
and its citizens that we do not care about those people out 
there who are getting $615 a year. '.r 

Mr. Speaker, it shows and even studies that have been 
shared with us confirm that increased homelessness, as well as 
eliminating those persons in this category, is going to cause 
devastating harm. Mr. Speaker, it shows that all of those that 
were considered to be able-bodied after Thornfare in 1981 and 
1982, that SO percent of those persons who were wnsidered to 
be able-bodied never found employment. An4 Mr. Speaker, 
we have dealt with employment security in the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania; that has been unable to come up with jobs, 
meaningful jobs that put people back into the marketplace, and 
even those that are jobs that are considered to be minimwn 
wage still are very difficult and hard for people to find. And 
I heard someone earlier say, you can go to the want ads; you 
can find jobs in the want ads. Those jobs are for people who 
have degrees. Many of those jobs are not unskilled jobs. Mr. 
Speaker, I think we are heading down a very dangerous mad. 

I heard Mr. Peml say earlier that he referred to some 
newspaper articles and some other statements that were made 
by others. I can only indicate to him that the information that 
he has brought forth about the legislator that said that they 
created this and said that this would wme back to haunt them, 
if this amendment passes and this bewmes law in the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, I guarantee you that this amend- 
ment alone will come back to haunt and also raise up the dead 
from the dead if this amendment passes. 

I ask for a negative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, fmm Lancaster 

County is recognized. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Flick 

amendment. 
We have heard a lot today about able-bodied persons, but 

what we have not heard about is you can be able-bodied and 
still not be able to read, and try and get any job without even 
king able to read the application form. We have talked about 
being able-Wed, and you can be able-bodied, but you still 
have to find an employer who is willing to look beyond your 
color or your ethnic origin, and if you cannot do that, being 
able-bodied does not get you a job. You can be able-bodied, 
but if you lapse back into a mental illness or back into alcohol 
addction, it does not necessarily get you a job. What we are 
talking about hcre is punishing the weakest of the weak. 'I 

Earlier the maker of this amendment talked about picking 
someone up who was going to go to the welfare office to 
collect their transitionally needy money. I will contend that 
given the overcrowding and flowing into the streets in my 
&strict already that occurs from the homeless shelters, that 
pretty soon I will be picking thcsc people up off the street and 
maybe I will be dnving thcm to the district of the maker of 
thls amendment and aslclng him whether he has ajob for these - 
people who are able-bodicd, because there are going to be a lot 
of them in my &strict. 'Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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Mr. Flick is recognized. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Let us talk for a moment, if you would about what this bill 

does. This bill does provide the oppommity for individuals 
who have a work history and who have exhausted their 
unemployment compensation to be brought into the welfare 
system with cash assistance. That is what this does. An 
individual who has a drug or alcohol addiction and is catege 
rized as transitionally needy can ask for treatment, voluntarily, 
and be brought into the chronically needy category and get 
help. 

Mr. Speaker, we have heard from individuals who just want 
to maintain status quo. The Governor was in here in February, 
and the Governor told us he was going to solve our budget 
problem by miraculously appealing to the Federal Government 
for an additional $700 million in Federal assistance to stop the 
bleeding in our public welfare system. We do not even have 
any assurances that that Federal money is going to be there to 
close the gap in our Governor's budget proposal. It may not be 
there. Every State in this Nation is reassessing its priorities. 

You cannot be everytlnng to everybody. Welfare reform is 
coming, and I suggest we focus on those individuals who have 
a work history and who have exhausted their benefits and 
focus less on those individuals who have no work history. If 
they have drug and/or alcohol addiction problems, they can get 
into the chronically needy. 

Mr. Speaker, we voted this amendment this morning. Last 
night we were not permitted to vote it because the majority 
party challenged germaneness. This is a Public Welfare Code 
bill. Not only is this amendment germane, Mr. Speaker, this 
amendment is appropriate and this amendment is setting good 
policy for Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge your affirmative vote. I thank you. We 
need to help those workers who have fallen on hard times and 
who have exhausted their unemployment compensation 
benefits. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Mr. Suna. 
Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to interrogate the maker of the amendment 

briefly, because I have listened to this debate for a long time 
and there is something that I am not sure about. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Flick accedes to your request. 
Mr. SURRA. Mr. Speaker, you have stated many, many 

times throughout your dialogue that you will take someone 
whose unemployment benefits run out and they will be able to 
be placed on the welfare rolls. How does that differ, Mr. 
Speaker, as opposed to someone right now that is a working 
person that gets laid off, that their unemployment runs out? I 
would like explained the differences between what is currently 
going on and what your amendment does, and I still do not 
understand that after this entire debate. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, under my amendment, we are 
setting up a new category under the categorically needy section 
of the Public Welfare Code, and it is for individuals who are 
unemployed, whoexhausted theirunemployment compensation 
benefits, and othenvise meet the criteria of qualifying for 
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welfare. They would go into categorically needy. Tney would 
not become transitionally needy and qualify for 90 days. They 
would go into a separate categow. 

Mr. SURRA. And how does that differ h m  an individual 
whose current unemployment benefits lun out and does not 
qualify for welfare? Is there no- I m e a  I have people in my 
office all the time that because of their assets, because they 
have a life insurance policy, they do not qualify for welfare. 
Does it change the criteria that is necessary as far as assets to 
let working people get on welfare? 

Mr. FLICK. No, Mr. Speaker. Right now the Public 
Welfare Code has a prohibition in it that individuals who have 
worked- The answer is no, because there is a pmhibition in 
the Welfare Code right now. 

Mr. SURRA. What is the prohibition? 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, under current law, you qualify 

based on income and assets. We are not changing those 
qualifications. We are changing the fact that these individuals 
would come into a separate category and would qualify for 
benefits beyond the 90 days. 

Mr. SURRA. Then it is my understanding that a working 
person that does own a few things and may have a little bit of 
money in the bank, or not even money in the bank, may have 
a life insurance policy, that gets laid off and their unemploy- 
ment runs out, they are still not going to qualify for welfare. 

Mr. FLICK. My amendment is silent to those individuals. 
Mr. SURRA. But what has been spoken about in this 

House for the last 3 horn is that we are going to be taking 
care of working people that run out of unemployment, and I 
think that is not totally accurate, because they still have to go 
by the criteria to qualify for welfare, and it has been my 
experience that people who qualify for welfare, Mr. Speaker, 
cannot own a heck of a lot. 

And one more question, Mr. Speaker. There have been 
many changes in the unemployment compensation system over 
the past 12 years, and it has drastically reduced the numbers of 
persons who lose their jobs and that are actually covered by 
unemployment compensation. The number is down about one- 
third to the people that are not covered by unemployment. 
Where would they fall under your amendment if we eliminate 
the transitionally needy? 

Because of changes in the unemployment compensation 
law, people that do not qualify for unemployment compensa- 
tion, where would they fall? Or is there a big crack in the 
system where they would fall through? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, they are not affected by my 
amendment. They would fall where they do now. 

Mr. SURRA. There will be no transitionally needy people 
then, Mr. Speaker. They will fall on hard times, I take it. 

Mr. FLICK. If they are able-bodied, they are 18 to 45, they 
have no dependents, and they have the ability to work, they 
will be expected to work. 

Mr. SIIRRA. But in what jobs, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we heard the Governor come in 

this chamber, right up here, and address us with the number of 
jobs that have been created over the years. We have heard 
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individuals from the other side of the aisle during budget 
negotiations indicate the number of jobs. 

The time to make a change is when you are on the 
upswing. The gentleman in the White House now has pledged, 
you know, to get the economy rolling. There are going to be 
plentiful jobs out there from what I hear, and, Mr. Speaker, 
now is the time to change and make our change, not when 
everything is falling. 

Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am done with my interrogation. May I make just a brief 

comment? 
The SPEAKER The gentleman is in order and may 

P-. 
Mr. SURRA. Mr. Speaker, all this sounds well and good, 

but I truly believe that we are not going to be able to put 
working people on welfare until they are destitute, just like any 
other welfare recipient. And the people that are falling through 
the cracks in the unemployment compensation rolls, that is 
what hamitionally needy was taking care of in the past, and 
we are just totally ignoring those people. We are totally 
abandoning those people. 

I want to be on record, Mr. Speaker, that I am for welfare 
reform, but I am not for doing it on the backs of the truly 
needy. And the jobs just are not there, Mr. Speaker, and we 
are going to be putting these people out on the streets and 
creating more homeless people for our courts and our police 
and we are going to add more expense to the Commonwealth. 

I urge a "no" vote on the amendment, Mr. Speaker. Thank 
YOU, 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I02 

Adolph Farmer Leh Saurman 
Allen Fiehler Lynch Saylor 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Scheecz 
Armstmug Flick Msmico Schuler 
Baker Gannon Masland Semmel 

G6& Mayemik Serafini Barley 
B i m l i a  Gerlsch Micozzie Smith. B. 
Boyes Gladeck Miller Smith. S. H. 
Brown Godshall Nailor Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt G ~ p p o  Nickol Stsirs 
Bush Harley Nyce Steil 
Camoe Hamy O'Brien Stem 
C- Heckler Perrel Stish 
Cbsdwisk Hennesey Pdtit Stnttmatter 

Taylor. E. 2. Civen He-n Phillips 
Clark Henhey Piccola Taylor. J. 
ClYrner Hew Pittr Todinson 
Cohen. L. I. Hutchinson Platts True 
Cornell Jadlowis Raymond Tulli 

Ulisns mse~ Kaiser R&r 
Dent Kenney Rcinsrd Vanse 
Druce King Rohrer Waugh 
Durham Krebs Rubley Wogan 
Egolf Laub Ryan Wright. M. N. 
Fsirchild Lawless Sather Zug 
Fargo Lee 
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NAYS-95 
ACOS~. ~ a j t  Msoderina  ROO^^ 
Banisto Fee Markosek MY 
N b J o n e s  F-n McCall Ssaloni 
Mardi Gmrgc Mfficshan krimmti b 
,,, Giglidti McNslly S b k k  
Bish,.+ ~ o r d a e r  Mclio Steelman 
Blaum Gnritza Michlovic Steigbner 
Butkovilz Haona Mihslich sletier 
Buxton Hughes Muady Shula 
Chllagimne Itkin Murphy S u m  
caPPBbianca IS- O'Donaell Tangrexi 
Cam Josephs O l w  nomas  
CaW'ey Kamnic Oliver Tigue 
Cohen. M. Keller P s i  Trcllo 
Colafella Kidand Pdnrcs Van Home 

t 
COI- ~"kovich Petmne v m o  
Comgao LaGmtts Piskila Vilali 

Laughlin h n  Williams 

COY Lsderer R i e h a r h  Wright. D. R 
~eseovitz Rieger Ysodriasvitr 

~ s l e y  hdansky Rina  Yewcic 
Dehca  Lintan ~ o k l t s  

kz& Lloyd Robinson Dew-, 
Lucyk Roebuck Speaker 

Evans 

NOT VOTING-2 

Gamble Jamlio 

EXCUSED4 

Ha'uska Merry Trich Womiak 

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

The SPEAKER. The IIouse will please come to order. 
Members will please take their seats. 

FORMER SPEAKER K. LEROY IRVlS 
PRESENTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased today to welcome 
back to the hall of the House generally and to the Speaker's 
rostrum specifically a former member and former Speaker, the 
person who holds the modem record in Pennsylvania for 
longevity at this rostrum and a person who radiated the ideals 
of our State from its founding through his tenure and beyond. 

It gives me personal satisfaction as a person who moved up 
through the tank and file, sometimes with his help and 
sometimes with a degree of tentativeness on his part, but 
nevertheless a warm and fraternal spirit that we all, I am sure, 
join in welcoming the fIonotable K. I ~ r o y  Irvis. Speaker of 
the House. 

Mr. IRVIS. 'Thank you vely much. ?'hank you. 
This House will come lo order. 
I am never lost for words, as you well know, but you have 

brought me as close to that condtion as anybody has in the 
last decade. I appreciate what you have done for me, and I 
want you to know that I miss you. 

Peoplc ask me even now aftcr 4 years, do you miss going 
to Hamsburg, and I say no, but I miss the family that 1 had to 
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separate from, because that is what happened over 30 years. 
The members of the House, the administrators, the floor staff 
- everyone here became part of the family. I miss all of them. 
But I think I miss most of all the intimacy which I had when 
people had problems, to come to me and say, would you 
please help? I have to tell you that they are still doing that. I 
go now to four or five obligatory meetings every week. I try 
to get the people to turn elsewhere, but they say no, we know 
you and you cannot tum your back on us. So I cannot and will 
not. 

I have only a few moments here with you today. I am here 
to present the arts honors to a good friend of mine, John Edgar 
Wideman, at about 5 o'clock this afternoon. I am also here to 
see my Fmonth-old grandson, my 2-year-old granddaughter, 
and my 3 112-year-old granddaughter, and that has been an 
enthusiastic family mlly, believe me. I had forgotten how much 
energy 2 ID-year-olds and 3 112-year-olds have, but I now 
know. 

Those of you who know not me-and that itlay be a number 
of you on this floor-and those of you who know me so very 
well know, I think, that I feel this deliberative body is the most 
important hnction of government. The ones who have heard 
me say this before, I will say it again: No other animal has 
created a parliament except man. Governors are not as 
important to people as legislators are. Courts are not as 
important to people as legislators are. The people of this 
Commonwealth speak through you, directly through you, and 
you speak back to them directly. Every 2 years they say to you 
what they want done and what they do not want done, and that 
is an enormous burden that you carry. But I will say this: In 
30 years I never knew anyone on the floor of this House who 
did not carry that burden well, and indeed some of them 
carried it nobly. I know you will do the same. 

Do not be dismayed by the naysayers. Do not be diverted 
by the editorial writers. Do pay no attention to the talking 
hens, the ones who cackle on television. '17ney are not here. 
They are not you. They are not the representatives of the 
people. They are the people who carry the news to others, 
usually the bad news, but you are the people's representatives. 
You speak for the people of this Commonwealth. You defend 
the people of this Commonwealth. You lead the people of this 
Commonwealth, and they speak to you. 

I thank you for being so attentive; it is unusual, and I take 
note that you are working on something brand new - welfare 
reform. If 1 did not look at my gray hair, I would think I was 
back in 1977. But thank you very much for your applause, for 
your kindnesses, for the members who have come up to me 
personally. I appreciate it. May God bless you, and keep going 
on your duties. Thank you again. 

The SPEAKER. It never madc morc sense to say that the 
Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Mr. CORNELL offered the following amendment No. 
A1216: 

Amend Sec. 3 (Scc. 432.2), page 8, line 21, by striking out 
''W and inserting 

& 

On the quest io~ 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is in packet No. 1. 
On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Montgomery County, Mr. Cornell. 
Mr. CORNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I must say 

it is a tough act to follow Speaker h i s  to the microphone. I 
would only hope that I gain the attention of the House 
members. 

Amendment A1216 would amend the current hill and 
require a 90-day residency requirement instead of a 30-day as 
proposed in Representative Evans' bill. 

Just a few minutes ago Representative Evans, on talking on 
the Kick amendment, agreed with a residency requirement and 
he also said he is willing to reach out. All I am asking him to 
do is to reach out a bit futher. 

I would ask support of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 

recognizes Mr. Evans. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of 

the amendment? 
Mr. CORNELL. Certainly. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cornell, indicates he 

will consent to interrogation. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, you indicated, by using my 

words, that I said I wanted to reach out. I am trying to think, 
what is your exact rationale, though I say I support a residency 
requirement, of going from 30 days to 90 days? 

Mr. CORNELL. It just seems to me, Mr. Speaker, and I 
think most of the members on this side, that a 90-day residen- 
cy requirement for those people wishing to be eligible for 
general assistance makes more sense than your requirement of 
30 days in the current fashion as it is in the bill today. 

Mr. EVANS. Can you tell me, Mr. Speaker, when you say 
those of you on that side, what exactly makes more sense 
about a residency requirement of 90 days versus 30 days? 
When you say it makes more sense, I am just trying to get a 
sense. Did you do that because there are some other examples 
that you can point to? 

Mr. CORNELL. The one good example I can point to is 
that it would save the Commonwealth almost $160,000 
annually as provided by your fiscal note through your staff. 

Mr. EVANS. And that was the basis for how you arrived 
at 90 days? Mr. Speaker, is that the basis of how you arrived 
at 90 dam? 

Mr. CORNELL. .fiat was not the only basis. That is 
CONSIDERATION OF HB 1341 CONTINUED I cenaiiy the considerations, 
On the qucstion recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on thrd consideration as 

amcnded? 

Mr. EVANS. What are some of the other considerations 
that you arrived at 90 days? 
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Mr. CORNELL. I think a lot of our members felt, includ- 
ing myself, that that residency requirement, increasing it from 
30 to 60, might cut down on some of the welfare-type, I will 
not say fraud but some of the abuses that we see today. 

Mr. EVANS. You do not think that is done through 30 
days, too? 

Mr. CORNELL. I beg your pardon? 
Mr. EVANS. You do not think that is done through 30 

days, too? 
Mr. CORNELL. I think it is done in 30 days, and I think 

it would be done if it were, you know, 12 months. 
Mr. EVANS. I would like to thank the gentlemq Mr. 

Speaker, for the purpose of the interrogation. I would like to 
comment on the proposed amendment. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(FRED A. TRELLO) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro t e m p .  The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this question of has 
been an issue that has been debated back and forth. There are 
some people who say-and I am no attomey-bt we do not 
have a right to do a residency. There are some people who 
argue that we can do a residency. If you talk to the Department 
of Public Welfare, they will tell you, which 1 have asked and 
the chairman of Health and Welfare has asked that they do not 
necessarily have any empirical evidence that this is a problem. 

I can show you, Mr. speaker, that the former Secretary of 
HEW (Department of Health Education, and Welfare), Louis 
Sullivan, who was one time asked, is this a problem, publicly 
said that this was not a problem, or at least they do not have 
any evidence to say that it was a problem. 

I want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, how I arrived at 30 days 
and not at 45, not at 50, not at 90. The way I arrived at 30 
days. Mr. Speaker-and I kind of heard Mr. Ryan say it 
earlier-was that voter registration is 30 days, driver's license 
is 30 days, and 1 even went a step hrther, Mr. Speaker. I even 
put language in the bill that said that the depmment should be 
directed to look and to investigate this issue to determine if 
this is as much of a problem as people say it is. 

Mr. Speaker, some members, my colleagues, particularly in 
the Greene County-Fayette County area that borders the 
Commonwealth, indicate that their constituents have indicated 
that they have heard stories about people moving in and easily 
being able to access welfare. So as a result, Mr. Speaker, what 
I attempted to do by putting 30 days and putting language in 
there, what I attempted to do is find out how much of a 
problem this really is, and what I did, Mr. Speaker, by trying 
to put this language in there, I basically said that the depart- 
ment should go out, make some kind of determination, and 
come back to this General Assembly and make some sort of 
recommendations about if we should go more than 30 days, 
because, Mr. Speaker, there are some people who will raise the 
question of constitutionality, and that is something that I 
cannot raise. I will leave that up to some other people who will 
stand up and make that argument. But I will say to you, Mr. 

JOURNAL - HOUSE MAY 4 

Speaker, that I believe that 30 days meets the objective of at 
least having a residency requirement, first; secondly, Mr. 
Speaker, by putting the language that I have in the bill that 
says that the department is directed to make some kind of t 
determination, because if we are to develop public policy in 
this Commonwealth, we should have some information to 
make those determinations. 

Now, I know that may sound shocking to some people that 
we should take information and we should weigh that informa- 
tion to make a decision, but 1 would like to think that we 
should have some information to make a determination of how 
much a problem that this is. So as a result, Mr. Speaker, I 
would encourage members to be "no" on the Comell amend- t 
ment, because if you heard the gentleman, basically the only 
thing he basically said was that because members on our side 
think that it should be 90 days and because members on our 
side think we are going to save $150,000, we should go to 90 
days. He did not say we should go to 90 days because this is 
~omething that has been occurring with other programs. He did 
not say because he has some kind of empirical evidence. He 
did not say because he has some kind of documentation that 
showed that this is a panicular pmblem. He just came out and 
said, we should go to 90 days. No basis whatsoever. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, be is correct. I did tell Mr. Flick that I 
am for a residency requirement, but I did not just say arbitrari- 
ly that I was for 90 days or 1 was for 60 days. I said I was for 
30 days based on the fact that voter registration and driver's 
license we do it, and I also said, MI. speaker, furthemore, that 

should go out and try to find out how much of a problem 
that this is and not just tell these stories on this House floor of 

traveling in willy-nilly and this occ*ng. 
I again would ask people to vote "no" on the Comell 

amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man, 
The Chair recognizes Curtis Thomas, the Representative 

from philadelphia, 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of the motion? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the g e n t l e m ~  Mr. 

Comell, stand for interrogation? 
Mr. CORNELL. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees that he 
ne gentleman may continue. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. '..* 
Mr. Speaker, what district do you represent? 
Mr. CORNELL. I represent a district in Montgomely 

county and a pohon of ~~~k~ county, 
Mr. THOMAS. Pardon me? I d d  not hear the last part. 
Mr. CORNELL. Montgomely County and a portion of 

~~~k~ county, 
Mr. THOMAS. ?'hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I imagine the intent of your amendment is to 

provide some timetable for which adetermination of residency u 
be ,de, that correct? 

Mr. CORNELL. That is true. 
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Mr. THOMAS. Out of what empirical or presumed data is 
this amendment arising? I mean, upon what basis do you feel 
that we need a 90-day residency requirement in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CORNELL. There are other residency requirements for 
individuals on PACE (Pharmaceutical Assistance Contract for 
the Elderly). As Representative Evans said there are other 
residency requirements for individuals who wish to drive. 
There are many other type residency requirements for many 
other things in the Commonwealth and 90 days seemed 
appropriate for residency requirements for these individuals. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, do you acknowledge that the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania does not have a standard 
residency requirement? 

Mr. CORNELL. A standard residency requirement? For 
what? 

Mr. THOMAS. That applies to all programs andlor benefits 
that one might take advantage of from the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CORNELL. I do not believe so, hut I do not believe 
also we should treat ow welfare recipients better than we treat 
our senior citizens in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. THOMAS. So, Mr. Speaker- Well, I mean, that 
analogy can be applied to a number of situations. '&re are 
those who say that we should not be limiting access to cash 
assistance to welfare recipients while at the same time desirous 
of a pay raise for ourselves. So there are all kinds of argu- 
ments that can be raised, but, Mr. Speaker, I want to kind of 
stick to the point. 

Then you would acknowledge that as of May 4, 1993, at 
about 3 minutes to 4, that you have no data from your 
legislative district to suppon the need for a 90-day residency 
requirement with respect to this category of people. 

Mr. CORNELL. The only data that I receive is from my 
constituents, who do not want to support out-of-State residents 
with their tax dollars that they send to Hanisburg, sir. 

Mr. TIIOMAS. Well, that is what I asked you, Mr. 
Speaker. What data do you have to show that people are 
coming into Montgomery County or coming into your legisla- 
tive district from other States and are taking advantage of 
Pennsylvania's general assistance program? 

Mr. CORNEL.1.. The information that has been supplied by 
your side, your Appropriations Committee, would reflect that 
those individuals are coming into not only the Philadelphia 
area but Bucks and Montgomery Counties and the other 
counties in the Commonwealth as well. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I have not heard of any 
information from my side of the aisle to show that people are 
coming in and out of your district, my district, or anybody 
else'sdistrict with any gnat numbers and taking advantage of 
Pennsylvania's general assistance program. 

Mr. Speaker, since you are unable to provide me with any 
data and provide this body with any data to support why this 
amendment is on the table, Mr. Speaker, I would like to now 
make a comment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. THOMAS. I am sick and tired of being sick and tired 
of constantly putting up on the board amendments and bills 
that are shallow in both form and in substance. Now, this bill 
is designed to do something, but it has no basis for what it is 
designed to do - establish a 90-day residency requirement. I 
am confident that in the end this amendment is going to be 
voted down, hut before we even get to the merits of it, there 
is another problem with this amendment that I have raised 
several times before. The last time I withdrew it because that 
amendment did not deal strictly with the issue of residency, but 
this amendment deals strictly with the issue of residency, and 
as my colleague aptly noted yesterday, in the case of Shapiro 
v. the State of Connecticut, the Supreme Court stluck down 
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and another State's residency 
requirement on the basis of both the 14th Amendment and the 
5th Amendment. 

It has been long established that all residents, citizens of 
this country, have a fundamental right to come and go as they 
please; that the right to travel is embodied in o w  Bill of 
Rights; and that just as Congress is restricted from chilling that 
right to travel with respect to the AFDC program, the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, by and through this legislature, is 
without the authority to interfere with that fitndamental right in 
the absence of a compelling State interest. There is no compel- 
ling State interest that has been articulated by this speaker or 
anyone else to establish a 90- or 9-day residency requirement 
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for the general assis- 
lance program, and the fact that we have a residency require- 
ment with the PACE proglam and with other programs is of 
little consequence, because those programs do not run to a 
fundamental right that we as citizens of this counQ have, and 
that right is to be able to come and go. 

So, Mr. Speaker, this speaker has failed to provide that 
compelling State interest for establishing a 90-day requirement 
with respect to the general assistance program, and therefore, 
I have no other choice, Mr. Speaker, hut to ask that this 
amendment be declared unconstitutional, based on both the 
Pemylvania and United States Constitutions. 

As it has been aptly noted, the Supreme Court has not 
overturned Shapiro v. Connecticut and has not overturned any 
chilling conduct on the part of legislative or executive bodies 
of States in this country to use residency as a way of limiting 
access to a fundamental right. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I move that this amendment be declared 
unconstitutional, and I ask my colleagues from both sides of 
the aisle that the time is now to stand up. Let us put this issue 
to rest once and for all. 

I am very sensitive to the interest of this speaker's intent 
with this amendment, hut I submit to you that there are at least 
5 to 10 different ways that we can achieve, we can deal with 
the problem, the alleged problem, that has been put before us, 
and that is outsiders taking advantage of programs in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and thereby draining Pennsyl- 
vanid's rt.sourccs. ' ha t  is an alleged perception. We do not 
even have facts to support it, hut if in fact that is tme, then 



890 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE MAY 4 

there are a number of ways that we can deal with that problem I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question before the 
in the absence of interfering with all citizens' fundamental right 
to travel. 

So I urge my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
declare this amendment unconstitutional now and once and for 
all. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, 
raises a point of order that the amendment A1216 is unwnsti- 
tutional. 

House is the question on the amendment and not the hill. 
Mr. RYAN. Well, that is right, Mr. Speaker, if I may. I am 

trying to find the degree of constitutionality, whether it is a 30- t 
day constitutional problem, a 31-day or a 90-day problem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, I believe the ruling is 
that you could do that on final passage of the bill but not on 
the amendment. The amendment speaks to 90 days. 

Mr. RYAN. All rieht. Thank vou. 

On the question, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend- - 

Off of that question, which I 611 save to a later date. 
Do you believe, do you believe- Well, you have stated that 

under the Constitution are trving to the riht of 
menu 

 he S ~ E ~ R  tempo=. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the minority leader, Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, consent to 

a brief interrogation on the question of constitutionality? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees to his 

intermgation. 
Mr. RYAN. It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that you 

raised the question of constitutionality based on the residence 
requirement that is found in the amendment that the gentleman, 
Mr. Comell, would impose - that is, a 90-day residence 
requirement. Is that accurate? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, Mr. Speaker. I raised the question of 
constitutionality based on provisions contained in the 14th 
Amendment of the United States Constitution and provisions 
of the Pennsylvania Constitution. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, I understand that, but I meant the part 
that you find unconstitutional is that pan of his amendment 
that calls for a 90-day residency. Is that accurate? 

Mr. THOMAS. Correct, Mr. Speaker. If you look at this 
amendment from all four comers, the only issue contained in 
this amendment is the issue of residency, and that issue, if 
adopted by this body, would intedere with dte fundamental 
right, that right to travel. 

Mr. RYAN. Okay. Now, without this amendment, do you 
have any problems of constitutionality with the bill based on 
residency? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I do have problems with the 
residency provision in the bill, and I have problems each and 
every time the question of residency has been raised as a way 
to deny people access to Pennsylvania's general assistance 
P w w " .  

Mr. RYAN. Is it your intention to question the constitution- 
ality of HB 1341 as introduced by Chairman Evans, based on 
the residency question again? 

Mr. THOMAS. Only if that issue is not moot by the time 
we get to the question of the bill. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, the bill has a30-day residency restriction 
in it. Assuming that that restriction-and that is put in there by 
Mr. Evans a8 the drafter of the bill-assuming that is still in it, 
is the bill still unconstitutional in your judgment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it is hoped, and I have shared 
this with the maker of the bill- 

people to go back and firth between the states without &gad 
to a residency requirement, I think is how you interpret the 
constitutional violation that is set forth in this amendment. Is 
that accurate? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, here is the problem, and the 
court has made this clear in the Shapim case. Whenever a law 
or proposed law has the possibility of interfering with a 
fundamental right that has been granted to all citizens of this 
country, the standard for whether or not that law or pro& 
law will be stricken or upheld is based on whether or not there 
is a compelling State interest for the imposition of that law. I 
submit to you that in the absence of any empirical or other 
data giving rise to the fact that we need a residency require- 
ment, whether or not it be 9 or 90 days. in Pennsylvania has 
not been substantiated, and SO therefore, we have failed to 
PmVide a compelling State interest for even thinking about the 
imposition of a residency requirement, and to that end, this 
amendment is unconstitutional. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on the question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. 

Ryan. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the question of constitu- 

tionality is again something to hide behind. If we are not going 
to hide behind it, we should come all the way out in the open, 
and if we are all the way out in the open, then there is a 90- 
day waiting period for our senior citizens, never challenged, 
never declared unconstitutional, which I think is equally wrong 
if this gentleman says it. There is even a 90-day waiting period 
in k'ennsy~vania before a laborer or a mechanic can work on a 
public works contract for a State or a county, municipality, or 
another political subdivision. There is a 90-day wait for a 
laborer or a mechanic to work in a school district for construc- ..I 
tion, alteration, or other repairs. There is a waiting period for 
voting eligibility. There is a I-year residency requirement 
before you can apply for a PHEAA (Pennsylvania Higher 
Education Assistance Agency) loan. There is a I-year residen- 
cy requirement before you can apply for registration under the 
State System of Higher Education and the State-related 
institutions. There is a I-year residency requirement for out-of- 
State students to go to our community colleges as residents of 
Pennsylvania, and our own wonderful law regarding taxation U 

declares that you are a permanent resident of Pennsylvania 
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after you have been here more than 183 days; you have had a 
domicile in Pennsylvania for 183 days. 

The idea of this being unconstitutional, I think, is far- 
fetched. I am not going to try and argue the Shapim-Thompson 
case other than to say that what I remarked about it earlier, I 
say again. It does not apply, in my judgment, to the Pennsylva- 
nia facts that are found in this bill or in this amendment, and 
I think that this is just some place, some way, some method of 
hiding from a vote, and I think that is how it will be interpret- 
ed by everybody who has this called to their attention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'fie Chair thanks the gentle- 
man and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Richardson. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to debate this 
issue on constitutionality and I do so for the following reasons: 
I am not a lawyer, but Mr. Ryan is. It was ironic that he said 
he did not want to debate this issue on constitutionality. Well, 
it is very clear. Ihe  fundamental constitutional right to travel 
was established by the Supreme Court in Shapiro v. Thomp 
son, 394 U.S. 618 (1969). More recent Supreme Court cases 
do not allow States to create fixed permanent distinctions 
hetween classes of residents based on when they anived in the 
State, and that is Zoebel v. Williams, 457 U.S. 55 (1982). 

If enacted into law, this provision will he taken to coult, 
and when it is found to he in violation of the Constitution of 
this United States, it will be overturned at great expense to the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

It is not rational, Mr. Speaker, without suppolt, but for a 
few anecdotal tales, to pass legislation which clearly violates 
the law. That speaks directly to the issue of constitutionality 
that has heen raised by Mr. Thomas. 

Also, it should he noted that when individuals cite one or 
two cases that come directly from individual constituents to 
them, that is not an entourage of people flowing into the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to jump on welfare to receive 
$1.95 a month. That is ridiculous. We pay one of the lowest 
amounts of money for those persons coming into this Com- 
monwealth in the first place. It seems that we have got a real 
serious attitude about misperceptions and conceptions about 
what is really going on. 

I talked with Secretary Karen Snider today, who indicated 
very strongly that even though they have collected data for the 
last 6 months, it should be noted very clcarly for the record 
that there is no evidence whatsoever, even in the 6 months that 
they have collected the data, that people are charging into 
Pennsylvania, jumping on the rolls for the pulpose of king 
able to say that they were coming to Pennsylvania to get on 
welfare. 

Finally, if in fact you do not believe what we are saying, 
this bill calls for the requirement of a study to he done to 
determine if, as the Department of Public Welfare has stated 
in the past, people do not move to Pennsylvania to receive 
welfare benefits. It is clear that it is already in the bill. 

Representative Evans has crafled ths  to try to allow every 
opportunity to be available to those individuals to say at a 
minimum, 30 days. And even though 1 do not agree with it, 
Mr. Speaker, I have made it very clear that I would stand and 

fight on behalf of those individual petsons who believe that 
they have got to do it, even though I know it is going to be 
taken out in the courts if this were to pass. 

Migrant workers spend the winter months picking crops in 
the South and return to their home States during the summer 
months. Does that mean that those individual migrant workers 
should not be allowed to come into the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania to receive benefits even though they worked in 
the South during the summer? I think not, Mr. Speaker. And 
on those grounds, I ask to support the motion of Representative 
Thomas on his motion that this amendment is unconstitutional. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery 
County, Mr. Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I tlunk the debate has gotten off the issue of 

constitutionality. The vote will come after this is determined to 
be indeed constitutional, in my opinion, and that is when we 
should debate the merits of a 30- or 90-day period. 

I am concerned that for some reason there seems to be 
some belief of a constitutional assurance or right to receive 
money for whatever prupose. I fail to find an@ng in the 
Constitution that says welfare is a right guaranteed by the 
Constitution. Under the 14th Amendment, which has been 
talked about, there is a right for mobility within the country. 

We are not denying or choosing or any residency require- 
ment is not refusing residency. Anyone can come. The problem 
is how soon can they get on the dole. That is the difference. If 
in fact we are talking about restrictions of travel, how about 
ruling then unconstitutional the tolls that are on the Delaware 
River bridges which keep us from coming fmm one State to 
another if we do not have the money to do it. That is a real 
prohibition of travel. This has no restrictions whatsoever. 
These people can come here. It just says that they have to be 
here for a period of time before they become eligible for 
something that Pennsylvania taxpayers are going to provide. 

l'his is constitutional. If you want to vote for 30 or 90 
days, that is different, but this in fact is a constitutional 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The question of constitutionality being before us, those 
voting "aye" will vote to declare the amendment to he consti- 
tutional; those voting "no" will vote to declare the amendment 
to be unconstitutional. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the amend- 

ment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph F m r  Lynch Saylor 
Allen Fichler Maitland Sch& 
Argall Fleagle Manderino Schuler 
Arrnstmng Flick Markwek Semmel 
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 aka F~ M S ~ S ~ U ~  %aiioi 
m9 Gsmble Marland Smith, 8. 
Bairn G-on Msycrnik Smith, S. H. 
B i d i a  Gcist M ~ i 3 e e h  Snvder. D. W. 

Clark 
Clyma 
a m ,  L. I. 
Comcll 
Cowdl 
L h = Y  
Deot 
Demady 
Dornhlfei 
Drum 
Durham 
Egolf 
Faimhild 
Fajt 
Fargo 

I am very dist&&d about the double standard that we are 
applying here -one standard applied to o w  senior citizens and 
one to welfare recipients. The law establishes a criteria that 

WeJ ~ e r l s h  Mi-e st& 
B m  Gladsk Mihalieh Stplmpa 
Bunt Godshall Miller Steil 
Bush Gordnr Nailor Stem 
Buuwvik Gruppo Nickol Stetln 
&uton Harl9 Nyse Stish 
Ca1tsgimc.e H ~ Y  O'Bricn Striftmam 
Camne Hskier O'Domell Shlda 
C-I H-epsey PRL~I sum 
chamvick H m n  Pwi Tanplli 
Civen Hershey Patit ~aylor. E. Z. 

Acosh 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanli 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Cappabiaaca 
Csrn 
Cawley 
Cohcn. M. 
Colafella 
Colaino 
corrigao 
coy 
curry 
Daley 

must he met for each recipient to be eligible for either PACE W 
or welfare. Fmm a technical standpoint, one could argue that 
both may he entitlements. However, I hear no anguished cries 
that our senior citizens must have a 90day residency. No one 
is saying that their waiting requirement is unconstihltional. 
Why the double standard? 

I hope to speak for the senior citizens and say, we are not 
second-class citizens, and I strongly suppori the 90day 
residencv reauirement for welfare reci~ients as well. Thank 
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DeWeese, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-3 

James Peirarca Rudy 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of 
the amendment was sustained. 

On the question retuning, 
Will the Iiouse agree to the amendment' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the lady, Mrs. Vance. 

Mrs. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to suppolt the Cornell amendment. 

~, . 
you, Mr. Speaker. w 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes Curi Thomas from Philadelphia. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, once again I rise in opposition to this 

amendment, and I rise in opposition to this amendment because 
it has k e n  said that we are here to speak for the people, on 
behalf of the people, and in the best interests of the people. No 
one who has supported t h s  amendment has provided any data, 
has not even provided any perceptual data, to indicate that the 
borders of Pennsylvania are being flooded by people from the 
outside so much so that we need to put up a residency guard 
around the borders of Pennsylvania. I asked the author of the 
amendment to at least provide us with some data that would 
substantiate why he, on behalf of the 58,000 constituents in his 
district, is advancing this amendment based on people flooding 
Montgomery County from outside Pennsylvania. He maintains 
that he has received a few calls, but he has not offered one 
hard fact to substantiate why he is advancing this amendment, 
and because he has failed to offer one scintilla of evidence to 
substantiate why this amendment is on the board, this amend- 
ment must be rejected out of hand. 

We cannot find an analogous situation just because there is 
a 90-day residency requirement with respect to the PACE 

P'Ogram. 
Mr. Speaker, we need a wake-up call. The PACE program 

is one of several programs that is funded and provided for 
through the lottery program. The lottery program is something 
that was created by statute. General assistance is a category 
that was created by statute, and at a minimum, at a minimum, 
I want reform just like eve'ybody else. I would like for there 
to be a reform of our priorities in terms of how we spend. We 
are now talking about reforming the welfare system. When is W 
somebody going to talk about reform for all the people who 
are unemployed not on welfare, but need to be gainfully 
employed because their company has lei? the borders of 
Pennsylvania? 

I do not want to go too far out there. I just want to say 
this, that in the absence of Mr. Cornell. Representative Comell, 
or anybody else providing some basis as to why we need to 
talk about residency with respect to the general assistance 
program, how are we going to go back and fell our people that 
we passed a law that we had no basis for passing, that we 
acted hut we were unable to substantiate our conduct, unable 
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to substantiate our actions? How do we go hack and say that 
to people? 

I recall just last year we adopted the Pennsylvania abortion 
wntml law. We said that there needed to be a waiting period. 
The courts struck down that waiting period because it inter- 
fered with the filndamental right that has not been o v e m d  
by the United States Supreme Court. 

Mr. Speaker, let us not play with this any longer. If we 
want change, let us bewme real change agents, and you 
bewme real change agents by substantiating that which we are 
doing, and we cannot substantiate what we are articulating 
through this amendment. 

Therefore, I say, from both sides of the aisle, this amend- 
ment must be rejected and let us get on to the real business of 
reform. Thank you. 

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLLiM DeWEESE) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes Representative Mark Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as somebody who has been in public oflice 

for 19 years and has been active in politics for longer than 
that, I try to make it a habit to get to know the new people 
who move into my district, and I am sure that many Of YOU try 
to get to know the new people who move into your district. I 
have learned that whenever there is a big crisis abroad, 
whenever there is some huge plant closing anywhere within 
hundreds of miles of Philadelphia, sooner or later at least a 
few people are going to wind UP in or around mY legislative 
district. Whenever there is some crisis, whenever people are 
fearful of their lives, whenever they are fearful of their jobs, 
people tend to move. They try to better their situation by 
finding a different place in whch to live, and people Wme to 
Philadelphia, they come to other parts of the State because they 
want to begin again. 

What this amendment does is it says that if somebody 
comes here for any reason they are not going to be able to get 
welfare for 90 days, and people do not come to Pennsylvania 
for the purpose of getting welfare. They come to Pennsylvania 
for the purpose of getting jobs, and sometimes they are 
successful and sometimes they are not. 

We want there to be a labor force in Pennsylvania for our 
employers, and we need people coming into Pennsylvania. All 
this does is it says that people who comc into Pennsylvania 
and who need the welfare payments to survive are not going 
to be able to get it for 90 days. In many individual cases, that 
is very cruel. That means people will starve; that means people 
will be begging for food; that means peoplc will be demandng 
from local governments, from charitable organizations, the 
basic subsistence that they need. What we are talking about 
here is the fundamental right to live in modem society. All 
people ought to have it, and we ought not to be taking it away 
from people or telling people they ought to starve. That is not 
the kind of decent society that I think most of us want. 
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I would stmngly urge that this amendment be defeated. We 
are not talking about any great mass of people. According to 
the Department of Public Welfare, 94 percent of the people 
who are on public assistance have resided in Pennsylvania for 
at least 1 year, and that is very, vely similar to the rest of the 
population. 

Of the I I States which have residency requirements, I am 
informed by the staff who has dealt with this information, not 
a single residency requirement has been implemented in any 
State at all. The 30-day residency requirement will put us 
among the most militant of all States in seeking residency 
requirements. Ninety days will, in all likelihood, kill a residen- 
cy requirement because of the injustice of the situation in 
many individual cases. I suspect it will be difficult for anybody 
who wants to challenge the residency requirement to wme up 
with somebody to sue if we go in the 30-day residency 
requirement. If we go in the 90-day residency requirement, it 
will be very easy to wme up with people in real-life hardship 
cases who will make v e y  appealing plaintiffs, and it will make 
it very easy for the Federal wurts to throw this out. 

I would stmngly urge that we defeat the Cornell amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Armstrong, is recog- 
nilized, 

MI. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, I would like to intern 
gate Mr. Thomas, if at all possible. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, consents to 
interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Armstmng, may proceed. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just have one sholt question for you. Is it 

your opinion that should one move into the State of Penmylva- 
nia from the state o f ~ e w  york, that immediately they should 
be able to access the welfare? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, no, it is not my opinion that 
people moving into the State of P e w v a n i a  should have 
automatic access to any of the pmgrams and benefits offered 
by Pennsylvania. What is my opinion is that we cannot 
interfere with basic fundamental rights, and, Mr. Speaker, if I 
can, let me elaborate on this a little bit, because 1 think people 
we a little bit confused or this sounds like some new concept. 

The right to travel grows out of a long list of cases, starting 
from early civil rights cases, to voting rights cases, to abortion 
control cases. I mean, this is not something that- 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. A point of order there. 
1 asked a question. He seems to be taking us off into 

ballpark, and I believe he answered my question. 
The SPEAKER. You have ceased your interrogation- 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Yes, I have. 
The SPEAKER. -and would like to speak on the amend- 

ment? 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Yes, I would, please. 
The SPEAKER Does the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, under- 

stand the ,,ature of the gentleman's request? 
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Thornbur& created the categories that we are now talhng 
about abolishing. General assistance was a category that was 

On the question recurring, 

created by this body a little more than a decade ago, and if I 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I had not finished answering 
the gentleman's question. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman's interrogation is no longer 
ongoing. He has ceased his interrogation. The Chair will 
re@= the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, who can comment on 
the amendment as soon as the gentleman finishes his intenoga- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if you have just heard the question I have 

asked, I have asked if it was his opinion that should one be 
able to move into the State from another State, if they would 
be able to immediately access the welfare system to which he 
responded that he is not in favor of an automatic access. Then 
he started meandering into another area. 

I would like to just say that regardless of whether we have 
empirical evidence at this point, whether it exists or not, this 
is simply something that is right to do. It is not right for an 
individual to come into this State and to take benefits from 
individuals who have lived in this State for a length of time, 
and as to elements of substance, there have been a lot of 
elements of substance that have been relayed today in this 
particular amendment, such as the savings that the State would 
realize to he able to use for other individuals who need our 
assistance. 

There are financial benefits that we have already stated in 
other areas. In most cases, you have to have a residency 
requirement of 90 days or more. Also, I would like to say that 
in most areas of employment, you have to show that you have 
worked for at least 90 days before you can receive some kind 
of medical insurance or vacation benefits. It is only the right 
thing. It is very consistent with a lot of what is happening in 
our workplace and our society today. 

I would ask for everyone to support this bill. I think it is a 
vey  reasonable amendment. Thank you for your consideration. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think that it is relevant that we are without 

any evidence to support why a 90-day residency requirement 
is necessary, and Mr. Speaker, I would further like to say that 
we are not talking about something that has been thrust upon 
us. It was no more than a little more tban a decade ago that 
this side, while in the majority, under the tutelage of Governor 

am not mistake& Mr. Speaker, the question of residency was The following roll call was recorded: 
laised at that time and was rejected out of hand and the reason 
that it was reiected out of hand- YEAS-133 
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Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there are guidelines within the general 

assistance category, guidelines that talk about need, that talk 
about other circumstances that are reviewed prior to a decision r, 
being made on whether or not you can have access to the 
benefits under the general assistance program, and in the 
absence of some data to substantiate why we need a 9 W y  
residency requirement, I urge that we reject this amendment, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Sturla. The gentleman is recogwed for 

the second time. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, will the maker of the amend- ) 

ment rise for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Montgomery County 

indicates he will consent to interrogation. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, under this amendment, are 

there any provisions for exceptions to the 9 W y  rule? 
Mr. CORNELL. No, there are not. 
Mr. STURLA. So in other words, if, for instance, my 

mother were ill in the State of Pennsylvania and I came to 
Pennsylvania from another State where I was on public 
assistance to keep her out of a home or out of the hospital so 
that I could attend to her needs, I would not qualify for public 
assistance in this State for 90 days. Is that correct? 

Mr. CORNELL. That would be your responsibility, sir, as 
opposed to the taxpayers of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STURLA. Under this amendment, if I were a resident 
of Pennsylvania and I went to another State to attend to an 
ailing parent and was out of the State for 2 or 3 months, would 
I have to reestablish my residency when I returned? 

Mr. COWE12L. If you maintained your residency in 
Pennsylvania you would not. 

Mr. STURLA. How would I be able to maintain my 
residency if I were out of State? 

Mr. CORNELL. Because you would be on an extended 
vacation. 

Mr. SIVRLA. And would that be allowed under the 
current welfare regulations? 

Mr. CORNELL. I beg your pardon? 
Mr. STURLA. Would that be allowed under the current 

welfare regulations? 
Mr. CORNELL. I believe it would. 
Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. m 

The SPEAKER. The Chair interrupts the gentleman. The 
Chair was giving exceptional leniency to the gentleman. 'This 
is the third time that you have spoken on the amendment, and 
therefore, the Chair will have to politely ask that you conclude 
your comments at this time. 
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DeWeese, 
Speaker 

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

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

amended? 
Mrs. TAYLOR offered the following amendments No. 

A1226: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 3 and 4, by str~king out "further 
providing for a performance evaluation of the Pennsylvania" and 
inserting 
repealing the requirement for regulations as to community work 
and training; further providing for and renaming the 

Amend Sec. I. page I .  line 26, by striking out "405.2" and 
inserting 

Amend Sec. I ,  page I ,  line 27; page 2, lines 1 and 2, by 
1 striking out "amended by" in line 27, page 1, all of lines 1 and 2, 

page 2, and inserting 
I repealed. 
I Section 2. Section 405.2 of the act, added April 8, 1982 

(P.L.231, No.75), is amended to read: 
Section 405.2. lcommunitv Work Program.-(a) The - . . 

department shall ~ o o r d ~ n a t e  the cst~hlishment oicomnlun~ty work 
prOjecls by departments, agencies or lnstltullons o f  the ('ommun- 
wealth or any polit~cal subdivision located w ~ t h m  the ('ommon- 
wealth or any agency of the Federal Government and shall assign 
to these work projects cash assistance recipients for whom ~e 
Office of Employment Security has been unable to secure 
employment. In instances when community work projects are not 
available for all able-bodied cash assistance recipients, priority 
shall be given to general assistance recipients for referral to 
available projects. 

(b) Every individual who has not received a bona fide offer 
of training or em~lovment  under section 405.1 shall. as a condi- 
tion of cintinuldn ilinibilitv for cash assistance. renort to and - u ,  . . 
wdrk in s community work prOjCC1 establ~shed under t h ~ s  section 
unless such lnd~v~dual  1s over the age o i  forty-five or is exempt 
from the reuistrath,n reaulr<ments of sectlon 4ll5.1. Such mdlv~du. 
al shall be-reauired to-work that number of hours which when 
mult~plled by the npplicshle mlnlmunl wage equals the amount of 
'ash asslstanc: suc l~  person ~ C C ~ I V Z S :  Pr~vided,  howevcr. That the 
Darent or other caretaker of a child between the ages of six and 
'faurteen who is personally providing care for the &ild with only 
very brief and infrequent absences from the child shall not be 
required to participate in community work projects except on days 
and at times when the child is in school or when there are 
adeauate dav-care arranaements available for the child at no cost 
to th'e recipl;,nt No hen ;hell he l~nposed agasnst the real property 
~f the lndlv~dual under the act of June 24, 1937 (P L.2045, 
No.397). known as "The Support Law," to recover cash assistance 
payments paid to that individual for the period that the individual 
actually works in community work projects. 

(c) Community work proiects established under this section 
must be aooroved h i  the de~a i tment .  To aualifv for a ~ ~ r o v a l .  a . . . . . . 
work iltc nlust contuinl I,, appruprlate health and safety ~tandards. 
('ahh assistance ~ ~ L I P I C I I I >  shall not he ass~gncd to work opportuol- 
ties ava~lahle due to a labdr d~,pute, s t r~ke ,  or lockout and shall 
not be assinned to ~ e r f o r m  work so as to cause the layoff. . . 
dt~ungradlng ur pre\entlon o i  return to u,ork o i  an ava~lablc 
ctxnpelent employe ('ash dsslstance recipients shall be asslgned 
to cmununlts work nrolecls w ~ i h ~ n  twentv-f~ve mlles o f  the11 . . 
place of resiaence. 

(d) A person who without good cause fails or refuses to 
accept assignment to and participate in a community work project 
shall be disqualified from receiving cash assistance for sixty days 
for the first violation and thereafter until such time he or she is 
willing to comply. For the second violation and subsequent 
violations the disqualification period shall be one hundred twenty 
davs. The disanalification oeriod shall commence on the date the . ~ 

department's order imposing disqualification is fmal.] Pennsvlva- 
nia Workfare Proaram.-(a) In the event an  able-bodied r e c i ~ ~ e n t  
of general assistance does not otherwise gain emplovment, ~t is 
the intent of the General Assembly to establish a workfare 
program whereby able-bodiedreci~ientsofaeneralassistance shall 
provide ~ u b l ~ c  service in exchange for their ~ u b l i c l v  funded cash 
gr'dnt: 

&lJe d~paartmrnt shall enter Into couperatlve a a r r c n l c ~  
y ith.&~rim~+ge"~institut~t,n of the State or any 
I U ~ I I  h e r  t prov~de ablc-hodied general 
s?>l>!.tn~e reilplcnt. u ~ t h  u,drkI'are o ~ ~ ~ ~ r ~ u n ~ t ~ e s .  

( I  Able-h!,d~e.l yeneral e>slstance rcclplents shall he 
+.:gncd hy the depsrt~ncnt to periorn~ publ~c servlce and shall he 
~ u ! ~ ~ , l  I,, \\ark \uchnumber o f  hours as he or she wouldw& 
Lps1.I a c,?nIp11,nCat1Jn g u a l  Id 1 1 1 ~  I.>cal mlnlmuln wsae Such 
y 3 r k  shall nut <.;cced ~ ~ p h t  hours per dav or iorlv hours per meek, 
I I I , I I \  i~l~lrlls who ia11 111 ~ B I I I L I ~ J I ?  i=ass~&work&epru@ -- 
I I I  scc*trJsnce u ~ t h  rule, and r e u u l a t ~ ~ n s  pron~ulaatcd hv the 
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Amend Sec. 8, page 13, line 6, by striking out "8" and 

inserting 
9 
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Amend Sec. 9, page 14, line 19, by striking out "9" and 
inserting 

10 
Amend Sec. 10, page 15, line 16, by striking out "10" and 

inserting 

department, shall be terminated from assistance pursuant to 
section 432.3. 

Id) Workfare emploves shall not be used to disvlace 
em lo ed workers. be assi ed more than twenW-five miles from 
hikorvher residence unle' the department determines that a 
greater distance is not a hardship, or be employed due to a labor 
dispute, strike or lockout. 

(e) The department shall propose initial rules and regula- 
tions for the administration of this section prior to the effective 
date of this section. Neither initial mles and regulations nor any 
promulgated thereafter with regard to this section shall take effect 
without the approval of the General Assembly. The department's 
proposed initial rules and regulations shall be submitted to, and 
approved or disapproved by, the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the same manner as provided for the consideration of 
reorganization plans provided for by the act of April 7, 1955 
(P.L.23,  NO.^), known as the "Reorganization Act of 1955." In the 
event that the General Assembly disapproves the proposed mles 
and regulations, then the department shall submit new rules and 
regulations within thirty days. 

(0 Workmen's compensation insurance premiums shall be 
the responsibility of the entity which provides the employment 
opportunity. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 17, by striking out "2" and 
inserting 

3 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 28, by striking out "3" and 

inserting 
4 

Amend Sec. 4, page 10, line 1, by striking out "4" and 
inserting 

5 
Amend Sec. 5, page 10, line 18, by striking out "5" and 

inserting 
6 

Amend Sec. 6, page 11, line 29, by str~king out "6" and 
inserting 

7 
Amend Sec. 7, page 12, line 19, by striking out "7" and 

inserting 

- 
11 

Amend Sec. I I, page 19, line 3, by striking out "1 1" and 
inserting . - 

The SPEAKER On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

Chairman Taylor. 
Mrs. TAYLOR Mr. Speaker, I am withdrawing that 

amendment at this time. b 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the lady. 

FORMER MEMBER WELCOMED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to introduce a 
former member of the General Assembly from the Lehigh 
Valley, Mr. Kurt Zwikl. Kurt, welcome to the hall of the 
House. 

t 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. Ladies and gentlemen, also with Kurt 
today we have a very unusual privilege to welcome a ~ul i tzer  

Prize winner to our midst. David McCullough, who wrote the 
vast volume on the life of Hany Tnunaq is being honored 
today by Governor Casey, being given the Pennsylvania Award 
for the Humanities. The Chair would like to welcome David 
~ ~ ~ ~ l l ~ ~ &  pulitzer prize winner from pennsylvania and his 
wife. 

Welcome to the hall of the House, sir, and congratulations. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1341 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mrs. TAYLOR offered the following amendments No. 

A1225: 

11 
Amend Sec. 12, page 26, line 19, by striking out "12" and 

inserting 
12 . < 

Amend Sec. 13, page 28, line 12, by striking out "13" and 
inserting 

14 
Amend Sec. 14, page 28, line 15, by strlking out "14" and 

inserting 
15 

Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 20, by striking out "15" and 
inserting 

16 

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

Amend Title, page 1, line 16, by inserting after "fraud;" 
establishina mandatorv school attendance or the acquisition of a 
h~gh s ~ h o c ~ ~ e ~ u ~ \ a l e n i d ~ ~ l ~ n ~ a  as a cundtt~on to receiving a ~ d  ior 
dependent children; granting the Department o i  Publ~c Welfare the 
pouer to enihrce these requirements; pro51ding the Department af  
'Education with authority to set standards; formulating a reporting 
process for school districts; 

Amend Bill, page 19, by inserting between lines 2 and 3 
Section I I.  Article IV of the act is amended by adding a 

subarticle to read: 

teenage oaients who receive cash assistance through the AFDC 

13) Present welfare ~o l i cy  fails to provide any incentive to 
welfare families to keep their children in school until thev receive 
a hiah school diploma; in fact. existing policy provides continuing 
financial support for hiah school dropouts, with no responsibilities t 
for educational attainment by AFDC recipients. 

/b) It is the policy of this Commonwealth to require school 
attendance as a condition of the receipt of cash assistance under 
the AFDC program for members of AFDC families, in order to 
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school. 
(5'1 The individual is not prahlbited from attendina school 

while an expulsion is pendin& 
(6) If the individual was expelled from a schoo1,there is 

another school available which the individual can attend., 
(7) The individual does not have good cause for fallme to 

attend school. as set forth in section 464. 
b) An individual who fails to mcet the requirements of 

subseition (a) shall be sublect to the sanctions sveclfied in section 
465 

(c) The department may require consent to the release of . .  , 
school attendance records as a condltlon 01 ellylbilitv. 

(d) If an individual required to attend school unde 
tion (a) is enrolled in a public school. comnlunications 
the school district and the department or a count\ 
concernma the individual's school attendance may only 
by the district's attendance officer as dcsirnated unde 
1341 of the "Public School Code of 1949." 

Sec t~on  464. Quallficd Reasons for Nonattendance.-An 
AFDC recipient shall 1101 be subiect to any sanctions for nonatten- 
dance for any one of the folluwina reasons: 

(1) The qualified i n d ~ v ~ d u a l  i =aretaker for a child who 
is lessfhan nrnety days old. 
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&be l~mned 19, the following mfurmauon. pnw~dcd for ca& 
countv m t h ~ s  Commonwealth and lor the Commonwealth as a. I 
whole: 

I The number of AFDC recipients affected by this act 
who receive a high school diploma or a general equivalency 
diploma, beginning with the school vear precedina the implemen- 
tation of this act and every year thereafter for the five-vear . . 

durina~the preceding vear, along with recommendation for I 

reporting monthly, to the appropriate countv assistance office of 
the department. the names and other appropriate identifying 
information of any AFDC recipient who fails to meet the school 
anendance requirement of section 463. In reporting attendance the 
school district mav not add partial days together to constitute a .. . 

Amend Sec. 11, page 19, line 3, by striking out "I 1" and 
inserting 

12  
Amend Sec, 12, page 26, line 19, by striking out "12" and 

inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 28, line 12, by striking out "13" and 
inserting 

14 
Amend Sec. 14, page 28, line 15, by striking out "14" and 

inserting 
15 

Amend Sec. IS, page 28, by inserting between lines 19 and 
20 

Section 16. The addition of subarticle (8.1) of Article IV of 
the act shall be applicable from the beginning of the school year 
following the adoption of this act. The implementation of any 
provisions of this act requiring authorization by the Federal 
Government, especially the assurance of Federal matching funds W 
for the AFDC program in this Commonwealth, is contingent upon 
the receipt and period of effectiveness of such Federal approvals. 

Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 20, by striking out "15" and 
inserting 

1 7  . , 
Amend Sec. 15, page 28, by inserting between lines 22 and 

(2) The addition of subarticle (8.1) of Article IV of 
the act shall take effect in 60 days. 
Amend Sec. 15, page 28, line 23, by striking out "(2)" and 

inserting W 
(3) 

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

The SPEAKER On the question, the gentlelady is recog- 
nized. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I yield to Representative Pitts on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the lady and recognizes 

the distinguished Appropriations chairman from Chester 
County, Mr. Pitts. 

Mr. PllTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment aims at keeping children in 

AFDC families who are chronically truant in school. 
Some of you may have read about the issue of Learnfare. 

That is the title given to this concept in other States. This is a 
little bit different the way it is drafted from the other States. 

The most imporlant factor in helping children break the 
cycle of welfare dependency is education. This amendment 
provides that families with chronically truant children will have 
their assistance grants reduced if their children do not attend 
school on a regular basis. This version of Leamfare differs 
from others in the country, such as Wisconsin. Wisconsin deals 
only with high school students. OIU amendment begins with 8- 
year-olds. It phases in over a 5-year period, beginning with 
children from 8 to 14, and then gradually phasing in so that all 
the children, even in high school, are included. 

What this does is to encourage parental responsibility by 
alemng parents of a child's attendance problems. By starting 
with young children, good attendance habits can be fostered. 
Exceptions in the amendment are included for teenage mothers 
with newborns or if day care is not available or if transpolta- 
tion is not available or there are other legitimate problems. 
Such programs as food stamps, other forms of assistance, 
remain unaffected. 

Mr. Speaker, this program extends a helping hand to 
parents by encouraging them to make sure their children attend 
school. Parents who receive assistance from taxpayers have a 
responsibility for that assistance they receive. They should be 
responsible to make sure their children attend school on a 
regular basis. t 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does Mr. Richardson seek recognition? 



Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, how many days? I mean, 10 
days? 5 days? 6 days? 4 days? 3 days? 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, it is 2 days a month that are 
excused. There are other excuses for commonsense exceptions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Two days a month, and what else, 
sir? 

Mr. PI'ITS. Two unexcused attendances per month. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Did you say per month? I am sony. 

We are having a hard time hearing you. I cannot hear you. 
Mr. PITTS. Yes; per month. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. And as a result of the two unexcused 

absences per month, is there a gradual stage or a gradual 
period of time before we move to take a parent off welfare 
because that child is truant for two unexcused absences a 
month? How many months must that exist before you actually 
take the welfare check? 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the parent is not taken off 
welfare. The grant is reduced a percentage share for the child 
that is chronically missing school. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And what is that grant? 
Mr. PITTS. The grant for that particular child. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am asking you, is there an amount? 
Mr. PI'TTS. It varies by region of the Commonwealth and 

by family size. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. Give me the southeastem 

region by size. 
Mr. PI'ITS. Mr. Speaker, we can get you that information. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, we are debating the bill now, 

Mr. Speaker, and as intelligent as we are about evelything else, 
I know that we would not stand here on this floor and say we 
will get the information. I said that before and you all laughed 
at me. 
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Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Joe Pitts. 
Mr. PITTS. Is he ready to listen? 
All right. Mr. Speaker, for the southeast region, for a 

family of two, if a child were chronically W t ,  that family 
would lose $1 15 per month. For a family of three, if one child 
were tmant, they would lose $91 per month. A family of four, 
one child truant, would lose $93 per month. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And in the northeast region? 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, we will have to get that. The 

gentleman probably has the information, but we can call and 
get it for him. 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPOFMRILY 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for this amend- 
ment to go over until we have an oppommity to have the 
schedule. If we are going to vote to try to take money away 
fmm people and we have it broken down by schedule and this 
is supposed to be in the amendment, I do not think it is proper 
for us to proceed until all that information is on the floor. You 
would not allow me to do it, and I do not think anybody else 
should have the right to be able to do it either. 

I ask that this amendment be passed over temporarily. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman indicates he would like for 

the amendment to be gone over temporarily. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose the amendment offered by the 

gentleman, Mr. Pitts, A1225, and I would like at this time, if 
I may, to interrogate the prime sponsor of the amendment. 

Tke SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Pitts, indicates that he 
will stand for intermgation instead of the prime sponsor of the 
amendment. Is that acceptable? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether or not you can 

share with the members of this House of Representatives the 
actual Learnfare program in Wisconsin and what has been the 
outcome of such legislation. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, we are not offering the legislation 
that was adopted in Wisconsin. As I stated previously, we are 
addressing the children in their younger, more formative years, 
and that is not appropriate to completely equate the two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to ask whether or not you can share then with the mem- 
bers of this House, how do we consider a person or a young- 
ster to be a chronic truant? What is the determination or 
definition of such terminology? 

Mr. P m S .  Mr. Speaker, if the child misses school in 
excess of a certain number of days, then they are considered 
chronic. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

Mr. PITTS. We will pmvide that i n f o d o n  to you. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for a recess until the gentleman 

pmvides us with the information. 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, for a family of six it would be 

$80. 
The SPEAKER For a family of six, it would be $80. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. And which region is that? I asked for 

the southeastern region and the northeastern region. 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, we will get you the whole 

schedule. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for a recess until I can get the 

schedule, Mr. Speaker. If we are voting on something this 
major and this dangemus to children in this Commonwealth, 
then we need to see the schedule, not based on somebody 
telling me, because I do not believe it. 

The SPEAKER Would the gentleman, Mr. Pitts, indicate 
to the Chair at what point he believes a schedule would be 
forthcoming? 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, they are calling to see if they can 
get it right now for you. 

The SPEAKER If it is within moments, the Chair would 
deem that appmpriate. If not, we could potentially pass over 
temporarily and go to another amendment, but the Chair will 
ask the members to be at ease momentarily. 
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BILLS REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY 

Mr. lTKIN. Mr. Speaker, at this time I would like to put 
the House at ease for the plrpose of a Rules Committee 
meeting at the majority leader's desk. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman and notes 
to the membership that a Rules Committee meeting will be 
immediately fotihcoming at the m u m  of the majority leader. 

The House will stand at ease momentarily. 

HB 1457, PN 1636 BY Rep. mu.N 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 

(Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) ofthe Pennsylvania Consolidat- 
ed Statutes, further providing for simple assault and for probable 
cause in domestic violence cases; and further providing for bail. 

- 

RULES. 

HB 1459, PN 1637 BY Rep. mUN 
An Act amending the act of June 18, 1974 (P.L.359, No.lZO), 

referred to as the Municipal Police Education and Training Law, 
further providing for the powers and duties of the commission. 

RULES 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 48, PN 1165 By Rep. FINN 
A Resolution recognizing June 1993 as "Dairy Month" in 

Pennsylvania. 

RULES. 

HR 81, PN 1554 By Rep. ITKIN 
A Resolution declaring the week of May 23 through 29, 1993, 

as "Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Week" in Pennsylvania. 

RULES. 

HR 86, PN 1694 By Rep. ITKIN 
A Concurrent Resolution memorializing the President and 

Congress of the United States, the Secretary of Defense and all 
members of the Base Closure and Realignment Commission to 
delay all current realignment actions at the Naval Air Warfare 
Center Aircraft Division in Warminster, Pennsylvania, until all 
legal questions concerning the original realignment decisions of 
this facility are resolved and until the economic and the long-term 
savings issues of thls facility's realignment are reconsidered and 
restudied. 

RULES. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoqzes the majority leader. 
Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, at this time I would like to make 

a motion that the House stand in recess for the purposes of a 
Republican caucus and subsequently dinner. We will recess at 
this time and return to the floor at 7:30. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Representative Geist. 
Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Since we have not caucused on the calendar, there will be 

an immediate Republican caucus, and it should be short and 
brief, and then we will break for dinner and be back likewise; 
and, Mr. Speaker, vely informative by Representative Ryan to 
our members. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

RECESS 
b 

The SPEAKER This House stands in recess until 7:30 
p.m.; recess until 7:30 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(FRED A. TRELLO) PRESIDING 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. 
PETRARCA, will be registered for a leave of absence for the 
rest of the evening, without objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Wright. 
Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. Could the Chair advise us when we 

might be in session so we can get on with other business? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the present time we are 

waiting for the arrival of the majority leader to set the sched- 
ule. 

Mr. D. R WRIGHT. Do you have any indication when that 
will be, or shall we sit here all night waiting? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, if the gentleman would 
like to make a statement of some kind, the gentleman is in 
order. 

Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. What time were we scheduled to be 
here, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At 10 afler 8. 
Mr. D. R. WRIGHT. We were scheduled to be here at 10 

after 8? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Right. 
Mr. D. R. WRIGH". I will wait for 2 minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 

The Chair would like to announce the amval of the 
majority leader. 

The gentleman. Mr. Wright, if he has any questions to 
direct, he can direct them at the majority leader. 
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RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair ~~s the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules for 
HR's 93 and 94. 

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

The following mll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 

~ ~ n * a  Fajt Lioton R w  
Adolph Fa%o Lloyd Saataoi 
Allea Farmer Lucyk Sather 
&dl Fee Lynch S a m  
m a g  Fichter Maidand Saylor 
Baker Fleagle Manderioo Scheea 
Barley Flick Msrkwk Schula 
Ballisto F m  Marsic0 Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jones Gamble Masland Semmel 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B iml in  
Bishop 
Blaum 
soys 
Brwm 
Bunt 
Bush 
ButLwitz 
Buxtao 
Caltagimne 
Capbiaaca 
Carn 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohe", L. I. 
Cohe", M. 
Colafella 
Colain0 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Couvell 
coy  
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Devspy  
Dent 
Demudy 
Donahlcn 
Dmee 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Gsnoon Mayernik 
Geist McCall 
George McGeehan 
Gerlach McNally 
OigliMi Melia 
G l h k  Michlovic 
Godshall Micozie 
Gordner Mihalich 
Gruitza Miller 
o r u p  Mundy 
Hama Murphy 
Harley Nailor 
Hasay Nick01 
H S ~ I ~  N ~ c e  
Hemessy O'Brien 
Hamen O'Donnell 
Hershey Olaz  
Hess Oliver 
Hughes P m l  
Hutchinson Pee 
Ilkin Pamne 
Jadlowiec Pettit 
James Phillips 
Jamlin Piccola 
J q h s  PisleIla 
Kaiser Pitts 
Kasunic Plstts 
Keller Preston 
Kenney Raymond 
King Rebz 
Kirklsnd Reinard 
Krebs Richardson 
LaGrotta Riager 
Laub Ritter 
Laughlin Roberts 
Lawless Robrnson 
Lederer Roebuck 
Lee Rohrer 
Leh Rmney 
Le~covitz Rubley 
Lwd.nsb Rudy 

NAYS-I 

NOT VOTING-0 

Serafini 
Srrdth, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stabsck 
Stairs 
Sledman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Slish 
Strinmatter 
Shlda 
S u m  
T a n w t i  
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trello 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vane  
Van Home 
veon 
Vitsli 
waugh 
Williams 
wwan  
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N 
Yandrisevlts 
Y e k c  
Zug 

DeWeea, 
Speaker 

A majority of the members elected to the House having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The gentleman from Carbon, 
Mr. McCall, calls up HR 93, which will be read by the clerk. 

The following resolution was read: 

House Resolution No. 93 

A RESOLUTION 

Recognizing May 1993 as "Better Hearing and Speech Month in 
Pemsvlvania. 

WHEREAS, Speech-language pathologists in Pemsylvania 
observe and celebrate "Bener Hearing and Speech Month" each 
year during the month of May; and 

WHEREAS, The House of Representatives recognizes and 
values the efforts of all who work to eliminate or minimize the 
isolatinc effects of communication disorders in the one-in-ten 
familieFaffected by them; and 

WHEREAS, Speech-language pathology services throughout 
our nation help to enable and empower individuals with communi- 
cation disorders to lead independent, productive and fulfilling 
lives; and 

WHEREAS, The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is proud and 
honored to have speech-language pathologists offering quality 
education and health care services to its citizens; therefore be it 

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives recognize 
I Mav 1993 as "Better Hearing and S ~ e e c h  Month" in Pemsvlvania 

and encourage all citizensto recognize the achievemints of 1 speech-language pathologists in improving the quality of life for 
1 people wit6 ci&unicat~>n disorders. - 

Keith R. McCall 
Fred Belardi 
Susan Laughlin 
Phyllis Mundy 
Kevin Blaum 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following mll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Acosta Fajt Levhsky 
Adolph p a w  Linton 
Allen F a m r  Lloyd 
A r d l  Fee Lueyk 
Armstrong Fichter Lynch 
Bakex Fleagle Maitland 
Barley Flick Mandaioo 
Battisto Freeman Merkosek 
BebkeJones Gamble Marsico 
Belardi Cannon Masland 
Belfanti Geid Maye",ik 
B iml in  George M e a l l  
Bishop Gerlsch McGeehan 
Blaum Gigliotti McNally 
Boyee Gladeck Melio 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Ssntoni 
Sather 
S a w n  
Saylor 
Scheea 
Schder 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Sndth, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
S b b c k  
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Buxion 
Cdlagimne 
w- 
Cun 
b e  

-ley 
Ccsur 
Cildwick 
Civan 
C I h  
Clyma 
C o b  L. I. 
Cohm, M 
Colafell. 
C d h  
Candl 
Carrigan 
W d l  
coy 
w 
D.lw 
DcLvu 
Dem=Y 
Dmt 
Damody 
D0llalc.i 
hvse 
Durhsm 
Egolf 
Evans 
Failchild 

Bmwn Godrh.ll Michlovic Stain 
Bmt Gordner M i d e  Steelmn 
Bush GndtZd Mihalich Steighner 
Bulkovik Gnw0 Miller Stal 

&a 
Harley 

M W  
Murphy 

H ~ Y  Ndla  
Heckler Nickol 
H - = = Y  N Y ~ =  
H m n  O'Brim 
Hcrsbcy O'Domell 
H- Ol re  
Hugh- Oliver 
Hutchi- Penel 
RLin Pexi 
Irdlaui& Pamoe 
lama Peuit 
lamlin Phillip 
l a r p h s  Piaola 
Kaiser PiaWla 
K.sunic Fins 
K ~ I I ~ ~  mens 
Kmney F'mton 
Kiw Raymond 
Kifland RebR 
Knbr R e i d  
Kukovich Richudsoo 
h G m  Rieger 
h u b  Rim 
hughlio Roberts 
hwlcp  Robinma 
Lcdcm R d x c  k 
Lee Rohrer 
Leb Rmncy 
Le&wilz Rubley 

NAYS-0 

The following resolution was read: 

House Resolution No. 94 

NOT VOTING4 

Stem 
Stetla 
Stish 
Strittmm 
Shula 
Sum 
Te,n@ti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
b s  
Tipe 
Tomlinm 
Trello 
Trve 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vaacc 
Van Home 
vmn 
Vitsli 
Waugh 
Williams 
W w n  
Wright. D. R 
Wright. M. N. 
Ynndri-ts 
Ynvsie 
zug 

I A RESOLUTION W 
Congratulating Jim Delligatti for inventing the Big Mac. 

WHEREAS, Jim Delligatti of  Fox Chapel, Pennsylvania, 
invented the famous McDonald's sandwich known as  the Big Mac 
in the summer of  1967: and 

WHEREAS, The ~ i g  Mac is the best-selling sandwich of 
McDonald's; and 

WHEREAS, May 4, 1993, is the 25th Anniversary of the 
marketing of the Big Mac, with over 14,000,000,000 having been 
sold; therefore be it 

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives congratulate 
Jim Delligatti for inventing the Big Mac, an American sandwich 
classic; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives rejoice in the 
outstanding culinary and marketing accomplishment of a citizen 
of this Commonwealth; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to 
Jim Delligani and to the headquarters of McDonald's. 

Richard I. Cessar 
Ivan Itkin 
Fred A. Trello 
Anthony M. DeLuca 
Richard D. Olasz 
Terry E. Van Home 
Frank I. Pistella 
David 1. Mayernik 
Thomas A. Michlovic 
Thomas 1. Murphy, l r .  
David K. Levdansky 
Ralph Kaiser 
Joseph F. Markosek 
Elaine F. Farmer 
Albert W. Penit 
Ron Gamble 

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

1 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cessar. 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the I Mr. CESSAR Thank m r  Mr. Sceaker 
resolution was adopted. I This resolution, Mr. Speaker- could I have a little quiet, 

Mr. STRIlTMA'ITER Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter. 
Mr. STRIlTMATTER Thank you. 
I will yield to Representative McCall. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. McCall. 
Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, other members have indcated an interest in 

cosponsoring this resolution. I would ask that it be placed on 
the desk for additional sponsors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be placed 
on the desk for additional sponsors until the close of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alleghe- 
ny County. Mr. Cessar, calls up HR 94, which will be read by 
the clerk. 

please, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Could we have some order? 

I am sure this information is very important to all of us. 
Mr. CESSAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, especially since 

you already had your dinner. 
Mr. Speaker, this resolution is something that I am ex- 

tremely happy to present to the members of this General - 
Assembly and ask for their support for it. This day marks the 
25th anniversary of the birth of the Big Mac hamburger, Mr. 
Speaker. Of course, sometimes we think of people as hot dogs, 
but this is the Big Mac hamburger. 

Mr. Speaker, this Rig Mac hamburger is two all-beef 
patties, special sauce, lettuce, cheese, pickles and onions on a 
toasted sesame bun. Now, I am pleased to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the person that really invented this hamburger is one of- 
my constituents, one of the great Americans of my district. 

For the record, 14 billion Big Macs have been sold around 
the world, enough for evely man woman, and child to clutch 



The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Roberts, from Fayette. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, point of information on the 
Big Mac resolution. 

I stand before this group and I am proud to say that the Big 
Mac originated in the city of Uniontown 25 years ago, and we 
will take credit for the Big Mac. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Cessar, rise? 

Mr. CESSAR. Well, to add to that, Mr. Speaker, that 
happened 25 years ago, and I must say this: The originator had 
a store in Representative Mayernik's district, and that was in 
the North Hills of Allegheny County, hut to try it out, he went 
to Uniontown in Fayette County to make sure you people liked 
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it first. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
For the information of both gentlemen, Big Mac Sarducci 

was from Coraopolis. 

one in each fist, with millions to spare. Or think of it another 
way: You could circle the earth with all of those Macs 35.5 
times, or stack them to the moon and back - twice. 

Now, that is a lot of Big Macs, would you not say? Great. 

ARTICLE SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. CESSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask for your support for this 
resolution to honor my good friend, Jim Delligatti, who is the 
father of the Big Mac, and I offer this for the record, Mr. 
Speaker. Thank you. 

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

Mr. CESSAR submitted an article for the Legislative 
J o d .  

(For article, see Appendix.) 

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

Bulkovitz G ~ p p o  ~ i c c m i e  Steighns 
Hams Mihlich S(eil 
Harley Miller Slem 

Cappsbisnca Hasay Mundy w l e r  
Carn Heckler Murphy Stirh 
Camw Hennessq. Nailor Strittnvttcr 
Cawley Hermaa Nick01 Shlrla 
C-r  enh hey Nyee s u m  
Chadwick 
ciVa 

Hess O'Brien Tan@ti 
Hu&es O'Donnell Taylor, E. Z. 

c1.h Hulchinson OIasz Taylor, 1. 
C l m  ltkio otiver ~homss 
Coho, L. I. Jadlaviee Penel Tigue 
Cohen. M. lames Pesci Tomlinron 
Colafella Iarolin PeCrone T ~ I O  
c01ain0 I-hs ~ d t i t  T N ~  
Cornell Kaiser Phillips Tulli 
Corrigan Kasunic Piccola Uliaoa 
Cowdl Keller Pistells Van- 
COY Kenney Pitts Van Home 
Curry King Plans Vaon 
Dalw Kirkland W n  Wauah 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acasta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bimelin 
Blaum 

Boys  
Brown 
Bunt 
Bush 

Fajt 
Fargo 
F-r 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gerst 
George 
Gerlach 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
(iruitla 

h v i t z  
Levdansky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lusyk 
Lynch 
Mailland 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
M a r k  
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCsll 
MsOeehsn 
McNally 
Melio 
Michlovlc 

Rubley 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scnmenti 
S e m e l  
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, I). W 
Staback 
Stain 

~ e ~ i c a  
msqr 
Dent 
Denmdy 
Donahlcci 
b e e  
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Bishop 
F m n  

K& Raymond 
Kulrmich Reba 
LpGrotta Reiaard 
Laub Richardson 
Laughlin Robe~ts 
Lawless Robinson 
Led- Roebuck 
Lee Rohrer 
Leh Rmney 

NOT VOTING-1 

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

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 816, PN 
879, entitled: 

An Act providing for evaluation, termination and continuation 
of State agencies; establishing the Sunset Leadership Committee 
and providing for its powers and duties; and making repeals. 

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

A1076: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 14, by striking out "5(d)" and 
inserting 

5(c) 
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Amend Sec. 8, page 17, line 20, by striking out "at the 
conclusion" and inserting 

on December 31 

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

Evans Lcxovilz Rub17 sP=!- 
Finhild L e v h e  Rudy 

NAYS4 
w 

NOT VOTING-1 
Lee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
lady, Ms. Mundy. 

Ms. MUNDY. Thad  you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment 1076 is simply a technical amendment, 

clarifying amendment, and I urge the support of the members. 
Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recoxht 

YEAS-197 

Acoa Fajt Lint00 Ryan 
Adolph Fargo Lloyd Smtoni 
Allen Farmer Lucyk Sather 
Argall Fee Lynch S s u m n  
Armatmng Fichter Maillaad Saylor 
Baker Fleagle Manderioo Scheprz 
Barley Flick Markoxk Schder 
Banisto Freeman Marsic0 Scrimenti 
Bebk~Jones Gamble Masland Semmel 
Mardi Gamon Mayemik Serafini 
~ e ~ f s n t i  Geist MeCall Smith. B. 
B i d i n  George McGeehan Smilh, S. H. 
Bishop Gerlach McNally Snyder, D. W. 
Blaum Giglioni Melio Staback 
Boyes GIadeck Michlwic Stairs 
B m  Godshall Mi-e Steelman 
Bunt Gordner Mihalich StRghuer 
Bush G m i b  Miller Steil 
Butkovitz G ~ p p o  Mundy Stem 
Buxton Hnnna M U V ~ Y  steler 
Caltagimne Harley Nailor Stish 
Capbiaoca Hasay Nick01 Strillmaner 
Cam Heckler N P Sturla 
c.ro~e Hennessq, O'Brien sum 
Cawley H ~ m a n  O'Donnell Tangreti 
C- Hershey Olasz Taylor, E. Z. 

Hess Oliver Taylor, I. Cbsdwick 
Civera Hughes Penel Tbomas 
Clark Hutchinson PeSn Tiwe 
C l w  Itkin Pemne Todinson 
Cohen, L. I. Idowiec Petit Trella 
Coben, M. James Phillips Tme 
Colafells Jamlin Piccola Tulli 
colai~m Josepbs F'istella Uliana 
Cornell Kaiser F'itts Vance 
Conigan Kssunic Plans Van Home 
Cowell Keller Preston Veon 
COY Kenney Raymond Vitali 
C w  King ~ e b e r  Waugh 
Daley Kirkland Reinard William 
DeLuca Krebs Richardsoo Wogan 
m=Y Kukovich Rieger Wright, D. R 
Dent LaGmtta Ritter Wright. M. N. 
D ~ Y  Laub Roberta Yandriswits 
Donalucci Laughlin Robinson Yewcic 
DNW Lawless Roebuck zug 
Durham Ldsrer R O ~ K ~  

Egolf Leh Rmney Dew- 

EXCUSED-5 
H ~ U S ~  P ~ C X G ~   rich womiak 
Mw 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. STEIL offered the following amendment No. A0894: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 8, by inserting between lines 5 and 6 
(g) Early review.-An agency may request at any time, a 

termination review earlier than provided for in this act, subject to 
the same conditions defined herein. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Repre- 
sentative Steil. 

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, this amendment adds language to 
the bill authorizing an early review of any agency affected. 
This is to replace the language in the bill which currently 
authorizes a 10-year review perid, but the language in this 
amendment enables any individual agency to request an early 
termination and review. Thank you. 

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

The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Mundy. 
Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment is agreed to. I do not really see this ever 

happening, but it would be novel. I agree to the amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I realize that the prime sponsor 

has agreed to the amendment, but I think that there is a real 
problem with this amendment. 'r, 

As I understand the effect of this amendment, it would be 
to allow an agency to declare itself its own schedule for sunset 
review. Let me give you two practical examples, and then 
members can decide. If that is what they want to do, fine. 

We have had two very controversial boards that everybody 
has gotten squeezed on. One was the Board of Chiropractic. If 
this amendment goes into the bill, it will allow that board, if 
we go through sunset review of that board, and whatever 
controversial issues, we resolve them one way or the other and * 
we put up with all the complaining and pressing from all sides, 
and the next year the board decides it did not like the way we 
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Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the superior logic of 
my colleague, Representative Lloyd, and I recognize the 
validity of what he is saying, and so therefore, I have to say 
that I would ask for a "no" vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair also recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Steil, for the second time. 

Mr. STEIL. I may be confused. However, the language in 
this very clearly says to me that although the normal language 
requires a 10-year review, this language says that any agency 
within that 10-year timeframe can call for an early review, 
subject to the same language in the bounds of the hill and the 
same procedures in the bill, and I do not see why that is a 
problem. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-50 
Argall Fargo Maitland Ryan 
Baker Fleagle Masland Sather 
Barley Flick Nickol Saurman 
Birmelin Cannon Peml  Saylor 
Bunt Geist Phillips Serafini 
Rush Gladeck Piccola Smith, B. 
C-r Hasay Pitts Sleil 

resolved those things, it can say, we volunteer to be sunseted 
early, and this language appears to say "subject to the same 
conditions as in this act," and that would allow them to force 
us to reopen that issue the next year. 

The second example is the Board of Optometry, which we 
went through in the last session, and this would appear to say 
that if that board does not like what we do or do not do, then 
it can unilaterally declare that it is going to be subject to 
sunset on a schedule of its own choosing. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I think that is a mistake, and I think that is going to plunge us 
into the middle of a lot of uncomfoltable situations that we do 
not want to br involved in once we have made a decision. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the Supreme Coult of this State has 
said that it is unconstitutional for us to delegate to our leader- 
ship the power to postpone the termination of an agency for 1 
year. I cannot imagine that we can grant to the agency the 
right to determine its own schedule for when it is going to go 
out of existence and that is going to be constitutional. 

I intend to vote against this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
The Chair recognizes the lady for the second time, Ms. 

Clymer Heckler Plattr Stem 
Cohen, L. I. Rennessey Keber St~ittmatter 
Cornell H e m n  Reinard Tulli 
Conigan tierrhey Koberts Waugh 
Dluce Jarolin Kubley rug  
Fairchild Laub 

Am" ~armer 
Adolph Fee 
Allen Fichter 
Armstrong a re em 
Bani" Gamble 

Eyes '-we 
Gerlach 

Belfanli G i g l i d  
Bishop oodsball 
B l a ~ m  Gordner 

pzn Gmitm 

~,,~i~ 
Gmppa 
H a m  

BWOO Harley 
cs'L@mw Hess 
Capplbianca Hughes 
Cm Hutchinson 
cam., Itkin 
Cawley Jadlaviec 

1- 
Civera Jasephs 
Clark Kaiser 
Cohen, M. Kasunie 
"afella K ~ I I =  
c o ~ a i z o  K m e y  
Cnvell King 
c, Kirkland 

~d, 
DeLuca 
Dewsey 
Deal 
D e d y  
Dooatucci 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fajt 

Kukovich 
LaGmtta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lee 
Leh 
Lescmitz 
Levdaosb 
Liotan 

Lloyd 
Lusylr 
Lyneb 
Msnderino 
Markosek 
Manim 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Mishlwic 
Mic-e 
Mihslicb 
Miller 
Muady 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Nyfe 
O'Brien 
O'hnnell 
O l m  
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petmne 
Penit 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymood 
R i s h m h n  
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robioson 
R&k 
R o h r  
Rmney 
Rudy 

S a n h  
kbeetz 
Shuler 
S f r i m t i  
Semmel 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stsback 
Swim 
Stelman 
Steigbner 
Seller 
Stish 
Studa 
Surra 
TanpUi 
Taylor, E Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinscm 
Trello 
Tme 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
veon 
Viuli 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandriswiwits 
Y ~ u c i c  

NOT VOTLNG-0 

Halush Petrarca Trich Wmaiak 
Merry 

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

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

amended? 
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 hill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken 

YEAS-197 
 costa ~ a j t  Linton R Y ~  
Adolph Fargo Lloyd Santoni 
Allen Farmer Lucyk Sather 
Argall Fee Lynch Saurman 
Amstrong Fichter Maitland Saylor 



Baker 
mey 
Banido 
Bebk-Jones 
B e l d  
Belfsnti 
Binnelin 
Bi* 
Blaum 
Boy- 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bush 
B"tk0vilz 
B m n  
Caltagimne 
C@anea 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 

R 4 e  
Rick 
F-n 
Gamble 
Gamon 
Gei* 
George 
Gerlsch 
Giglidti 
Glsded: 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gluitza 
G ~ p p o  
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hekler 
Heooessey 
H-n 
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Mnnderino Sch& 1 An Act amendinn Title 5 (Athletics and Snorts) of the 
Msrkosek Schuler I Pennrylvanla C'unsol~~ated ~tatutes, provsdlng for &e llcenrmg of 
Mamco Enmntn athleuc agents; and lmpostng a penalty. 
Masland Semmel 
Mavemik Serafini I o n  the mestion 

Miehlovic 
Micorzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
M ~ Y  
Murphy 
Nailor 
Niekol 
Nyce 
WBrien 
O'Domell 

M E C ~ I  smith, B. 
McGeehnn Smith, S. H. 
McNally Snyder, D. W. 
Melio Stabnck 

Slain 
Steelman 
Steigt",~ 
Steil 
Stem 
W l e r  
Stish 
strittmam 
S M a  
Sum 
T a n m i  

Will thea~ouse'agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. FREEMAN offered the following amendments No. 

A0947: 

Amend Sec. 1. Dane 9. bv insertinn between lines 20 and 21 
5 3 3 0 7 .  ~ x e m ~ t i o d  irtm doking req&ement. 

(a) Immediate family members.-Athletic agents who are 
representina an immediate family member are exempt from 
section 33G (relatinn to bondinn ;eauirements). 

(b) ~efkitionsr-AS used in thid section, the term "immedi- t 
ate family" means a parent, stepparent, grandparent, spouse, son, 
daughter; uncle, auni, brother,$ster orfust cousin. 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3307), page 9, line 21, by striking out 
"3307" and inserting 

..*" 
~~ ~ , . 

Chsdwick Hess Oliver Taylor, I. 
Civem ~ v n h -  p a ~ e l  ~homas  I On the question, 
Clark 
Clymcr 
Cohen, L. I 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cda- 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cavelt 
coy  
curry 
D a l q  
DeLuca - 
Dent 
D m  
Dmahlcci 
DIUW 
Dulllam 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fainhild 

J o q h s  

Halvrka 
Merry 

~ d h i n s o n  PesCi 
ltkio Pdrone 
Jadlowis Pettit 
lames Phillip 
Jamlin Rccols 
Kaiser Raella 
Kssunic Pi& 
Keller Platts 
Kemey Preston 
King Raymond 
Kirkland Reber 
Krebs Reimrd 
Kukovich Richardson 
hOmtta Rieget 
h u b  Ritter 
Laughlin Roberts 
Lawless Robinson 
Lederer Roebuck 
Lee Rohrer 
Leh Rooney 
L.e%avilz Rubley 
k d s n s k y  Rudy 

NOT VOTING-1 

T i p  
Todinson 
T d l o  
TNe 
Tulli 
Ulinna 
Vance 
Van Home 
vmn 
Vitali 
Waugb 
Wi l l im  
Wagan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandriswits 
Yewcic 
zug 

Dew-, 
Speaker 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentlema Mr. Freeman. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my amendment would exempt immediate 

family members who act as athletic agents for an athlete from 
the bonding requirements of this legislation. Such individuals 
would still be required to register with the State Athletic 
Commission in order to make sure their activities can be 
properly monitored, but I do not think it is appropriate or 
necessiuy to impose a financial hardship of a bonding require- 
ment on those agents who are immediate family members and 
obviously will have the best interest of the athlete at heart. 

This amendment has the support of the State Athletic 
Commission, and I urge a "yes" vote. 

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

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acorta Fajt Linton Ryan 
Adolph Fargo Lloyd Santoni 
Allen Farmer L ~ c Y ~  Sather 
Amall Fee Lvnch S a w n  - 

concurrence. 

* * 

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

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 450, PN 
501, entitled: 

- ~ ~~~ - 
Armstrong Fichter Maitland Saylor 
Baker Reagle Manderino Scheee 

Flick Markosek Schuler 
Battiao Freeman Marsico Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jones Gannoo Masland Smunel 
B e l d  Geia Mayemik Serafini 
Belfanti George McCall Smith. B. 
Bimvlio Gedach McGeehan Smith. S. H. 
Bishop Giglioni McNally Snyder. D. W. 
Blaum Gladesk Melio Staback 
%- Godshall Michlovic S h i n  m 
Brown Gordner Mi-e Steelmao 
Bunt Omitza Mihalich Stoighner 
Bush GNFF Miller Steil 
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ButLwilz H m a  Mundy Stem 
&orton Hadey Murphy Stetler 
Caltagimne 
Cappbisnca 
Cam 
Cmne  
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civem 
Clark 
Clyma 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
cola fell^ 

Hasay 
H d e r  
Hean- 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchioson 
Itha 
Jadlaviec 
Jams 
Jmlin 
Jme~hs 

~ s i l i r ~  
Nicbl 
NF 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olara 
Oliver 
Penel 
Pcssi 
Pe(mne 
Pa i t  
Phillips 
Picwla 

Stirh 
Strinmatter 
Shda 
s m  
Taagretti 
Tayior. E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
nomas 
T i p  
Tomlinsm 
Tnllo 
Tme 
Tulli 

Colaizm h i &  Piella Ulisna 
Camell KIsunic Pins Vane 
Corrignn Keller matts Van Home 
Cowell Kenney Prelaoa Vmn 
COY 
Cuny 
Ddey 
DeLuca 
W s q r  
Dent 
Dermody 
Donahlcci 
D ~ c e  
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

King Raymond 
Kirldand Reber 
Krebs R e i d  
Kukwich Richardson 
LaGloita Rieger 
Laub Ritter 
Lsughlin Robeas 
Lawless Robinson 
L e k  Rabuck 
Lee Rohrer 
Leh Rwney 
Lesfovitz Rubley 
Levdansky Rudy 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 
Gamble 

EXCUSED-5 

Pdrarca Trich 

Vitali 
W a d  
Williams 
w w  
Wright, D. R 
Wright. M. N. 
Yandrismits 
Ywcic 
Zw 

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. CLYMER offered the following amendment No. 

A1096: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3102), page 2, line 27, by inserting after 
"athlete" 
. but shall not include the coach or trainer o f  a secondarv or -~ ~ , 
postsecondary school athlete, provided the coach or trainer is 
performing his work-related responsibilities 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my amendment-and I believe it has been 

distributed-is a technical amendment that has been agreed to. 
What it does, if you look at the bill on page 2, line 23, as it 

describes an "athletic agent," it says "A person who, directly 
or indirectly, recruits or solicits a person to enter into an agent 
contract or pmfessional sport services ...." What we want to 
exclude here are the cosches or trainers of a secomh'y or 
postsecondary school, pmvided that coach or trainer is per- 
forming his or her work-related responsibilities. 

So that is what we are doing with my amendment, and I 
ask for support. Thank you. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman From Beaver, Mr. 
Colafella. ~~ ~ 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is an agreed-to amendment. 
The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle 

man. 

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

The following mll call was recorded: 

YEAS- 198 

AcosIa Fajt b d a *  
Adolph Fargo Linton 
Allen Fanner Lloyd 
Argall Fee h c y k  
Amudmng Fichter Lynch 
Baker Fleagle Maitland 
Barley Nick Mandetino 
Banisto F m n  Matkosek 
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mardw 
Belanii Cannon W a n d  
&If& &st Msyemik 
Bimlin  George McCdl 
Bishap Galach McGeehsn 
Blaum GigliOni McNally 
BOY- Gladeck Melio 
Bmwn Godshall Michlwic 
Bunt Gordner Miwzie 
Bush G~uitza Mihalich 
Butkovitz G w p o  Miller 
Buxton Henna Mundy 
Caltagirone Hadey Murphy 
Cappabiaoca Hasay Nailor 
Cam Heckler Nickol 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
COlakm 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Heonesey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
H&= 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jmlin 
losepbs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kdler 

NF 
O'Brim 
O ' h e l l  
Olag~ 
Oliver 
Peael 
Pesci 
Perroae 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
matts 

Rudy 
Ryan 
h t o n i  
w e r  
Saurman 
Sflm 
SEh& 
schuler 
S n i m t i  
Semml 
Senfini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
%in, 
Steelman 
steighner 
steil 
Stem 
W l e r  
Stirh 
StrimnaueI 
Stud. 
Svrra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
lllamas 
Ti* 
Todin- 
Trello 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vsace 
Van Home 

COY Kenney Pcesion Vwn 
curry King Raymond Vitali 
Dalev Kickland Reber Waush ~-~~~ ~ 

~ e k c a  Krebs Reinard willi& 
D e v w  Kukovich ~ichsrdson Wognn 
Den1 LaGmtta Rieger Wright, D. R 
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NOT VOTING4 

Damody h b  Ritter Wright, M. N. 
L.u&Iin R d x r l ~  Ysndrilcvitl 

D m  Lawless Robin- Yewcis 
Durhm Ledaa RaehKk ZW 
Esalf LSC ~obra  
E v w  Lch RrnnCY Dew% 
Fdrshild Lerwitz RuMy SDeake~ 

Halu*. P d m m  Trich W&ak 
Mary 

BOP Gladsk Melio 
B m  Gadshall Mieblais 
Bunt Gwdner Mi-c 
h s h  Gndm Mihnlish 
~ u t k ~ i f z  G ~ p p o  M ~ I I S ~  
B W n  Hanas 
Caltammne Harlev Mumhv 

Mmdy 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. COLAFELLA offered the following amendment No. 

A1 157: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3305), page 7, lines 2 3  through 26, by 
striking out all of said lines and inserting 

(a) Investigation.-The executive director mav review the 
operations of alllicenses and shall prepare a wrindn report for 
review by the commission. 

On the ques t i o~  
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Colafella. 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is an amendment that simply gives the executive 

director of the State Athletic Commission the power to review 
the operations of all licenses and shall prepare a written report 
for review by the wmmission. 

I appreciate an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 

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

The following mll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

Acasfa Fajt Levdansky Rudy 
Adolph Fa~go Linton Ryan 
Allen F a m  Lloyd Sanloni 
-11 Fee Lucyk Salher 
M m n g  Fichter Lpch Saurman 
Baker Fleagle Maitland Saylor 
Barley Flick Mandenno Sch& 
Baftlsto Freeman Markosek Schulor 
Bebk-Jone~ Gamble Marsico Scrimenti 
Belardi Cannon Masland S e m i  

Camne 
Cawley , c-r 
Chdurick 
Civen 
Clark 
ClyrnR 
Coben, L. I. 
Cob* M. 
Colafella 
Colaizm 
Comell 
Conigaa 
Cowell 
coy 
curry 
Daley 
D e h f e  
ompMey 
Dent 
Dmmdy 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

H a e a r y  Nyce 
Hmnan O'Brien 
Henhey O'Donnell 
Heur O l m  
Hughes Oliver 
Hutchinson P-l 
llkio Per i  
Jadlowios Pdmne 
James Pdtit 
Jamlio Phillip 
Josephs Pieeola 
Kaiser Pistells 
Kasunic  ins 
Keller Plans 
K m e y  Rest00 
King Raymond 
Kirkland Reba 
Krebs Reioard 
Kukaich Richardson 
LaGmtta Rieger 
Laub R i m  
Laugblin Robnts 
Lawlcs Robinson 
Lederer Roebuck 
Lee R o k  
Leh Rooney 
h v i t z  Rubley 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSES5 
Pdmrcs Trich 

MAY 4 

Sbeelman 
Steighner 
%ail 
Slsm 
Stella 
Stish 
StrittMacr 
SM. 
S m  
Tan@& 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
nomrr 
Tigue b 
T o m l i m  
Tnllo 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vance 
Van Home 
v m n  
Vitali 
Waugh 
Williama 
Wogan 
Wright. D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandriscvlls 
Ywcic 
zug 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. VITAL1 offered the following amendments No. A1309: 

Amend Sec 1 (Sec. 3304), page 5, line 1, by striking out b 
"any of the following offenses within ten" and inserting 

a felony wlthin seven 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3304), page 5, line 2, by removing the 

colon after "application" and inserting a period 
Amend Sec. I (Sec 3304), page 5, lines 3 through 30; page 

6, lines 1 through 30; page 7, lines 1 through 21, by striking out 
all of said lines on said pages 

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

Belfaoti Geist Mayernik Serafini 'Ihe SI'EAKER pro tempore. l'he Chair recognizes the 
B i m l i o  George McCall Smith. B. 
Birhcs Ferlach McGeehan Smith, S. H. gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
Blaum CngliOni McNally Snyder. D. W. I 
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Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, this amendment would limit 
those crimes which would serve as a bar to the issuance of an 
athletic sports agent license. The original bill, in my view, was 
overbroad The limited categories would be relating to robbery, 
theft, forgery, and other crimes which basically involve 
dishonesty. 

The purpose of the amendment was to limit those types of 

-g.n Joacphs mllip v m  H- 
b e l l  Kiss P i d  Vsoll 
Cay Kamlic PilPdla ViWi 
CV Keller Pitu W8u@ 
Daley K a y  Reaoll William 
D ~ L U U ~  King h y m w d  W0p.n 
w Kiridmd Reber Wright, D. R 
Dent Krebs Rdaard Wright, M N 
Demnm, Ku*ovich Ri- Ynvcic 

- 
simply just limit to those crimes where there is some relation- 
ship to dishonesty. 

I believe it is an agreed-upon amendment, so I would move 

crimes relating to crimes of violence and sexual offenses and 

for its suppa .  
Mr. GLADECK. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

- -~-----, I h t u w i  h G m m  & zw 
D m  h u b  Roebuck 
Durhsm Lsvghlin Rohrn Dew- 
Egolf Lawless b e y  

LedRer 
speaLer 

Evans R d e y  

..La,.. 

Mr. Gladeck. 
Mr. GLADECK. Would you tell me what packet that is in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ~ h a i ;  thanks the gentle- .,."- 
Cawley ~ iba l i ch  Robinson h 
Freemsn Platla Staelmsn Yandri.cVita 
lames 

A c a  Linton ~ i c k d s o n  Stdla I Blaum Lloyd Riltcr Sturla 

This is an agreed-to amendment as well. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in a packet. It is from 
last week. 

The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Colafella. 
Mr. COLAFELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-5 
~ s ~ u s k a  Petram p rich woplia 
Merry 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argsll 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battist0 
Wkc-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boy= 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bush 
Bulkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cessar 
Chsmvick 
Civera 
Clmk 
C I w  
Cohe", L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Comell 

Fainhild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gdst 
George 
Gerlach 
Giglidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Cordner 
Gruitza 
G m w  
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Heckler 
Hennessey 
H e w n  
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hukhinsoa 
ltlan 
Jadlowiec 
Jamlin 

Lee 
Leh 
Lescovik 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNdly 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
OIasz 
Oliver 
P m l  
Pesci 
Petrone 
Pettit 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
Sch&z 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
S",ith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stdl 
Stem 
Stish 
Striltmatter 
S u m  
Tangrati 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trello 
Tlue 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vanse 

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 wnsideration as 

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pm 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 pmvisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Battiao 
Bebko-Jones 
BelarAi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishap 
Bleum 
Boyes 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bush 
Butkovik 
Buxton 
Caltadmne 
Cappabianca 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannoo 
Geist 
George 
Gerlach 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
GOt.dner 
Gmitza 
G N P P ~  
Hanns 
Harley 
Haray 

Levdaasky 
Linton 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Mark& 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Mdio 
Michlonc 
Micome 
Mihahch 
Miller 
Mundy 
Murphy 
Nailor 

Rubley 
Rudy 
Ryan 
santoni 
Sather 
saylor 
Scb& 
Schuler 
S c r i m t i  
Semmel 
Sersfini 
Sndth, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stabsck 
Stairs 
Sreelma 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
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CM H s k l a  Niekol Strinmalter 
c8,m.e 

\ (Members proceeded to vote.) 
Hennerscv Nvrc Shlrla 

cawley 
Corur 
Chadwick 
Civna 
Clark 
clymcr 
Cobas 
Cobm, M 
Cdafdl. 
Cdaina 
Camdl 
-em 
Cawdl 
coy 
cuny 
D . 5  
DcLuu 
DenprV 
Dmt 
Damody 
DoMmcci 
Dmw 
Durbun 
EBolf 
Evaar 
Pai~hild 

Jorphl 
Kais" 
K b c  
Kclla 
Kmcy 
King 
Kirkland 
Kxbr 
Kukovieb 
hGmtt.  
h u b  
h w i a  
h w k s s  
Ledcnr 
Leh 
M B  

0 '~r i en  
o'DOnc4I 
OlaQ 
Oliver 
Penel 
Pessi 
Pdmne 
Pdtit 
Phillim 
Piccola 
Pistell. 
Pi- 
Matts 
Rsrran 
bymond 
Reber 
R e i d  
R i c w n  
Riegcr 
Rilter 
Robnts 
Robilun 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
R w c y  

Sum 
Tmgnai 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
'ncms 
Tomlimn 
Tdlo  
Tme 
Tulli ~~~ 

Uliaoa 
vance 
Vm Home 
vmn 
Vitsli 
Waugh 
William 
wogan 
Wright, D. R 
Wright. M. N. 
Yaadrisevit. 
Yeweic 
7% 

Dcw-, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

Hdudrs Pdrarca Trich Warmiak 
Merry 

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

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

Tbe House proceeded to third consideration of HB 243, PN 
1175, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257, 
No.51 I),  known as The Local Tax Enabling Act, further providing 
for collection of taxes. 

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. DeLuca. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended to offer amendment A1491. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Lee. 

Mr. LEE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. b 

Can I interrogate the majority leader regarding this amend- 
ment? Is this a motion to suspend the rule to allow the offering 
of amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 
Mr. LEE. Can you just specifically say which amendment- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 

gentleman, this was done last week, but it is a new amendment 
though. w 

Will the majority leader agree to interrogation? The 
majority leader agrees, and Mr. Lee can start with his in te rn  
gation. 

Mr. LEE. If I can just have an explanation of what this 
amendment would do, why we are suspending the rules in this 
particular case. I want to say right off the bat. I thought we 
have been doing an excellent job, thanks largely to the 
majority leader, trying to keep the rules as we adopted them in 
order that people know what amendments are going to be 
offered in plenty of time. I have no objection to the substance 
of this amendment, but I have a concern that if we just start 
routinely suspending the rules in order to allow the offering of 
amendments, we will soon have no rule at all, and if you 
perhaps could explain to the members why this is absolutely 
necessary that we suspend the rules at this time as opposed to 
putting the bill over and offering it tomorrow. Thank you. 

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield to Mr. 
Snyder first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, perhaps an explanation for the suspension is 

that upon review of HB 243, the Republican legal analysis 
indicated that there was perhaps a technical problem with the 
legislation. We had worked with the chairman of the Local 
Government Committee from the Democratic side and our 
staff, and the amendment basically does not change the 
legislation other than address one of the issues that was 
brought up through our analysis that there might have been a 
constitutional problem. We had considered recommitting the 
bill to the committee, putting the amendment in, and commit- t 

ting it right back to the House calendar, but that would have 
perhaps changed the printer's number, and we would like to 
see this legislation moved. It was agreed to with ow caucus to 
support the amendment. 

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

The Chair recognizes the minority leader, Mr. Ryan. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I, too, was aware of what was w 

going on in ths  situation. There were two amendments called 
to my attention that were going to nced a suspension of the 
rules, both of which the mjority leader and I had agreed to. 
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line added to the amendment. 
However, I am going to confess to some negligence on my 

part, because I find that we just passed an amendment, offered 
by the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Vitali, that had never 
been submitted on time, and I am waiting to get an explanation 
from the Parliamentarian or the majority leader's staff as to 
how that took place, because it was never submitted and, to the 
best of my knowledge, it was never called to our attention one 
way or the other. It was passed by all of us contrary to our 
rules, and it is not that important an amendment, but as long 
as we are going to be sticklers, there is one that slipped by all 
of us. And I am not being critical of the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
I am saying that we a~ going to have to police these things 
and there is one that got by. I do not think it is worth reconsid- 
eration and then moving through a suspension of the rules, 
frankly. I would rather see what the Parliamentarian does with 
it. 

One is this particular amendment that we are now referring to. 
The other, coincidentally, is an amendment that the gentleman, 
Mr. Butkovitz, had, which I happen to be on, that was not 
d r a m  as we thought it was to be W e d ,  and he got another 

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

Ddey King RWS YOVC~C 

Kirkland Rabinson ZW 
Krebs Roebuck 

My Kukwish ~ m n e y  Dewees* 
Donahlcci LBGrolta Rubley Speaker 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-169 
Amda Durham Lauehlin Rvan 
Adolph 
Allen 
Arsrll 
Armstrong 
B a k  
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebkc-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmeiin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
b- 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Csltagjrone 
Cappbianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 
Cohen, M 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Comell 
Cowell 
COY 
Curry 

Evans 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
F m m n  
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geisl 
George 
Gerlach 
Gigli&i 
Gladeck 
G d h a l l  
Gordner 
GNilvl 
GNPP 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Heckler 
H e n n e w  
Ilershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jadlowief 
James 
Jamhn 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 

Lescwitl 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Merslco 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNallv 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoloe 
Mihslich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Mulphy 
N ~ c e  
0B"en 
O'Donnell 
O lae  
Oliver 
Peael 
Pessi 
Pdmne 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
F'itts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reinard 
&chardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 

Santoni 
Sather 
S a u m n  
Sch& 
Schuler 
Sfrimerti 
S e m l  
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelma" 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Steller 
Stish 
St"ttmat1~ 
Sturla 
sum 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
'rrello 
Uliana 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandnsevlts 

Bush Hu!shioson Madand Saylor 
Conigan Lswless Nailor smiini 
DernpsPy Lee Nickol T m  
Egolf Leh Penit Tulli 
Fainhild w o s k y  Plans V a n s  
F~rmer Lynch R k  waugh 
Herman Maitlaad R o k  Wright, D. R 

NOT VOTING-1 

EXCUSED-5 
Halush Pdrsrca Trich Wmniak 
Meny 

A majority of the members elected to the House having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

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

A1491: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. lo), page 2, lines 25 through 27, by 
striking out "-ON SHALL BE APPOINTED BY THE 
CHAMBER OF" in line 25 and all of lines 26 and 27 and 
inserting 

resident shall be appointed by the elected 
controller of the municipality. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. DeLuca. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think the explanation that Representative 

Snyder gave about why this amendment was W e d ,  was to 
correct a problem that was brought up by their legal staff. I 
appreciate the work Representative Snyder did to bring that to 
my attention. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-198 

A c m  Fajt Levdansky Rudy 
Adolph Fargo Linton Ryan 
Allen Farmer Lloyd Santoni 
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Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what reason does the 
gentleman, Mr. Cawley, rise? 

Mr. CAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, am I in order during this 
short whatever it is to correct the record? 

The SPEAKER om temmre. The eentleman is in order and - 
may proceed. 

Mr. CAWLEY. On the final passage of HB 450, I was 
recorded in the affirmative. Due to the scmtiny of my lawyer, 
Representative Tigue, I wish to be recorded in the negative on 
the final passage of HB 450. 

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

Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you. 

HB 450 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader moves 
that the vote by which HB 450, PN 501, was passed on the 4th 
day of May be reconsidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

A c d a  
Adolph 
Allen 
Ars.11 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
B e b k a h n a  
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bi-lio 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Boy- 
Bmwo 
Bunt 
Bush 
Butkovitz 
B u m  
Calta@rone 
Cappahanca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chsdwick 
Civem 
Clark 
C l p E r  
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola8na 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Fa- 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleade 
Flick 
F r m n  
Gamble 
Gannon 
G i s t  
George 
Gerlach 
Gidimi  
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gluitza 
G N P P ~  
Hanna 
Harley 
Ifasay 
Heckler 
Heonessey 
H e m n  
Hershey 
H a s  
Hughes 
Iiutch~nron 
llkm 
Jadlowis 
James 
Jarolin 
Jorephs 

Linton 
Lloyd 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Markwk 
Mamco 
Maoland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNelly 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micome 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
O l a s ~  
Oliver 
Peml  
Pesci 
Petronr 
Pettit 
Phtllipr 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 

Ryan 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
Scheelz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smilh. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stabeck 
SLairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Stdl 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmller 
Slurla 
Surra 
Tangetti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
T~YIOI, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinsnn 
Trello 
'Tme 
Tulli 
llliana 

Ks im  
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
ffing 
&&Id 
Krebs 
Kukwich 
Laub 
Lughlin 
Lawless 
Ledem 

Plans 
Preston 
Raylwnd 
Rebn 
R e i d  
R i c m  
Riew 
Ritter 
Robnts 
Robinan, 
k e h c k  
R o k  

Vana 
Van Home 
v- 
Vitali 
Wrvgh 
William 
W0p.n 
Wrighf D. R 
Wright, M. N 
Yandrisevits 
Yewcis 
zw 

Durham Lee Rmaey 
&olf Leb Rubley DeWeese, 
Evans LescwirZ Rudy speaker 
Fairchild Lev- 

NAYS4 

NOT VOTING-2 

LaGratta h c ~ k  

EXCUSED-5 

Haluska P e t m u  Trich Womiak 
M e w  

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

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
rescinds its decision that HB 450 was agreed to on third 
consideration as amended. 

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A1309 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, who moves that the vote by which amendment 
1309 was adopted on the 4th day of May be reconsidered. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerk will strike the vote. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Freeman. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would yield to the gentle- 

man, Mr. Gordner, at this time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Gordner. 
Mr. GORDNER. Mr. Speaker, I believe the amendment 

number is 1317 instead of 1309. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the gentleman is in error. 1 N A Y S 4  
A1309 was the one we adopted. That is why we asked for the 
reconsideration motion. 

Mr. GORDNER. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I thought we 
were reconsidering Mr. Vitali's amendment, which is 1317. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, we are. He submitted 
the wrong amendment for the wrong printer's number, and that 
is why we are doing what we are doing. 

Mr. GORDNER Tlmk you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

NOT VOTING-2 

Butkovlfz h c y k  

EXCUSED-5 
Haluska P&@ Trich Wazni& 
Mmy 

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

I On the question recurring, 't 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

I amended? 
Mr. VITALI offered the following amendments No. A1317: 

YEAS-196 I Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3304), page 5, line 1, by striking out 
A c a  Fargo Linton Ryan "ten" and inserting 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
m m w  
Bslrer 

Barley 
Battist0 
Sebko-Jones 
& I d  
Belfaoti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blavm 
Boy- 
Bmwo 
Bunt 
Bush 
Buxtors 
Caltagimne 
Capbianca 
Cam 
Camne 
C.wky 
Cegsar 
ChadwiQ 
C ivm 
Clal* 
Clymer 
Cohea. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola- 
Comell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
coy  
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
oempw 
Dent 
MY 
Domtuai 
h s c  
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Fanner 
Fee 
Fichtcr 
Flagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geist 
George 
Oedach 
Cigliotti 
Gl&k 
Godshll 
GoIdner 
Gmitzs 
G ~ p p o  
Hama 
Harley 
Hassy 
Heckler 
Hennessey 
Ht-n 
Hershey 
Heap 
Hughes 
Hutshinson 
Itkin 
Iadlowrec 
James 
Jamlin 
Io~ephs 
Kaiser 
Kamois 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
Laorom 
Laub 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lee 
Leh 
k o v i f z  
Levdsos~  

Lloyd 
Lynch 
Maitlsnd 
Manderino 
M a r b k  
Marslco 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Miehlovic 
Micozie 
Mihalieh 
Miller 
Mundy 
Murphy 
Nailor 
Niskol 
N ~ c e  
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Peml 
PesFi 
Petmne 
P a i t  
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pittr 
Plat- 
Presto0 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Rabelts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Rudy 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
k h e  
Schuler 
SEdmnti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stsirs 
Steelmsn 
steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Steller 
Stish 
StI'it~rnStt~ 
Sturla 
S u m  
T a n m i  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tho- 
T i p e  
Todinson 
Trello 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veoo 
Vitali 
Waugh 
Willismp 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandnswit. 
Yewcic 
ZUP 

Dew-, 
Speaker 

seven 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sac. 3304). page 5 .  lines 5 through 30; page 

6, lines 1 through 30; page 7, lines 1 through 21, by striking out 
all of said lines on said pages and inserting 

Chapter 37 (relating to robbery). 
Chapter 39 (relating to theft and related offenses). 
Chapter 41 (relating to forgery and fraudulent 

practices). 
Section 4701 (relating to bribery in official and . 

political matters). 
Chapter 49 Subchapter A (relating to perjury and 

falsification in official matters). 
Section 5111 (relating to dealing in proceeds of 

unlawful activities). 
Section 7107 (relating to unlawful actions by athlete 

agents) 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 

Mr. VITALI. I would like to apologize to the House. What 
was intended to be submitted as- 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. GANNON. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, would it not be more 

appropriate for Mr. Vitali to withdraw that amendment that is W 
immediately before the House, which we just reconsidered, and 
then offer any other amendment that he wishes to offer? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Appropriateness is probably 
in the mind of the amendee. 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the rules, if 
there is a reconsideration, the only thing before the House is 
that subject which is being reconsidea and that is the 
amendment on which we just voted to make a reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. 

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

AMENDMENT A1309 WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, 
will withdraw amendment No. 1309. 

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Now Mr. Vitali is offering 
amendment 1317, which the clerk has already read. 

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

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 

Mr. VITALI. I would request an affirmative vote on 13 17. 
That is what was argued; that is what was agreed to. 

By way of explanation, 1309 was simply an earlier draA. 
The final version meant to be 1317. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman fmm Philadelphia, Mr. 
Linton. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you very much Mr. Speaker. 
Since there has been so much confusion regarding what is 

actually in the Vitali amendment, would the gentleman 
elaborate exactly what he is asking us to vote on. 

Mr. VITALI. Specifically, with regard to the issuance of a 
sports agent's license, the initial bill contained numemus 
criminal provisions which would provide a bar to a sports 
license, such as disorderly conduct, underage drinking, and 
other offenses deemed inappropriate to bar someone's issuance 
of a sports license for 10 years. 

What the amendment, 1317, does is simply limit those 
offenses which would be a bar to the sports license to the 
following: all crimes under chapter 37 relating to robbery, all 
crimes under chapter 39 relating to thefl and related offenses, 
all crimes under chapter 41 relating to forgery and fraudulent 
practices, all crimes under section 4701 relating to bribery and 
political matters, all crimes under chapter 49 relating to perjury 
and falsification. 

Basically, what the amendment does is simply limit those 
crimes which would be a bar to getting a sports license to 
those involving dishonesty. The purpose, I believe, in the 
initial maker of the act, was to prevent trickery and dishonesty 
by agents of their athletes. The reason for this amendment is 
to simply keep that relationship of dishonesty and just limit, 
limit- Do you get the picture? That is what we are trying to 
do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Linton. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you very much. 
Would the gentleman stand for a brief period of interroga- 

tion, please? 
Mr. VlTALI. I will. 

Mr. LINTON. Could you explain to me why in fact, if we 
are trying to make sure that those people who have engaged in 
illegal activities no longer receive a liknse, why you now 
want to n a m  that pmvision so that you make it easier for 
those who violated the law to receive a license? 

Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, let me give a for-instance. In 
the act, HB 450, as it is originally crafted one who commits 
the summary offense of disorderly wnduct would be b a d  
fmm having a sports license for a period of 10 years. It is the 
feeling that that simply is too severe a penalty in these 
circumstances. One who perhaps was in some sort of minor 
altercation perhaps on the House floor or in some other place 
and commits the summary offense of disorderly cmducl the 
thought is it would be inappmpriate for that person to lose his 
license for 10 years. The purpose of limiting to these offenses 
is simply a recognition that the reason we do not want to issue 
a sports license is in situations where a person has demomat- 
ed a propensity towards dishonesty. I would submit to you that 
there is no relationship, for example, between a crime against 
a person, such as simple assault, and the bgning of a sports 
license, or a crime of passion. 

With regard to a sports license, what you are trying to 
pmhibit is trickery; what you are trying to pmhibit is an agent 
taking advantage of an athlete; what you are trying to do is 
eliminate those people who have demonstrated a propensity to 
engage in dishonesty. You are not concerned with the husband 
perhaps who has committed a crime of passion against his wife 
or someone else who has cornmined some miscellaneous 
crime. There has to be some sort of relationship there, and that 
is what we are attempting to do here. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have no further need for interrogation for the gentleman. 
For one, I do not understand why we are limiting the fine, 

even after his explanation. I still have difficulty in agreeing 
with that, and I will have difficulty in supporting the bill. 

So 1 ask for a negative vote on the amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter. 
Mr. STlUTlMATIER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Without having the benefit of having the amendment before 

me, will Mr. Vitali stand for interrogation, please? 
Mr. WTALI. I will, sir. 
The SPEAKER pm tempore. The gentleman agrees that he 

will. 
Mr. STIUTTMA'ITER. Thank you. 
Would the crime of harassment be one that would stop an 

agent from being allowed to be licensed? 
Mr. VITALI. It would not. 
Mr. STRTITMATTER So in other words, a person who 

has been convicted and found guilty of harassment could then 
be allowed to be licensed as an agent. 

Mr. VITALI. That is correct. 
Mr. STNTIMAITER Okay. I do not believe I need any 

more further questions. I would like to make a statement. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may P m .  

Mr. STRITTMA'ITER Obviously, this amendment is 
and we should defeat it. Obviously, You know, h s -  

ment, assault, murder, any of those things - that is what we 
are trying to get at right here, to make sure that our children 
who are going to be inundated with these agents, represented 
by these agents, that we can count on the fact that they are the 
type of people we like dealing with our children, and in no 
way, you know, should we be suppxting this amendment. 

I would ask for a "no" vote. Thank you. 
'Ik SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man 
On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 

Uliana 
Mr. ULIANA. Mr. Speaker, may I intermgate the maker of 

the amendment, please, briefly? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees to 

intermgation. 
Mr. ULIANA. Mr. Speaker, would someone who is 

convicted of selling steroids, for example, to an individual or 
trafficking in some sort of substance like that, would they then 
be prohibited under your amendment from turning around and 
becoming a sports agent? 

Mr. VITALI. Under this act, only those crimes listed here, 
which involve dishonesty, would be. 

Mr. ULIANA. Would then, Mr. Speaker, if I could follow 
up, would you believe that that would be a crime under 
dishonesty or would that not be? 

Mr. VITALI. That is not in the Crimes Code under the 
enumerated sections. 

Mr. ULIANA. Mr. Speaker, I finished my interrogation. If 
I could make a few brief comments on the amendment. 

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

Mr. ULIANA. I strongly urge every member of this 
General Assembly to vote "no" on this amendment for 
specifically the reason which 1 gave in my questioning. 

We have a strong problem with giving performance- 
enhancing drugs to athletes in our culture right now. Allowing 
an agent who has given at one time or has been a party to the 
serious crime of giving performance-enhancing drugs to 
athletes thoroughly undercuts our ability to have integrity 
amongst our sports agents, and for anyone - any State, any 
licensing body - to condone that activity, either by blindly 
letting it happen or by specifically saying that it is not prohibit- 
ed, I think sends the wrong signal to our athletes across our 
State and also to the youngsters who aspire to be very much 
like those athletes. 

I urge all of you to keep integrity in our sports, keep 
integrity in our agents, and to follow the lead of the maker of 
this bill and vote "no" on this amendment. 

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

The Chair recognizes the lady from Lehigh, Ms. htter. 
Ms. RllTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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I also have looked at this. I voted against it before, but now 
that I see it, I am even more opposed to it. 

It seems to me that also there is a whole list of other 
crimes beyond the one that Mr. Uliana just mentioned which 
I had concerns about, too; there is murder. kidnapping, rape, 
all those types of crimes. I think we need to look at whether 
or not we should allow someone to have a sports agent's 
license because they committed a crime that deals with 
dishonesty- We cannot prohibit it if they have not been 
convicted of those crimes but they have been convicted of 
murder, kidnapping, rape, and those types of crimes. 

I would urge very strongly that the members vote "no" on 
this amendment. W 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, 

Mr. Mihalich. 
Mr. MIHALICH. The gentlelady said before me what I had 

intended to say. I would just like to add to that that recently 
there were major newspaper articles which pointed to very, 
very difficult relationships between coaches, agents, and 
clients, none of which would have related to the amendment 
that is being offered now but certainly would be covered under 
other aspects of illegal activity. As she said, there are too 
many activities that would be permitted for somebody, for 
instance, a rapist, somebody convicted of a dape charge, et 
cetera, to be permitted. 

I ask for a "no" vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

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

Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the 

sponsor of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr. 

Vitali, agree to an interrogation? 
Mr. VITALI. I will. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman does. The 

member may proceed. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, as I read the hill, as I read 

the bill, if a person is convicted of the offense of disorderly 
conduct within 10 years of applying for a license, that convic- 
tion would prevent that person from obtaining a license. Is that 
a fair reading of the hill? 

Mr. VITALI. I am sony; repeat that, sir. 
Mr. GANNON. Excuse me? I did not hear you, Mr. y. 

Speaker. \ 

Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker. would you repeat that. 
Mr. GANNON. Oh, I am sony. 
First of all, I want to see what your amendment tries to 

change in the bill. For example, as I read the bill as unamend- 
ed by your amendment, a person who was convicted of 
dsorderly conduct within I0 years of applylng for a license 
would be denied a license on the basis of that conviction. 

Mr. VITALI. No. Mr. Speaker, that would be incorrect. w 
Just to the contrary. What the amendment does is- Under HB 
450 unamended, disorderly conduct would be a bar for the next 
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10 years. What this amendment does is delete that language 
and instead substitute those crimes in the Crimes Code relating 
to dishonesty instead. 

Mr. GANNON. I mean, that is my point, Mr. Speaker. I 
wanted to make it clear what you were doing here. 

The bill as it now reads would prohibit somebody convicted 
of disorderlv conduct from obtaining a license. You are 

The SPEAKER The House will return to page 3 of today's 
calendar, HB 1341, PN 1612. 

When we suspended action on this bill prior to our dinner 
break, we were on the Pins amendment A1225. 

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

someone from obtaining a license. 
Mr. WTALI. That is correct. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I may, on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, when you look through the 

list that is now in this bill to deny somebody the livelihood of 
representing an athlete, it borders on the ridiculous. "Failure of 
disorderly persons to disperse upon official order"; I mean, 
there are many reasons why someone may be charged with 
failure to disperse upon official order. You know, we have pm 
life people at the clinics now who are being convicted of 
failure to disperse on official order, and they would be denied 
a livelihood of representing sports athletes under this bill. 

This amendment, I think, makes it very, very clear that we 
want to look at those people who are being dishonest for 
robbery, theft, frau4 bribery, pejury, and dealing with 
persons. 

c-ng that so that that type of a violiiion would not prohibit I 

POINT OF ORDER 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN TEMPORAKILY 

Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 

point of order. 
Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, based on some of the legitimate 

concerns raised by my colleagues, I would request that the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Pitts, is recognized. 
Mr. P m S .  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In the interests of moving the process along, I will t e m p  

rarily withdraw the amendment. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER Amendment 1210 offered by the chairman 
of the Republican Health and Welfare Committee, MIS. Taylor, 
which the clerk will read. This is in packet No. 3. 

Mrs. TAYLOR Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdtaw this 
amendment temporarily. 

The SPEAKER Temporarily? The Chair thanks the lady. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER Mr. Ryan is recognized. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Soeaker. the amendments that- And there 

I are quite a few amendments that were to be offered by the 
Republican members of the House. If in fact we are going to 

to the vote on HB 1341 after one more amendmeht from 
the other side, we will have no iiuther amendments to offer. If, 
however, there is reconsideration of p o ~ o n s  of this bill, then 
we will start up again with our amendments. 

The SPEAKER The House will be at ease for 1 minute. 
amendment be w~thdrawn, that the bill be tabled until next I (Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 
week, and we will take another shot at this amendment at that 
point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suggest 
that to the majority leader, please. 

Mr. VITALI. Yes. I would move to table the bill and 
withdraw the amendment. That would be amendment 1317. 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. Will the majority leader come 
to the desk, please? 

(Conference held at Speaker's @urn.) 

AMENDMENTS WlTHDRAWN AND 
BILL PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The gentleman withdraws his 
amendment A1317, and the bill will go over for today. 

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE) 
PRESIDING 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1341 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. OLASZ offered the following amendments No. A1388: 

Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 443.9), page 16, lines 18 and 19, by 
striking out ", medical suv~lies and devices and durable medical 
equipment" 

Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 443.10), page 16, lines 27 through 30; 
page 17, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines on said 
oaaes and inserting . . 

%run.44)i0 Prescriptrun Drugs and Medrcal SUP. 
pllcs -To a5sure luwcst possrble prrces to the consumer. whrle 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Amendment 1388 is in the packet with the 
certificate on the cover. 

On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Mifflin, Mr. Olasz. 

Mr. OLASZ. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I will wait until the discussion settles down. I want to give 

the boys a little bedtime story and something to think about. 
The SPEAKER The House will please come to order. One 

of our more colorful orators is at the microphone. 
The gentleman, Mr. Olasz, may proceed. 
Mr. OLASZ. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Everyone in this House at one time or other has rooted for 

the underdog. That is the little guy that gets up early in the 
morning and humps it all day to make a go of it in life. 

What my amendment does-and I hope you will listen to it 
very carefully-this amendment deletes a plan to offer mail- 
order prescriptions to medicaid recipients. The delivery of 
prescription h g s  through mail order rather than face-to-face 
contact through a pharmacy is a step backwards in our overall 
goal to provide efficient health care at a reasonable price. 

Mail order is fraught with difficulties, particularfy for 
recipients of medicaid. Drug utilization review and on-the-spot, 
immediate delivery of a critically needed drug cannot oc- 
cur-and I repeat, cannot occur-with mail order. 

If your child needs an antibiotic immediately to control a 
critical illness, how can you or I as a parent tell that sick child 
to wait for the mailman to feel better? And I do not know 
about you, but I can recall situations where my mail has been 
delivered to a wrong address or was somehow misdirected by 
any postal system's handling of millions of pieces of mail each 
day. 

How can we condone the delivery of drugs in this manner? 
Do any of you want to be held responsible if a critically 
needed drug does not arrive on time by mail and the result is 
fatal? That is right, no, none of you want to. If you are a street 
person and you are familiar with what goes on in neighbor- 
hoods, especially where most of our medicaid people live, they 
cannot even be certain that their check is going to be in the 
box; it is lifted. What do you think the situation is going to be 
with mail-order drugs? Then what is the effect? Yes, think 
about it. 

Local pharmacies offer face-teface counseling. They offer 
drug utilization review, Mr. Speaker. 'Ihey offer prompt 
senice, and they are just as cost effective as mail order. The 
GE (General Electric) study of use of this mall-order pharmacy 
substantiates that fact. 

Our country is the only developed country in the world that 
dispenses h g s  throughout the mail. That ought to tell us 
something. Just how advanced are we? 

I hope you are listening to this, some of you. I know it is 
a great night for hockey, as Mr. Johnson used to say, but this 
is an extremely important issue. 

Instead of attempting to hold down costs by switching to a 
mail-order system fraught with opportunity for abuse and 
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misuse. my amendment would tndy hold down the cost of 
drugs by requiring pharmaceutical companies to offer fair 
pricing based on volume and not some arbitmy condition. 

Most manufacturers and distributors of goods offer lower 
costs based on volume. It makes sense that if you purchase 1 
million items, you receive a lower price per unit than if y w  
purchase 10 items. Pharmaceutical manufacturers do not 
operate like that. In fact, they have developed multitiered 
pricing systems that make no sense and celtainly do not take 
into account volume of purchase. 

For example, let us take a look at the popular heart 
medication Inderal. The pharmaceutical company which 
manufactures Inderal may sell that drug to a pharmacy at the 
price of $35.10 per 100 doses. That is what is called the 
average wholesale price. It does not matter how much Inderal 
a pharmacy purchases, the price remains the same. Volume has 
no impact on that price. The price is dictated by the class 
system of trade established by the manufacturer. However, 
when that company sells that same drug to perhaps a large 
hospital, that has what is called, quote, "preferred class." That 
drug costs $8.50 per 100 doses. That is a95-percent difference 
in price. Unbelievable? Think about it. 

If we are truly interested in cutting prescription costs, we 
must send a clear message to drug manufacturers that we will 
no longer tolerate a class system in the legal drug trade. The 
current discriminatory pricing practices must end. This class 
system treats local pharmacies as second-class citizens by 
charging them the highest prices. There are as many as 15 
classes of trade established by drug manufacturers. I repeat for 
your consideration: There are as many as 15 classes of trade- 
established drugs by drug manufacturers, and each class has its 
own pricing system. 

Let me emphasize that the prices paid by these select 
purchasers - celtain hospitals, mailhrder pharmacies, HMO's 
(health maintenance organizations), nursing homes, clinics, and 
others - are not based on volume purchases. Let me make it 
also clear that these lower prices are not being passed on to the 
medicaid system. Repeat: Let me make it clear that these lower 
prices are not being passed on to the medicaid system. 
Medicaid suffers from these pricing classes, and our State 
budget takes the fall. I repeat: Our State budget takes the fall. 
Taxpayers across our State foot the bill, not only for them- 
selves hut through their tax dollars that pay for medicaid. The 
high cost of me&caid would be better controlled by banning 
this discriminatory pricing practice. 

'Ihe Insurance Commissioner and the Secretary of Public 
Welfare have both stated that there would not be any true 
reform in health care costs until this discriminatory pricing 
system ends and one system of payment is achieved. Once 
again, the Insurance Commissioner and the Secretary of Public 
Welfare have both stated that there would not be any true 
reform in health care costs until this dscriminatory pricing 
system ends and one system of payment is achieved. 

Instead of playing into this discriminatory practice by 
pushing mail order, let us stand strong. Izt us get at the root 
cause for lugh dmg costs. Ixt us ban this class system and 
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require drug manufacturers to offer some volume prices to all 
drug purchasers. Join me in striking a blow for true reform, 
and vote "yes" on amendment 1388. I ask you to think about 
it, very seriously. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Evans, is recognized. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this is very difficult, so since it 

is difficult, I want to ask the maker of the amendment a few 
questions. 

Mr. OLASZ. Go right ahead. 
Mr. EVANS. Thank you. 
I am trying to be clear, Mr. Speaker, on exactly what the 

gentleman is attempting to accomplish by offering this 
amendment. 

Mr. OLASZ. What I am attempting to do is to exclude mail 
order from having exclusive rights to handle the medicaid 
program and Mr. Speaker, to also give that independent guy 
the opportunity to compete in the free market. 

Mr. Speaker, if you have failed to hear my response, it is 
to give that independent pharmacy man an opportunity to 
compete on the same level field and to be given an opportunity 
to purchase those drugs at the same price these mail-order 
firms receive. 

Mr. EVANS. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, from what 
I read here, is that this certainly will have some effect upon 
the free market price by setting prices into State law. Are you 
aware of that? 

Mr. OLASZ. No, Mr. Speaker, this would not have any 
effect on the free market; rather, it would become a freer 
market if that individual pharmacy was permined to purchase 
these drugs at the same price from the manufacturer. 

Mr. EVANS. When you say the same price from the 
manufacturer, exactly what do you mean, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. OLASZ. Well, Mr. Speaker, like I indicated, currently 
your local pharmacist is charged $39.50 for the popular heart 
medicine Inderal. These same manufacturers showed favoritism 
by giving the hospitals, for the same dosage, the price of 
$8.50, a 95-percent lower rate. You figure that one out. 

We are making them think, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, are you aware that in the bill, 

the purpose for moving in the direction of the bulk approach 
of pharmaceutical drugs is for the purpose of savings? Are you 
aware of that? 

Mr. OLASZ. Yes, Mr. Speaker, and we are all caught up 
in this buzzword of "cost containment." I am fully aware of it. 
I am out there on the streets every day. And this, once again, 
is a buzzword. If that local pharmacist is willing to offer that 
same price, why should he be excluded? 1 ask you that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, from understanding the way that 
the language is written in the bill, we say that the Department 
of Public Welfare has that option and it is on a volunteer basis. 
Are you aware of that? 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, you and I have both been 
around long enough to understand the full mcaning of "volun- 
tary." We see the big boys put their foot in the door, and look 
at me; I am the underdog. I am herc by myself. I do not have 

three advisers telling me what questions to ask and what 
answers to respond to. But I know how the big guys work. 
These big pharmacists- And let us be honest with one another, 
most of our medicaid patients live in areas where they cannot 
get to these large pharmaceutical houses such as Rite Aid, 
Thrift, et cetera. They have got to spend hard-earned money to 
get there. But how about when that little "Joe Blow" needs a 
bottle of Lydia Pinkham's or Sloan's Liniment or St. Joseph's 
Aspirin. The Imal pharmacist says, that is okay; when you get 
your check, you can pay me. What is the big guy going to tell 
your medicaid people? If you do not have the cash, baby, no 
pay, no play; you are out of the ball game. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, my understanding is the effect 
of this amendment would decrease competition among purchas- 
ers, and as a result, it would also increase higher prices. Are 
you aware of that? 

Mr. OLASZ. You tell me, Mr. Speaker, how will it 
decrease competition? You are giving a mail order, a sole 
mail-order firm; how is that competitive with 12,000 individual 
pharmacists? 

Mr. EVANS. But, Mr. Speaker, by the nature of the way 
we have written the bill, it basically gives that o p o n  to the 
recipient. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, I repeat again: If we want to 
give those dmgs at the same price as you give these big guys, 
that is fine; they can compete on a level playing field. But 
until we put that into law and can force them to do it, no such 
dice. And I repeat once again, and I will quote from my 
remarks, "The Insurance Commissioner and the Secre tq  of 
Public Welfare have both stated that there would not be any 
true reform in health care costs until this discriminatory pricing 
system ends and one system of payment is achieved." Those 
are the two biggies in State government. How can you refute 
their comments? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, do you have any kind of idea 
what the cost exactly will be as a result of this amendment to 
the consumer? 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, can you tell me what the cost 
will be for the mail order? 

Mr. EVANS. If you recall, since I am the one interrogating 
you, Mr. Speaker, I do not mind answering that- 

Mr. OLASZ. Well, I will ask you, Mr. Speaker, will you 
stand for interrogation? 

Mr. EVANS. Let me ask you the questions first; then you 
will get the chance to ask me. 

I am still trying to get a sense of cost from you. Exactly, 
do you have any sense of what this will mean to the consum- 
er? 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, what I know that it means to the 
consumer is it gives him an opportunity to walk to that comer 
pharmacy store and, if he is ill, to get immediate s e ~ c e ,  and 
if there is an interdiction between those drugs prescribed once 
that druggist hits that computer, the alarm goes off. You tell 
me who in that mail-order house is going to set that alarm and 
how long is it going to take that medicine to arrive at that 
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home? Can you put a price on someone's health or someone's 
death as a result of receiving the wrong medication? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the 
gentleman for the interrogation. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, would the chairman stand for 
interroffdton, please? 

The SPEAKER The chairman indicates that he will 
consent to intenogation, and the gentleman, Mr. Olasz is in 
order and may proceed. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, could you possibly tell me what 
the mail-order program would cost the taxpayers of Pemylva- 
nia? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of putting the mail- 
order pmvision language in there was for the Department of 
Public Welfare to make a determination which program was 
much more cost effective. That decision would have to be 
determined by the Department of Public Welfare. 

Mr. OLASZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
But once again, for the third time I come back to the 

statements made by the Insurance Commissioner and also the 
Secretary of Public Welfare that have both stated that there 
would not be any true reform in health care costs until this 
discriminatory pricing system ends and one system of payment 
is achieved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has concluded his intern 
gation? 

Mr. OLASZ. Yes, Mr. Speaker. Thank you, and I thank the 
chairman. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Richardson, is 
recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to share a couple 
of points with the members here on the floor. 

HB 282-and I have had an opportunity to talk to Represen- 
tative Olasz concerning this matter-is presently in front of the 
Health and Welfare Committee. The minority chairperson, 
Representative Taylor, and myself have had an opportunity to 
meet and discuss this matter and have asked that we be given 
an opportunity, which we have already started, and that is a 
meeting with the labor unions as well as the pharmacists on 
this bill. 

It is my belief that the art of compromise in politics is 
based on the ability to be able to discuss this matter, because 
that is where the snag is. The snag right now is between labor 
and with the pharmacists on this issue. I do not think that it 
has anything to do with the fight against the large conglomer- 
ates, like Rite Aid, which we have a major concem and 
problem with, but that it is because there are some concerns 
that have been raised on both labor's side and also with the 
side of the pharmacists that this amendment in this particular 
bill at this particular time may preempt our opportunity to be 
able to bring both of these parties to the table and sit down 
and work out some kind of compromise on this issue as it 
deals with their entities. 

Ithink that whatever you have in terms of statements from 
the Department of Public Welfare and the Department of 
Insurance and from both of their Secretaries, we have also 

invited them to the same table to sit down and deal with this 
issue because we believe that it is impofhnt for us to try to 
work it out. 

I had a brief conversation with you last night concerning .r 
this same matter, and I ask respectfully, as Chairman Evans 
has done in other situations, give us an o p p o ~ t y  to work 
this matter out, if you would, so that perhaps maybe we can 
come back with a conclusionruy point and determination as to 
what we will do about the whole mail-order piece as far as 
those mother and father-we call them "mom and 
pop"-pharmacists that are in our legislative districts, which are 
feeling the hit from these large conglomerates, because they 
have been there always for us, and I am not ~opposed to them 
in any way, shape, or form, but I think that there are some 
major concerns that need to be worked out, and I share that 
with the gentleman and ask respectfully if he would withdraw 
the amendment at this time. 

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

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate your sincerity. Not 
only did we speak last evening, we also spoke earlier this 
evening. 

But HB 282 is a separate piece of legislation, Mr. Speaker. 
That will stand on its own merits. What we are addressing 
tonight, this reform, is a major piece of legislation, and I 
cannot in all honesty and sincerity turn my back on that little 
guy down the street. 

It is unfortunate; you and I will have some other discus- 
sions, I am sure, and once again, I appreciate your sincerity in 
offering to hold hearings on HB 282. That is another animal. 
That is something else. There are issues that I could bring up 
now addressing the pricing by your major pharmaceutical firms 
that I am holding back until we get into the meat of HB 282. 
But because of the impact that this welfare reform bill holds, 
1 am sow; I have cooperated with you, but I would not 
withdraw this amendment at this time. 

We have gone too far, and I would ask all of you, for that 
little guy out on the street that gave your mother, your 
grandmother, Lydia Pinkham's, Sloan's Liniment, or St. 
Joseph's Aspirin on tick and said, when you get your check, 
come in and see me, remember, you are wiping him out if you 
do not give him an opportunity to participate in this program. 
Think about it. Think about it very seriously. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Montgomery County, 
Mr. Saurman, is recognized. v 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I wonder what comes next. Are we going to 

tell the pharmaceuticals and the other businesses in this State 
what price they can charge for their products? If in fact we are 
going to pursue that, let us also then reconsider our antitrust 
situations. 

If we are saying here that whatever the lowest price is that 
is charged to some person must be available to the local guy, 
then you know that that price that the local guy is going to be 
charged and everybody else is going to be charged is going to 
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be high. It is going to be higher than it is now. It is not going 
to reduce wsts. 

Mr. Speaker, the cost of the medication part of our health 
care cost containment problems is a very small percentage. I 
am amazed that the Secretary of Welfare and the Secretary of 
Aging or whoever else it was says that we cannot control costs 
until we control pharmaceuticals and the prices. Mr. Speaker, 
the arrangements that have already been made with the rebates 
that the pharmaceuticals pay to our senior citizens, to the State 
itself for purchases, all of these are, seem to be at least, some 
kind of a conspiracy to go after one of the remaining industries 
in our State, which has generated pmfits, which has made jobs 
for people, which has helped the communities in which they 
exist, and now we want to go after them for something else 
and tell them how they have to price their product. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a dangerous, dangerous precedent, and 
I urge everyone in this House to think aboul, as Mr. Olasz 
says, what the effect will he on the future of business in this 
State as well as the cost of health care, and I would urge that 
this amendment be defeated. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. McNally. 

Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman, Mr. Evans, stand for a brief intern 

gation? 
The SPEAKER. Does Chairman Evans consent to intern 

gation? The gentleman indicates that he will. Mr. McNally 
may proceed. 

Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to refer to page 17, line I, of the legislation. 

lhat first sentence indicates "Participation by recipients shall 
be voluntary." 

Does that language mean that a recipient of medical 
assistance would not be required to participate in a mail-order 
program that has been arranged by the department? 

Mr. EVANS. Correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman, Mr. Olasz, stand for a brief intern 

gation? 
Mr. OLASZ. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is standing and ready. 
Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, referring to amendment 1388, the first part of 

the amendment, it deletes from page 16, lines 18 and 19, the 
words "medical supplies and devices and durable medical 
equipment." 

Would this amendment in fact delete a provision that would 
permit the department to arrange in competitive-bidding 
processes for the purchase of medical supplies and devices and 
durable medical equipment? 

Mr. OLASZ. From the best of my knowledge, it does not. 
Mr. McNALLY. Well, Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to just 

refer back to that particular page. Under the current language, 
it says, starling on page 16, line 15, "The department shall, 
where cost effective and feasible, enter into arrangements 
through a competitive bidding process or other means for the 
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purchase of laboratory sewices, medical supplies and devices 
and durable medical equipment." 

I refer now to amendment 1388, the first section of the 
amendment. It says, page 16, lines 18 and 19, by striking out 
the language, quote, "medical supplies and devices and durable 
medical equipment." 

Now, I would ask again, does this amendment eliminate the 
provision that would permit the depmment to establish a 
competitive-bidding process for medical supplies and devices 
and durable medical equipment? 

Mr. OLASZ. Once again, Mr. Speaker, to the best of my 
ability, it does not, and once again, here is the underdog. 
Where are my advisers? I have got three again against one. I 
love those odds. Underdog. 

Mr. McNALLY. Now, next question, Mr. Speaker, if the 
underdog would stand for further intenogation. 

Mr. OLASZ. Wait; I will send out for some of my advisers 
to come down and prompt me, also. Go ahead. Fire away. 

Mr. McNALLY. Refening to the second patt of the 
amendment, on the seventh line, inser&ing a new section, 
443.10, there is language here that I would like to have 
explained, and the term used is "all purchasers of equal 
volume." Would you explain that term, please? 

Mr. OLASZ. Well, Mr. Speaker, as you are aware, if you 
have 50 attorneys in here, you can get 50 different opinions, 
and I think I indicated earlier in my statements what happens 
with the pricing, that some people are treated with a very 
favorable ability to go out and purchase at a reduction while 
that same pharmacist may purchase the same quantities and he 
does not get that favorable price. 

So once again, it is open for interpretation, whatever way 
you want to look at it. 

Mr. McNALLY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I speak to the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. McNALLY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 

House to oppose this amendment. I would ask them to oppose 
it for the following reasons. 

First, contrary to the underdog's comments, the amendment 
does in fact eliminate a competitive-bidding process that would 
be established by the department, where it is cost effective and 
feasible, for the purchase of medical supplies and devices and 
durable medical equipment. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true I 
think, it is common knowledge, and it is well known that one 
of the most effective and cost-effective ways for government 
to purchase services or goods is through the competitive- 
bidding process. What we do with this amendment is we 
eliminate the competitive-bidding process for a special class of 
the health care industry. We say that the producers and the 
retailers of medical supplies and devices and durable medical 
equipment will not have to submit to a competitive-bidding 
process. 

Secondly, I submit that we should not vote for this amend- 
ment on the basis that we really do not understand it. There is 
this mysterious language of "all purchasers of equal vol~me." 
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We have not gotten a clear answer as to what that means. 
What it would seem to mean is that the only people who 
would get the most favored price are not the small "mom and 
pop" pharmaceutical or retail dnrgstores; the people who would 
get to be open for this type of process would be big phanna- 
ceutical retailers. That is not what the maker of the amendment 
has intended, but I think that is what this language seems to 
imply. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I think that we ought to oppose this 
amendment because I think it goes against the grain of what 
health care cost containment and health care reform is all 
about. The fact of the matter is that we are not going to be 
able to have evelylhing that we want. Ihe fact of the matter is 
that if we are going to have health care reform, there will have 
to be some arrangements that are made-they are being made 
today, in fact-where there will be preferred providers, there 
will be c o n t w  made with people who will have the benefit 
of economies of scale, and they will be able to give bener 
prices as a result of that. That is simple economic realities, and 
I think that if we give in to this kind of amendment, this kind 
of special interest, political interest, that not only will under- 
mine this health care cost containment, this medical assistance 
type of reform, it is going to undermine health care reform as 
a whole. We have to stand tall against this kind of special 
interest politics, and we have to do what is right to contain 
health care costs. 

I urge you to oppose this amendment. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, will he stand for interrogation, 

please? 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Olasz, has already 

been recognized twice on the amendment. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Murphy. 
Mr. OLASZ. He interrogated me, Mr. Speaker. I would like 

to interrogate him. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman should be alerted to the 

recollection of the Chair, and that is that, number one, Repre- 
sentative Olasz spoke on the amendment; number hvo, the 
gentleman, Mr. Olasz, asked to interrogate the gentleman, Mr. 
Evans; and number three is the current interrogatory that you 
have offered to the Chair. 

The Chair is mling you out of order and recognizing the 
gentleman, Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the 
Appropriations chairman for a moment. 

The SPEAKER Mr. Evans indicates he will yield to 
interrogation. The gentlemart may proceed. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, how much does the Common- 
wealth spend on medical assistance for prescriptions annually? 

Mr. EVANS. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, is over $135 
million in State funds. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, the language I read in the bill 
indicates that the department might enter into contracts with 
mail-order prescription companies through a competitivebid 
process. Is there any assurance that these mail-order companies 
would be located in Pennsylvania? 
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Mr. EVANS. Could you repeat your question again, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, is there any reason to assume 
that the mail-order companies would be located in Pennsylva- t 
nia that the department might contract with? 

Mr. EVANS. No, Mr. Speaker; we do not necessarily have 
any idea that they will be located in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURPHY. Then, Mr. Speaker, if I removed $135 
million annually from the Pennsylvania economy from small 
companies a m s s  the State, what impact would that have on 
the corporate net income tax? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the first thing I want to say is 
that question would be somewhat diff idt  to answer off the 
top of my head, so I would not want to just tell you something 
just to be telling you, first. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, the issue I have raised is that it is 
a volunteer program, and you also have the question of dealing 
with the issue of the recipients, who do live in the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania and who do participate in the pharma- 
ceutical program, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, while I do think it is important to control the 

cost of health care, as I travel around Pennsylvania and I see 
many small business districts in small towns and in neighbor- 
hoods in the larger cities of Pennsylvania, very, very often the 
anchor of those small business communities is the local 
drugstore. I think by looking at savings by moving to a 
competitive bid for a mail-order prescription service might be 
penny-wise and dollar-foolish. 

I would be very concerned about encouraging the depart- 
ment to proceed with a mail-order plan when in many cases 
we will be jeopardizing the health of many small businesses 
across the State, and for that reason I would encourage you to 
support the Olasz amendment, because if we do ~ 4 ,  my fear 
is that we will have a rippling effect by closing small business- 
es down that have served people in the Commonwealth, in 
communities where they ate the anchor of those local business 
districts. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes Gordon Linton of Philadelphia. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman, the chair of the Appropriations 

Committee, stand for a brief period of interrogation? 
?'he SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will consent to 

interrogation. 
Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, if I recall, several years ago we 

made an effolt through the PACE program to save a number 
of dollars in our cost-containment efforts to try to make sure 
that we were able to maximize the dollm from the Lottery 
Fund. Is what you are suggesting in this panicular bill similar 
to that that we have in the PACE program? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. LINTON. So I thought that as we were trying to 'Ir 

proceed through welfare reform, we were attempting to 
accomplish a couple of things. One of those was to make sure 
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that we have an effective welfare program that provides an 
opportunity for people to have employment and thus remove 
people from the rolls and put them into viable employment. 

The other objective was that we try to make sure that we 
maximize the taxpayers' dollars. It seems to me that what you 
are proposing-and correct me if I am wrong-but what you are 
proposing is that we will have some savings, and I think even 
the gentleman, Mr. Saurman, mentioned that there will be 
some savings that will be rendered through this program, and 
I thought many of us who were voting today, part of our 
objective was to try to save money to our taxpayers. It seems 
to me that we cannot have it both ways. 

Mr. Speaker, would you let me know whether or not we 
can in fact render some savings through this program as you 
are proposing it? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would say the attempt is to 
see if that is available to us by having the Department of 
Public Welfare explore the aspect of bulk purchasing. It is a 
method that is used that we need to consider more in the future 
in terms of State government. It is a practice that is certainly 
used in the private sector, but it also stresses the aspect of 
giving the recipient a choice. So the question really again, Mr. 
Speaker, is an opportunity to maybe make some savings, and 
in our view, Mr. Speaker, we should not tie the hands of the 
department if they can generate some savings as a result of this 
particular provision. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, I was listening to the gentle- 
man, Mr. Murphy, make reference to the loss of revenues 
through our corporate net income tax if in fact we would go to 
mail order, but I recall when we were looking at some issues 
in our tax package in the budget of 1991, it was very clear that 
if people were selling items through mail order in the Com- 
monweakh, we still would be able to collect corporate net 
income tax, so in essence, we would still be able to reap those 
revenues. Is that correct, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. EVANS. Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. Keep in mind, as I 
stressed before to the gentleman from the city of Pittsburgh, 1 
indicated then that we still would be taking advantage of that 
revenue and we still would be collecting it. Although he raised 
the issue about if the fims were necessarily Pennsylvania 
based, the fact of the matter is, we still would be collecting tax 
revenue fmm those whom we provide service with. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, one final question: Could you 
tell me whether or not the cost of drugs under the PACE 
program may be subject to going up if we were to pursue the 
Olasz amendment? 

Mr. EVANS. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, is that that 
could potentially occur, that there could be apotential increase 
under PACE, which would certainly affect our senior citizens, 
if this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
If I may be in order to make a comment on the amend- 

ment, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and should 

continue. 
Mr. LINTON. 'Thank you very much. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is clear to me from the intenugation that in 
this House, through the efforts of welfare refom, we are 
attempting to accomplish several items. One of those is to 
make sure that, one, we have a welfare system that at least 
begins to return people to solid employment so they become 
taxpayers, and we are going to attempt to do that, but also, 
many of us have heard from constituents around the Cornon- 
wealth the cost of the welfare system, and quite frankly, I 
think many of the members of this House are motivated by 
trying to cut the cost of government. 

Now, we can either cut the cost of government or we can 
continue to make sure that those who are in business make a 
lot of money. Now, I think the choice is pretty clear. If all of 
those who want to impose all these things to try to defeat fraud 
with the feeling that the poor welfare recipients are reaping 
and stealing from the taxpayers, because you are concerned 
about them taking money from us, it would seem to me that 
you would also be concerned about an oppo~lunity that you are 
getting ready to let go away by supporting this amendment and 
not allowing us to have cost containment so we can maximize 
those taxpayers' dollars. 

I can understand why Mr. Olasz has concerns about the 
individual pharmacists in his neighborhood. I have been 
contacted by many of those pharmacists myself in other 
instances. 

I serve, as many of you know, on the board of SEPTA 
(Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority), and we 
on the SEPTA board have made an effort to in fact cut costs 
because of budget difficulties. In a labor contract, we engaged 
in a contract similar to this that allowed our employees to get 
bulk purchasing of drugs through the Rite Aid Pharmacy and 
reaped a number of savings to SEPTA, and that in essence 
reaps a number of savings to this Commonwealth. 

So it is my suggestion, Mr. Speaker, that we defeat the 
Olasz amendment, that we stay with the language that is 
currently in the bill so that we can reap the savings that we are 
trying to get out of trying to make sure we have meaningful 
welfare refom. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is welwme, and Mr. 
Mihalich is recognized for the second time. 

Mr. MMALICH. First time, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER The Chair will take your word for it. 
Mr. MIHALICH. Okay. I will not talk more than once 

anyway. 
Mr. Speaker, for the same reasons that the maker of this 

amendment has offered the amendment, I oppose the amend- 
ment. 

I am interested in the welfare of my independent pharma- 
cies. They are, in many of my small communities, the comer- 
stones of their little neighborhood shopping districts. They 
participate in community activities, and they employ a Lot of 
local people. The reason why I think that this amendment will 
hurt the local pharmacies is because of the vely clear language 
in here that says that the same prices shall be charged to 
people who buy equal volumes. 



Mr. Cawley. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker 
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Mr. Sueaker. for the same reasons that the ~revious sueaker I 

Now, to me, that means I have heard this story before in 
some of the hearings that we had in the House last year. When 
one manufacturer and distributor was asked, well, why do you 
sell at a certain price to a drug chain and why do you sell at 
a ~.?rtain price to a small drugstore, he said, the answer is 
simple; it is the volume. That makes sense. Everybody 
understands that, I think, and it would not take any legal 
minds, any Harvard graduates working for the drug companies, 
to interpret that way because that is exactly what it says. 

They have to give an equal price only when there are 
equal-volume purchases. Not only the same prices, they can 
offer conditions and privileges to purchasers of large volumes 
which they do not have to offer to smaller purchasers. What 
could those conditions and privileges be? Those conditions and 
privileges are most often a line of credit which may not be 
available to the little guy. It might be a lot of other induce- 
ments which may not be available to the little guy. 

I think the amendment does not achieve what the originator 
of the amendment would like to achieve, and for that reason I 
think it is a bad amendmen6 and I will take Chairman Richard- 
son's invitation. I have taken that seriously. I will attend his 
meetings, and I will try to work out something that will pmtect 
these little, independent operators. I do not think that this 
amendment does it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Lackawanna County, 

opposes ;he Olasz amendments, I support the Olasz ahend- 
ments and ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, just a last comment which I am 

entitled to, my closing remarks. Forget it and roll it. 
Vote "yes." 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following mll call was recorded: 
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Dauphin County, Representative Piccola, on a reconsideration 
motion. 

The gentleman indicates he will withdraw the motion. The 
Chair thanks the gentleman. 

'The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Evans, on a 
reconsideration mot io~  and the gentleman indicates that he 
also will waive the opportunity to reconsider. 

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

arnendcd? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. 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? 
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CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER Does Mr. Gannon seek recognition? Does 
Chairman Gannon seek recognition? 

The gentleman from Delaware County is recognized. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, this will be brief and easy. 
Some time back I believe the House made an error in its 

judgment on a provision similar to the provision contained in 
this bill, and I would like to raise the issue before the House 
this evenine. because I do not believe the issue will have an 
opportunity-~o be presented in this fashion again. Mr. Speaker, 
what I am going to do is I am going to make a motion, and 
then I am going to ask the members to vote against the motion. 
In fact, I am going to vote against it myself. 

Let me explain very briefly, Mr. Speaker. Some time back 
the House set a precedent on the issue of the question of a tax 
credit provision that was contained in some prior legislation. 
There is exact tax credit language contained in this particular 
bill, and I am going to raise the issue of the constitutionality 
of that language, and the reason I am doing that is because in 
the prior instance, the House voted that that language was 
unconstitutional, and because of a misunderstanding and 
confusion at that time, all the Republicans voted one way and 
all the Democrats voted another way. What I would like to do 
is raise the issue here because I think there will be agreement 
that the tax credit language contained in this bill is constitu- 
tional. 

At the time of the prior debate, the issue was raised by 
Representative Pistella bn the question of constitutionality on 
the uniformity clause in our State Constitution, and at that 
time, unfortunately, the House agreed that that tax credit 
language was unconstitutional. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion as to 
whether or not the specific language in this proposal dealing 
with a tax credit for work incentives is or is not constitutional. 

The SPEAKER Is the gentleman basing his request on the 
uniformity clause? 

Mr. GANNON. Yes, Mr. Speaker; the same issue that was 
raised at the prior time, the uniformity clause. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Speaker, under mle 4, is required to submit questions 

affecting the constitutionality of a bill to the House for 
decision, which the Chair now does. 

On the question, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 

?be SPEAKER Is there additional debate on the constitu- 
tionality of the measure? 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would request that the 
members vote "yes," that this is constitutional. 

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Richardson seek recognition on 
constitutionality? 

Mr. RICIIARDSON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, earlier I rose and I raised seved points 

concerning constitutionality, and I think that if we are on final 
passage and this is to deal specifically with the constitutional- 
ity, 1 would like to raise those points again for the record. 

--- 

I think that i t  is going to be very clear to me that those 
who are here tonight do not rewgnke or understand that I 
believe strongly that this measure is not constitutional, and I 
cited several of the points and reasons why. It is clear to me 
that tonight we have a very serious problem in fmnt of us with 
respect to this issue, @cularly as it deals with Shapim v. 
Thompson, and I cited that case of 1969. I further went on, 
Mr. Speaker, to cite that- 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Point of parliamentw order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman will state his point. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I raised the question of 

constitutionality specifically on the uniformity clause contained 
in this proposal, and I would request that the Speaker require 
any other remarks dealing with the issue of constitutionality 
address that specific issue of the uniformity clause. 

The SPEAKER The Chair would interpret the moment, 
Mr. Gannon, as that you have opened up the question of 
constitutionality on HB 1341. Now, although it would be your 
druthers that the focus of the constitutionality question be the 
uniformity clause, the Chair inteprets the constitutionality 
question to be one of HB 1341, so the gentleman is in order 
and may proceed. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank vou, Mr. Saeaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
As I was saying, the whole hdamental d t u t i o n a l  right 

to travel was established by the Supreme Cowl in Shapiro v. 
Thompson, 394 U.S. 618 (1969), and I would just fiuther 
indicate that on this motion of constitutionality, we are setting 
a vev  dangerous precedent when we talk about people's right 
to be able to travel from one point to another. I have always 
felt that this particular bill itself was in fact unconstitutional, 
because even though there was an opportunity by Chairman 
Evans to try to appeal to the better judgment of those minds 
here tonight in a compromise that he started off with that he 
felt that the 30 days was the way to deal with it, we evidently 
did not agree with that. But more recent Supreme Court cases 
do not allow States to create fixed, permanent distinctions 
between classes of residents based on when they arrived in the 
State, and that case is cited as Zoebel v. Williams, 457 U.S. 55 
(1982). and if this bill is enacted into law, this provision will 
be taken to court, and when it is found to be in violation of the 
Constitution of this Uniled States, it will be overturned at great 
expense to this Commonwealth once again. It is not rational, 
without support for new and few anecdotal tales, to pass 
legislation which clearly violates the law. 

Now, the last time we raised that, evidently members on 
this floor did not believe that and went against all of what the 
law stands for and said, the heck with the law. If HB 1341 
passes and even though it had asked that it requires a study to 
be done to determine if the Department of Public Welfare has 
stated in the past people do not move into Pennsylvama to 
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receive welfare benefits, then we are not allowing the deuart- 1 C i v a  Hnrbcy 
ment to be able to do its job in bringing back thatinformkon 
to this body. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that on constitutionality, we raised 
seveml different points that need to be addressed by our 
members here, particularly as it relates to the rights of those 
individual persons who come from other parts of this countly. 
No one rushes to Pennsylvania to get on welfare. 

It seems to me that all of the attempts that are being made, 
even by the other side of the aisle who believe that they have 
a victory tonight in HB 1341 on this patticular issue, particu- 
larly dealing with constitutionality, I believe would not stand 
up in a caurt of law. I believe that it is imperative amongst us 
as legislators to do our business in this House of Representa- 
tives and not have it turned over to the court. It is not impor- 
tant that the constitutionality question be in fact bypassed 
withcut us raisiw the issues of constitutionalitv and debatine - 
the issue on conktutionality tonight. 

It is a violation of law, Mr. Speaker, and I would ask that 
the members who are here tonight would recognize that 
constitutionality is a major question on this bill and would ask 
that they would vote that final passage of HB 1341 is not 
constitutional. 

The SPEAKER Mr. Sturla is recognized. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Soeaker. while I do have some concerns 

about the constitutional& of the section that Mr. Gannon 
raised, because this bill does contain a severability clause, I 
plan to vote that this is constitutional at this point in time so 
that we can get the other poi-tions of the bill passed and with 
the belief that it will be severable later. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER On the issue of constitutionality, those 
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who believe that the measure is constitutional will vote "aye"; 
those who believe that it is unconstitutional will vote "no." The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 

was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionalitv of 
On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 

The following mll call was recorded: 
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the bill was sustained. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Evans, seek 
recognition? The gentleman is recopzed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, a couple weeks ago when we 
introduced tlus, what we call the self-sufficiency package, the 
attempt was to try to find some middle ground to reform the 
welfare system. I state to you, Mr. Speaker, that the issues that 
we have in HB 1341, I would like to just tick off what we 
were attempting to do. 

The first thing we had, Mr. Speaker, was an employment 
incentive program. The reason we had that program, Mr. 
Speaker, was for the purpose of tax credit. 

Number two, Mr. Speaker, we had the New Directions Jobs 
Program, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of targeting general 
assistance recipients, for thc purpose of attempting to do 
something with transitionally needy. We also, Mr. Speaker, had 
an evaluation component to look at it from the standpoint of - 
commuluty work programs, lo assess its effectiveness, and to 
provide recomrncndations to the General Assembly. 
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In addition, Mr. Speaker, we had a demonstration transi- 
tionally needy support program for the purpose of trying to put 
a work model together to deal with transitionally needy 
recipients. In addition, Mr. Speaker, we had a demonstration 
program for contracting for job s e ~ c e s  that was for the 
purpose of dealing with job readiness for public assistance 
clienw. 

Mr. Speaker, we did all of those measures hoping that we 
could target those 40,000 people, but unfortunately, Mr. 
Speaker, as a result of something that has occurred on this 
F c u l a r  floor, we do not have to wony about having those 
job training programs because we have eliminated the category 
of transitionally needy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, although we have eliminated that 
category, we still have not provided an answer to what we do 
about 40,000 people, and I know, Mr. Speaker, that I have 
been in this process long enough to know and understand when 
I can count votes. I understand, Mr. Speaker, when something 
is politically expedient, we forget about the fact of dealing 
with the reality of answering some serious questions. I, Mr. 
Speaker, on this side of the aisle-even with my own caucus 
there were some differences of opinion-felt that we can have 
a real consttuctive debate about this question of welfare, trying 
to find a way, in a meaningful way, to deal with it. 

Mr. Speaker, I differ with some of my colleagues on this 
side about the residency requirement. I felt we should have 
one. No, I did not think it should be 90 days, but I felt that we 
should have a residency requirement. 

I, too, Mr. Speaker, stood up and talked about community 
work programs, because I felt that people who are on public 
assistance should work. I felt that we should work in that 
particular direction, but, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that we 
should be punitive or destructive in our approach. I believe, 
Mr. Speaker, if we are going to deal with the question of 
people on public assistance, we have to try to do it in what I 
consider a much more constructive way. 

I have been on this floor an awful long time, and I 
probably have never seen, Mr. Speaker, so many individuals so 
quickly think that they are going to solve the problem by 
eliminating the category of transitionally needy. Yes, Mr. 
Speaker, there will be a headline tomorrow that the General 
Assembly voted to eliminate transitionally needy, but you still 
do not solve the problem, Mr. Speaker. The people do not go 
away. The problems do not go away. They are still here. 

The reality of it, Mr. Speaker, is we have to accept that 
reality. We may not like that reality; we may not want to deal 
with that reality, but that is a reality. The reality is that there 
are poor people, that there are people who are uninsured, there 
are people who do not have health insurance, there are people 
who do not have the same ability as some of us have in tlns 
chamber, and the reality of it is, they are not going anywhere. 
We are going to have to deal with it. The reality of it is, Mr. 
Speaker, when we looked at the poverty rate in Greene County 
and Fayette County and Philadelpha and Indiana County, and 
particularly the poverty that was in lural Pennsylvania, those 
problems are there. 

So, yes, we can eliminate transitionally needy; we can get 
rid of it. We can get rid of welfare completely and the problem 
still will not go away. There still will be drug addiction; there 
still will be homelessness; there still will be AIDS (acquired 
immune deficiency syndrome); there still will be all those 
kinds of problems that we sometimes in this chamber want to 
act like they do not exist. We want to act like those problems 
do not exist, but the reality of it is, Mr. Speaker, those 
problems do exist. 

The reality of it is, Mr. Speaker, that we who come here 
have a responsibility. No, it is not easy to try to solve these 
problems that we are dealing with. I assure you, Mr. Speaker, 
these are rather complex problems, and unfoth~~tely, Mr. 
Speaker, sometimes the public out there does not necessarily 
think that we are capable of figuring out how to solve these 
pmblems. We do not solve these problems, in my view, Mr. 
Speaker, by saying we are going to eliminate a category and 
as a result of eliminating that category, no longer, no longer 
does this problem exist. I wish it was as simple as that. I wish 
we could do things as simply as that and suddenly say it does 
not exist. But, Mr. Speaker, may it be driveby shootings in 
Lancaster or Harrisburg or York or Erie or Pittsburgh or 
Philadelphia, or may it be problems that we have as I just 
describeQ the reality of it is, Mr. Speaker, that these problems 
are here. The reality of it, Mr. Speaker, is that we have to 
begin to make some choices about how we move inthe future. 

Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania, and we are all a part of it, we 
have to make some choices, and those choices, Mr. Speaker, 
are not easy choices. I have always said over and over again, 
Mr. Speaker, we have to move to a point where we do not do 
what I call practice avoidance behavior. Let me repeat that. We 
have to make a decision, Mr. Speaker, where we do not 
practice avoidance behavior. By eliminating a category and 
suddenly saying to ourselves, that is one less line item in the 
budget that we have to deal with, you do not eliminate it that 
simply. You do not just all of a sudden say, by eliminating that 
categoly, that all of a sudden I do not have to be concerned 
about that problem. Well, Mr. Speaker, it does not go away 
that easy. 

What we were attempting to do-we, Chairman Richardson 
and a number of other people who were involved in this 
effort-was to try to come up with a package. No, it was not a 
perfect package. No, it did not do all the things that everybody 
wanted to do, but it was an anempt, Mr. Speaker, to by to deal 
with it in some way. 

I heard, Mr. Speaker, from yesterday to today that we 
could not have business as usual, and you are right. I would be 
the first one to say that the process must change, this House 
must change, welfare must change. I would be the first one to 
say that. I would be the first one to say that the welfare system 
does not work, but 1 also say this to you, Mr. Speaker, that the 
fact of the matter this does not work does not mean just 
because you get rid of a category, that all of a sudden the 
problem is going to go away. It is not that easy, and it is not 
going to go away if it is passed by this House, because there 
is a Senate and there is a Governor. 
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Yes, when the newspaper prints tomomw and they print 
yes or no, you will get your yes or no. But there is a Senate 
and there is a Governor, and we all h o w  in this room, Mr. 
Speaker, that that is the extent of this bill. So you can say 
tonight, you can print in the literature, and you can put out 
there that we got rid of a category; we no longer have to be 
involved with that problem called transitionally needy. But I 
share with you, Mr. Speaker, that is not the way we deal with 
problems. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a lot of problems facing us in this 
Commonwealth. Education inequity, Mr. Speaker. We have to 
make some decisions about how school districts receive 
funding. So I share with yw, Mr. Speaker, that this is not the 
end; this is just the beginning. As long as I am here in this 
House, I am going to continue pushing for welfare reform, and 
I am going to push for welfare reform until every person in 
this House begins to understand that there is a constructive 
way to approach it and not a destmctive way, that there is a 
way to approach it so that we can begin to find a way to solve 
a problem, not just think that we can eliminate the pmblem. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I rise with some real difficulty. I rise with 
difliculty to oppose something that I have w ~ k e d  on for the 
last month or so for the last 2 years. I am opposing something, 
Mr. Speaker, that I strongly believe in that we should do. I am 
opposing because of that amendment. I am apposing, Mr. 
Speaker, because, in my view, that amendment sends the 
wrong message. That amendment is cmel, vicious, and nasty. 
There is no way, Mr. Speaker, in good conscience that I can 
stand here today and be for it as long as that amendment is in 
thatparticular bill, because it does not solve the problem. 

I am looking to solve the problem. I am not looking for the 
headline, Mr. Speaker. I am looking to find a way, once and 
for all, to tly to change the way the welfare system works, and 
everyone knows, even on that side, that it is not working and 
it must change, but eliminating the category called tmitional- 
ly needy is not going tg solve the problem. You know it and 
I know it. 

So I would ask, Mr. Speaker, that you would give a 
negative to HB 1341. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER Mr. Thomas is recognized. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have just developed, and I hope many of my 

colleagues share the same feeling. I think that the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee just rose to another level of 
maturity, because, Mr. Speaker, I know the kind of work and 
energy that went into shaping HB 1341. I know how much this 
problem has been on the mind of the chairman and not just he. 
There are many others from both sides of the aisle that have 
been concerned about the state of welfare in the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania and have called for reform. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise in opposition to HB 1341, and 
I rise in opposition to HB 1341 for some very specific reasons. 
Number one, HB 1341 has been tainted, has been tainted in a 
way that if it ever becomes law, will wreak serious havoc on 
people throughout Pennsylvania who are now suffering through 
no fault of their own. 

Mr. Speaker, there is this feeling that we need to change 
welfare in a way that adversely affects those people who are 
on welfare through no fault of their own. Pennsylvania, the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania's unemployment rate is one of 
the highest in the Nation. The Commonwealth of Pennsylva- 
nia'sunderemployment rate might be the highest in the Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a critical pmblem with how we order 
our priorities. We will spend millions of dollars on Distin- 
guished Daughters of Pennsylvania and yet we would not 
spend money on women and children who are in trouble 
through no fault of their own. In the last year, we have had 
more families devastated through fires that they did not cause; 
we have had more women and children- Just in Philadelphia 
County alone, there are over 3,000 cases of child abuse or 
child neglect which exist every month. 

In other counties throughout the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, there are people who are suffering through no 
fault of their o m  and if we really wanted to do something 
about the transitionally needy category- I did not create that 
category. That category was created by many of those of you 
who sit here this evening and move to eliminate it. You 
created it a little more than a decade ago. You provided the 
legislative intent. You provided the legislative spirit for its 
existence. 

If we really wanted to do something about the transitionally 
needy, it seems very simple to me that we could have convert- 
ed the cash assistance to wages and tied work to any receipt of 
assistance and achieved what we wanted to achieve, because 
I, too, agree with many of you that anybody that is able-bodied 
should be working and should be given an oppoItunity to move 
into the mainstream of Pennsylvania. 

I have heard our Governor say on many occasions that 
Pennsylvania is becoming the rising new star of this country. 
Well, it is time for us to put up, put up with something that 
makes a difference in people's lives and shut up about those 
things that create more devastating conditions in people's lives 
rather than moving them foxward. 

I do not mind, I do not mind providing cash assistance to 
a family that will use that money to do something constmctive. 
Like some of my colleagues, I think that the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania should be spending money to send our kids to 
Yale rather than spending money to send our kids to jail, and 
if you examine the budgets that we have proposed and adopted 
in the last couple years, we have spent more money to put 
people in jail than we have to send them to Yale. We have W 
developed more policies against young people shooting 
basketballs on the coun and in effect, in many cases, encour- 
aged young people to pick up guns and shoot one another in 
the street. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time that we reorder our priorities in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We need to get real serious 
about our business here in this General Assembly. 

We have talked about education, yet we have not done - 
anything about education. We have talked about welfare 
reform, but I guarantee you, if you ask any objective reader of 
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the headlines tomorrow whether or not we achieved welfare 
reform through HB 1341, they would say no. 

We spent almost 7 hours on the question of whether or not 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania should be putting liens on 
people's property who need assistance because they have lost 
their job or because they are without a lifeline to exist. We 
spent 7 hours on that. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge each and every member of this 
House on both sides of the aisle, on both sides of the aisle, do 
not vote on this bill based on what you think is popular or 
what you think is politically expedient. Vote on this bill based 
on what you know to be in the best interest of those people 
that you represent, and if you vote on HB 1341 from what is 
in the best interest of the people that we represent and what is 
overall in the best interest of the citizens of this great Com- 
monwealth, then you will vote "no" on HB 1341 and let us get 
on to the business of real welfare reform. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Zug, from Lebanon 
County is recognized on final passage of the bill. 

Mr. ZUG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to thank both sides of the aisle for giving 

us a chance to really direct true welfare reform, and I think it 
is a compliment to this body. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Gordon Linton from Philadelphia is recognized on final 

passage. 
Mr. LINTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think I was encouraged when I heard the 

chairman of the Appropriations Committee say that once and 
for all, this week we will begin to allow this House to deal 
with welfare reform. 

I was also encouraged to know that hopefully we were 
going to try to make sure that we move those able-bodied 
individuals into employment that will make them viable parts 
of the citizns of our Commonwealth and taxpayers. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it looks like what we ended up with was 
not welfare reform but in fact welfare spending. It looked to 
me that every effon to try to make sure that we provide 
meaningful employment for those who are on welfare, we 
instead decided on trying to make sure we kept the coffers 
filled of the individual pharmacists. It looks to me that when 
in fact it looked like we had an opportunity to try to look for 
employment and tly to make sure we eliminate costs, we were 
concerned about fingerprinting welfare recipients and whether 
or not we could have drug testing for wclfare recipients. 

I question whether or not we sought to have true welfare 
reform - to make sure that people are employed and to make 
sure, the bottom line, we save the taxpayers of the Common- 
wealth some dollars. It seemed to me that we were more 
concerned about being harsh, vindictive, and mean, and also 
more concerned about spending dollars and transfening those 
dollars from the welfare recipients to not the needy but those 
who are greedy. That is what we have got, not welfare reform 
but in essence we have welfare spenang, and 1 think the 
members of this House who would vote for this bill can he 

very proud of their welfare spending bill. I plan to vote against 
it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Saurman, from 
Montgomery is recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This will be very brief. I just want to say that if a n m y  

thought that the welfare reform package would be solved with 
the passage of one piece of legislation, they are smoking 
something that they ought not to be smoking. 

The chairman of the Health and Welfare Committee came 
before the committee with apackage of 17 bills. These are the 
amendments that members felt. This is a situation that is 
indeed complex. If you are talking about, though, a solution, 
then the solution ought to involve the 203 members of this 
House and then that input be allowed to be put together in 
some kind of a woperative way. What we came with was a 
package. What this House has spoken about is that they did not 
like that package and they have adjusted it. It is kind of like 
right now the Appropriations chairman wants to take the ball 
home because the game did not go his way, so now he wants 
to go home and take the ball with him. I used to do that when 
I was a kid. I had a football, and when I did not win, I took 
the ball and everybody went home. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a serious matter. Whichever way 
members vote, this bill is not and cannot be the solution; it is 
not the end-all, and you have to decide in your own minds 
whether it moves us forward or not. But certainly no one can 
expect that one piece of legislation with such a complex issue 
is going to solve the problem, but at least the process allowed 
for input which had not been there earlier, and if we are going 
to solve the problem, it is going to have to be there in a 
serious manner. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Anthony Williams. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am discouraged tonight, not based upon the passage or the 

nonpassage of this bill, but I have come to this chamber for a 
number of years. As a child, Mr. Fineman sat in that fine 
Chair. I saw Mr. Manderino and now I have seen Mr. 
DeWeese. What discourages me most is that with the passage 
of some 20 years, we as a society and specifically as a 
government apparently come to decisions not based upon fact 
but based upon our biases, based upon ow prejudices. I 
recognize that comments of mean-spiritedness, of evilness, of 
contempt are not taken seriously, because I believe that those 
folks who are hunkered into their positions do not believe 
themselves to be mean-spirited nor of malice. 

But I would suggest that people have approached me with 
regard to the issue of welfare reform, that people from ~ural 
areas who look to the urban areas for guidance begin to look 
towards their own communities. 

To those folks who believe that the fact that a large 
percentage of minority members had to stand on this floor to 
debate this publicly, that it is our issue and our desire to cany 
the load with regard to welfare reform, that that is not the 
correct status. 
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The fact is that change for change's sake is ridiculous. This 
country is changing. This State is changing. Change in terms 
of the welfare system is needed to accommodate the changes 
within our respective communities. You see, transitionally 
needy are not just people in my community who do not fit a 
particular criteria with regard to, I guess, what was established 
or, quote, unquote, "conventional work experience." No. You 
see, transitionally needy in the nineties are lawyers, are 

for life-and I heard that mentioned earlier tonight-for people 
who stand for life, to remove this category is unconscionable. 
I do not know how they can justify it; I do not know how they 
can rationalize it; I do not know how they balance it, but it t 
certainly is a paradox, and that is a nice way to describe it. 

So I stand in opposition to HB 1341, Mr. Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
doctors, are engineers, are people who work for corporations (PHYLLIS MUNDY) PRESIDING 
in this wuntry who will, for the first time, find themselves 
needing the support of this State when thev have to eive uo The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

their homes, when their unemployment is &nt d o 6  and if 
we do not read those tea leaves, then change for change's sake 
is what we are about today. Stuffing the football down my 
mouth or in my face or slam dunking for victory and going 
back and slapping your friend on the back, that is a hollow 
victory in the face of people who truly will be in need. 

Communities which are now being devastated which 
traditionally never felt the pain of an economic downturn, will 
be the people that we are deciding we need to eliminate. oh, 
and they certainly will meet the criteria of conventional and 
traditional employment and they certainly will fall into the 
category of mitionally needy, hut when people will come 
and tap me on my shoulders, as they do now about the issue 
of drugs, because, you see, I stood here, I stood here as a 
sophomore in college and witnessed the debate about drugs, 
and those same perceptions, those same biases, those same 
conventional wisdoms, those same perceptions which seemed 
to suggest that drugs was an &an problem; drugs was a 
problem that did not touch my community; and ~~d forbid 
; marijuana and crack cocaine, those are things that were just 
beyond the pale of reason within certain given geographical 
areas, and now the Attorney General, who is a Republican to 
the Governor, who is a Democrat, see drugs as the number one 
umveiing glue or unraveling string of our society, of our 
communities. Well, I would suggest that that is a benchmark, 
and that is a benchmark for us tonight as we discuss welfare 
reform in a manner which, frankly, does suggest change hut is 
not truth. It is not honesty. It is not people looking in the 
minor and facing the realities of what is happening within 
Pennsylvania. 

It is not just the less fortunate parts of w r  society, those 
less fortunate sections of Pe.msylvania, which will require the 
need of the transitionally needy category. F d y ,  it is those 
more affluent, those more traditionally accepted categories 
which do not necessarily traditionally accept t-itionally 
needy people into their communities, and I guess at that point 
in time you have to turn upon yourselves. How you will 
restore it in the face of removing it tonight is certainly 
something I will hoot and holler about and certainly something 
editorial sections will write about, but even more importantly, 
hopefully it will be something you discuss at home with your 
children - how you wuld take the food out of their mouths in 
very difficult times. 

I stand in opposition to this bill, not simply upon the 
technical reasons but the moral reasons. For people who stand 

man. 
The Chair recognizes Representative Josephs. t 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this bill in its present form, and I just want 

to make an observation which has occurfed to me a number of 
times, many times during the debate of today and of last night 
and yesterday. 

There seems to be some notion among the members of the 
Party of the other side of the aisle, and I unhappily have to say 
Some of the members of my own party, that some people on 
general assistance are more d e s e ~ n g  in some way than other 
people on general assistance; that those people who live in 
areas represent* by my esteemed Republican colleagues 
somehow are on general assistance or on welfare for no reason 
that they can be bhmed for. It is not their fault. The ~ lan t  
moved out; the Job disappeared; the wage earner in the family 
had some serious health problem. It is not their fault. The 
people that we represent on our side of the aisle, who are our 
constituents who are on general assistance, somehow it is their 
fault that they are on general assistance and they deserve to be 
punished and they deserve to have the problem solved by 
Simply cutting them off of subsistence. Well, ladies and 
gentlemen of the other party, our constituents are on general 
assistance because of circumstances that are not their fault. 
n e y  are On welfare because there was no job or because they 
got sick or because they were a victim of violence in a home 
where they could not stay, and it is not their fault either. 

I think, echoing in some ways the sentiments of one of the 
previous speakers who agrees that this bill deserves to go 
down and never come back up again in this form, I think that 
this is going to come around to haunt YOU. those of YOU who 
think that your wnstituents are more worthy than our constitu- 
ents, because you are going to find out that you are going to 
have constituents who are on welfare and who stay on welfare 
because this society is not producing jobs and this society is 

- 
not going to produce jobs, and this society is not going to 
produce people who are able to take the jobs that are offered 
if we keep on approaching problems in this shortsighted 
grandstanding, Juvenile, callous, destructive, and unjust way. 

I thank you very much, Madam Speaker, and 1 am sony to 
have to speak in such an angry and distressed tone in a 
situation which ought to be a vely nice one. It is very nice to 
say "Madam" Speaker. Thank you for your coultesy in calling W 
0" me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes Representative Ryan. 
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Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
It is not my intention to take much time. As I look at the 

:lock, we have 3 minutes to go. It is my understanding, having 
talked to the staff of the majority leader, that this will be the 
last mll call of the evening. 

I think evelyone is familiar with what is in this bill. I think 
everyone is familiar with the amendments and the improve- 
ments and the changes in the bill. I believe that indeed it is 
welfare reform. It is something that deserves support, and I 
look forward to seeing it pass. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle 
nan and recognizes Representative Mihalich. 

Mr. MMALICH. Madam Speaker, for all of the reasons 
enunciated by previous speakers, 1 think it is a bad bill now, 
and I want to underline one item in the bill which I comment- 
ed on earlier, and that is that we have in this bill institutional- 
ized and put into writing a formula by which our independent 
pharmacies can really get beat over the head on prices. By 
"independent" I am talking independent and not independent 
chains - small chains, big chains. I am talking about "mom 
and pop" that you are going to have to go home and face and 
look in the eye and say that we have now institutionalized the 
practice of establishing differences in prices when you go to 
purchase yow products at a wholesale price. That alone is 
enough for me to vote against the bill, but 1 want to point cut 
that the previous speakers all made some good points, too. 
Thank you. 

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. Reverend Kirkland, Representative 
Kirkland, from Chester is recognized. 

Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am a little concerned. One of the gentlemen 

on the other side of the aisle spoke of a game. He spoke about 
football, and he spoke about taking his football and going 
home or someone taking their football and going home. Just to 
share something with you, a little bit of scripture, and it says, 
when I was a child, I thought as a child. It says, I spoke as a 
child and I understood as a child, but today I am a man and I 
put away childish things. 

I have a problem when we start playing games or doing 
childish things and saying that it is important to do away with 
the transitionally needy. I have a problem when we Start 
playing games and stan saying Put people to work when there 
are not Jobs. I have a problem when we want to change 
the ages of the transitionally needy from 18 to 45 and then 
change it to 18 to 55 and then eliminate it altogether. I have a 
problem, and I wonder when we begin to grow up. 

We have an obligation. We have an obligation as legislators 
to our constituents, and that obligation is to clothe those who 
are naked. That obligation is to feed those who are hungry. 
That obligation is to house those who are homeless. If we 
continue to consider this as a game, then it is not only we who 
arc losing but our constituents. 

I ask that you vote "no" on HI3 1341. 
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The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Richardson. 
I believe the gentleman, Mr. Ric- is the last person 

to debate on final passage of HB 1341. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank ycu vety much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise at a point in time that brings sadness to 

my heart. Yeah, sadness, and I really think that it is a shame 
that we are back here in 1993 when we had gone m g h  tbis 
in 1982. It was this same House of Representatives that 
decided to take away those individual rights of individuals in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and say that we would 
only give them subsistence for 3 months out of the year. That 
was in 1982. It was a nightmare then; it is a night of travesty 
and a nightmare all over again for the citizens of this Cbm- 
monwealth who are less fortunate than you and I. And it seems 
to me, Mr. Speaker, that while there was laughter, nonconcem 
and commitment to really trying to deal with what we thought 
was an attempt to deal with true welfare reform, that we 
wound up with negative, punitive, backstabbing individuals that 
thought that it would be better to take individuals down with 
a vote and end transitionally needy when recognizing that we 
had a major problem. 

Now, this book that we put together, we attempted to try to 
lay out what is welfare and who gets it. We tried very hard to 
share with those individuals, particularly as it related to the 
general assistance category, who these persons are. The 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, regardless of what we may 
think, the majority of those on assistance are not African- 
Americans, are not Hispanic, but are white. They live alone. 
They have less than a high school education. In most instances, 
those individuals whom we are recognizing in this categoly of 
general assistance are over 45, have a history of working but 
no longer qualify for unemployment compensation, and get 90 
days of benefits in a year's time. The typical recipient is 
equally likely to be a man or a woman in this Commonwealth. 

The general assistance rolls also are directly related to the 
economy. When the economy is the number of 
people on GA drops, and when the economy hits recessionaty 
ti,s, the general assistance increase. are 
clear statistics that must be laid out for the record tonight. 

It is important to keep in mind that the largest portions of 
incEase. funding are not being channeled to general 
tance; rather, that funding is being spent for medical assistance 
nursing home care. There is some notion in the minds of many 
of you tonight who voted to end -itionally needy that these 
individual persons are some type of individuals that are 
freeloading OR the system. This is not me.  There is also this 
tendency to believe that there is this influx of individuals that 
are rnshing he= to the Cornonwealth of Pennsylvania to 
jump on the welfare rolls. 

Welfare has a percentage of povelty. This means that a 
person must reach 100 percent of the povelty level to be able 
to afford f& and shelter. Pennsylvania's payment rate is low- 
average amongst the United States. Combining cash assistance 
and food stamps, Pennsylvania provides only 73.6 percent of 
povelty. The GA budget - that is both CN (chronically needy) 
and TN (transitionally needy) - accounts for only 2.4 percent 
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of Pennsylvania's budget. But you would have people believe 
that this was a large portion of the budget, that somehow we 
would take this 2.4 and make believe or make people think 
that we are spending so much money on people who really 
need it in this Commonwealth, while in New York 91.6 
percent of poverty is spent; in Maryland 73.8 percent of 
povetty is spent; and in New Jersey, 73.7 percent of poveIty 
is spent. These States have a higher rate of payment, and Ohio 
is less than 2 percent below us. 

Who do we think is moving into Pennsylvania to receive 
our benefits? Certainly not from those States. And the few 
individuals that you do find that may move here move here 
basically because they m e  to live with their families because 
there may be a sick aunt, an uncle, or another loved one that 
they must come and try to take care of that individual. 

Nearly half of the 150,000 individuals in the general 
assistance recipients category are women of childbearing age. 
That is right, women. Some of these same women that felt that 
we should get rid of these individuals on welfare are going 
against their own gender. This body, by our action tonight, is 
forcing a large number of these women to lose shelter and go 
without food. 

Unemployment is currently at a record high of 8.6 percent. 
There are no jobs available. No matter what you think, no 
matter how much you say there are, you have not produced 
one job that has been expressed here tonight other than to 
point to the Governor's Office and say the Governor said that 
there are some jobs. He certainly was not talking about jobs 
for many of the recipients that we have talked about eliminat- 
ing here tonight. 

Where are your constituents tonight? Yes, these people live 
in our districts. These are the same people that in some 
instances vote for us and some that do not, some that are 
registered and some that are not, but at any rate, they still live 
in our districts. To go without jobs, to go without money, to go 
without a living wage, and to go without a helping hand, there 
is no safety net for these people. 

This same year, 1982, I can remember distinctly Thornfare 
predicted that the transitionally needy could attain employment 
and achieve self-sufficiency. Instead, Thornfare caused 
widespread suffering. It increased the homeless population. 

In 1982 at least 68,000 citizens in Pennsylvania, people we 
represent, most of them in rural Pennsylvania and mral white, 
were cut off fmm general assistance. One year later over 80 
percent of them had not found long-term jobs at all. This 
population includes the temporarily disabled, victims of 
domestic violence, abandoned homemakers without skills 
whose children have turned the age of 18. These are people 
that you represent. 

When we look at the individuals who fall in this categoly, 
again I must indicate that when we eliminate this category, no 
money. If they are released from prison, no money. Those 
individual persons that are blue-collar, hsabled workers who 
may not be able to find a job, this is cruel and unusual 
punishment for ;hose inhviduals. 
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Mr. Speaker, tonight there is an opportunity to share some 
of the strategy that Representative Evans, Chairman Evans, 
tried to put forth. There was a real serious attempt on his 
to tly to be honest, because he felt deep down in his soul that- 
there were some compassionate individuals on the floor of this 
House that were willing to try to really bring about tlue 
welfare reform, and even convinced members in his caucus 
that he felt that if he put a 30-day residency requirement in a 
bill, that perhaps maybe that would make our members go 
along with that and not let them move in an area of feeling 
that we have to be more punitive against those individual 
persons who in fact are less fortunate than you and I. In fact, 

t he put job training programs in the legislation. He tried to 
combine some of the good and some of the bad and i n c o p  
rate it into HB 1341. 

And by the way, this battle is not over, Mr. Speaker. In 
fact, this is just the beginning, because this is just one of the 
many bills in this package; that we did not even get to our 
package in tme welfare reform at all. Some of the same 
contents are combined, but the real effort was to try and get 
you to understand what was being done in terms of appealing 
to the mindset of individuals and not be swayed by individuals 
on the outside who are using this as a major attempt to use 
perception as a stone to get you to be gravitated towards that 
and accept the negativisms of Wisconsin, of Michigan, of New 
Jersey, and other areas that have taken punitive action against 
those persons who are less fortunate in this country. But that 
failed. Even in every attempt that he tried that failed. 

There is no cost savings to what has been done here 
tonight; none whatsoever. In fact, it is just the opposite. You 
will suffer as a result of what is taking place here tonight. You 
will suffer as a result of seeing those individuals who now 
cannot defend themselves fall into a position of being placed 
outside in the cold with no place to go whatsoever and to use 
this as an attempt and a means to try to say to the citizens of 
this Commonwealth that I do not care; it does not make any 
difference to me; we got what we want, and it does not matter 
whether or not there is any interest or any concern whatsoever. 

Mr. Speaker, may I have order? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman deserves to have order. The 

issue that we are discussing is a seminal issue of our time. We 
are not, we are not overburdened and we should listen to our 
fellow member. I would hope that all of us would have the 
occasion to listen to each other from time to time. 

The gentleman, Mr. Richardson, may continue. W 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
1 am going to finish, and you can keep on talking all you 

want; I am going to finish, because I think the senses have 
been raised tonight on this floor about taking people off of 
welfare. We have a right to debate and stand on this floor. 
Because you took all the time with all the 68 amendments that 
you had, we have a right to discuss this issue, and I am going 
to discuss this issue, period. I am not mlling over anything anc 
we are not getting rid of this issue without having a debate. - 
That is what you wanted and there is where it is. Just because 
you do not have anything else to say does not mean I do not 
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have something to say. If you do not like it, leave the floor 
and I will finish and then you can come back when I am done. 

Mr. Speaker, it is very clear to me that tonight is a very 
clear night for individuals who have not taken any time to 
study any of the myths and the lies that have been projected by 
those individuals who feel that we do not even have a right to 
speak after you put these crazy amendments in the hill. It is 
not going to be done without us explaining exactly who we are 
talking about, and, Mr. Speaker, I am going to give it to you 
as I tried earlier but no one would listen, and that is that in the 
medical assistance area and cash assistance area in the Depart- 
lent of Public Welfare data of 1993 of March, we go to 

Allegheny County. Those people receiving general assistance 
support is 19,761 persons. So all of those who live in Alleghe- 
ny County who feel that they are not affected at all by this 
legislation, I ask you to remember that in your area, in your 
county, you have 19,761 persons receiving general assistance. 
In Armstrong County, 1,105 people receiving general assis- 
tance support; in Beaver County, 2,845 people receiving 
general assistance support; in Bedford County, 466 people 
receiving general assistance support; in Berks County, 3,366 
people receiving general assistance support; in Blair County, 
2,047 people receiving general assistance support; in Bradford 
County, 859 people receiving general assistance support; in 
Bucks County, 2,807 people receiving general assistance 
support; in Butler County, 1,180 people receiving general 
assistance suppoR; in Cambria County, 1,946 persons receiving 
general assistance support; in Cameron County, 81 people; in 
Carbon County, 464 people; in Centre County, 624 people 
receiving general assistance; in Chester County, 2,071 people 
receiving general assistance support; in Clarion County, 516 
people receiving general assistance; in Clearfield County, 1,230 
people receiving general assistance; in Clinton County, 456 
people receiving general assistance support; in Columbia 
County, 384 people receiving general assistance support; in 
Crawford County, 1,271 people receiving general assistance 
support; in Cumberland County, 599 people receiving general 
assistance support; in Dauphin County, 3,081 people receiving 
general assistance support; in Delaware County, 5,942 people 
receiving general assistance suppolt; in Elk County, 248 people 
receiving general assistance support; in Erie County, 4,243 
people receiving general assistance support; in Fayette County, 
4,163 people receiving general assistance support; in Forest 
County, 54 persons receiving general assistance support; in 
Franklin County, 730 people receiving general assistance 
support. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. In Fulton County, 135 people 

receiving general assistance support. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. In Greene County, 1,286 people 

receiving general assistance support; in Huntingdon County- 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, seek 

recognition? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I knew he was going to cut me off. 

He always does. Go ahead, Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the gentleman. What the 

gentleman is doing is he is going page after page after page 
out of a report saying how many people are in each county, a 
report that is available to every one of us. 

Now, I have any number of my members- And no useful 
purpose is sewed by it, because it is a printed sheet that he is 
reading from that every single person here has: "Forest 
County, 54 ...." It is like reading a telephone directory, and I 
think it is a mockery of this House, particularly when we are 
doing this at 20 after 11 and our rules call for us to adjourn at 
11. 

Accordingly, with a great deal of respect, and I say this 
respectfully to you, Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask that the 
~ules be enforced and that debate be cut off at this time and 
that a roll call be taken on the bill. 

The SPEAKER The options available at this time are that 
Mr. Richardson or any member of the House may move to 
suspend the mles or the rules that Mr. Ryan has noted will be 
enforced. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Then I move, Mr. Speaker, that this House suspend the 

~ l e s ,  Mr. Speaker, so this House may stay in session so I may 
finish the debate on welfare reform that has been opened by 
this House of Representatives so we could conclude those 
individual remarks that I have not finished. 

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

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, on that question. 
The SPEAKER Other than the floor leaders, I believe the 

debate is not appropriate. The gentleman, Mr. Ryan, is 
recognized. 

Mr. RYAN. Last night, last night at the request of the 
majority leader, we adjusted our mles and agreed to extend the ' debate, I believe it was at that time, until 11:15. I would 
request the gentleman, Mr. Richardson, to advise the House, 
prior to my making a recommendation to my caucus, at least, 
on his question, if he would advise us how much time he 
needs to complete his statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 think I will be finished by a quarter 
of 12. 

Mr. RYAN. I think I got 201 votes now. 
I ask the following question respectfully: Is it possible, at 

a quarter of 12 at night- What you are reading from is 
material that we all have. Is it possible you could just call this 
to our attention so that it is not necessary for us to really listen 
to it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, that is your opinion, and you 
are entitled to that, Mr. Ryan, and you have always done this 
to me, hut let me just say to you tonight, as one of the senior 
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members in this House of Representatives like you, who 
always has the oppomnity to raise the questions that need to 
be raised, I believe that this issue is just as important as every 
amendment that you passed and put in this bill tonight for me 
to be able to speak. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER The gentleman is recognized for the debate 

on the suspension of the rules. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that the motion of 

the gentleman be amended to read that the rules be suspended 
until 11:20, at which time the debate will cease and a final 
vote will be taken. T b t  is my amendment. 

The SPEAKER Until 1 l:20? 
Mr. RYAN. Pardon me; 11:40, which gets us out of here 

at 11:45- All right. 11 :45. I will give him- Mr. Rieger, you 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER The gentleman is in order and may 
P-. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
t 

For the purpose of trying to get out of here at the time that 
the gentleman is offering, the more we debate this, I am going 
to withdraw the motion and allow the majority leader to make 
the comments that he has to make. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER Mr. Itkin is recognized. W 
Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules to 

allow us to stay in the House in active session until 11:45. 
The SPEAKER Mr. Ryan is recomized. - 

provide the pizzas for us and we will stay all night. I Mr. RYAN. I second the motion. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, p in t  of order, please. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Williams, is recog- 

nized. For what pupose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. With regard to the motion to suspend the 

rules, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER Will the gentleman yield momentarily. 
Mr. WLLIAMS. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER Prior to recognizing the gentleman, the 
minority leader should note that Mason's Manual indicates that 
a motion to suspend the rules is m e n d a b l e .  

Mr. RYAN. All right. 
I am going to ask my caucus to vote against this, and then 

I intend to move to suspend the mles-and ask everyone to 
vote for it-to suspend the rules to allow the gentleman, Mr. 
Richanison, to continue his debate and make his remarks until 
quarter of 12, at which time-and this would be part of my 
motion-the final vote will be taken. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Williams, rise, 
with the knowledge that this is not debatable except by the 
floor leaders? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am rising in the 
same spirit that I guess Representative Lee rose in with regard 
to how we plan to follow the process within the House. We 
have passed several rules or reforms to the House. I think Mr. 
Lee and several others of us are concerned about the balance 
of power as it, I guess, quote, unquote, "is struchlred within 
the House," and I think along those lines, I do not believe that 
I can, in good conscience, follow the directives of the minority 
leader this evening. I think Mr. Lee rose earlier- 

The SPEAKER The gentleman is out of order; the 
gentleman is out of order. 

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman from 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-193 

Acosh Fnjt LNdsnslty 
Addph Fargo Linton 
Allca F a m  Lloyd 

Fee w k  
A-ng Fichter Lynch 
Lkksr Flurglc Maitland 
Lkdey Flick Manderino 
Banisto Freeman Morkoack 
Bebko-lone Gamble Marsic0 
Belad O m o n  Masland 
Belfanti Geirt Meyemik 
B i m l i a  George McCall 
Bishop Gerlach McGeehan 
Blaum Cigliciii McNally 
Boy= Gladcck Melio 
B m  Godshall Micblovic 
Bunt Gordoer Mieonje 
Bush GNltni Mihalich 
6utkovitz G N ~  Miller 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappsbianca 
Cam 
Camne 
C-r 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cahen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
coy 
cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 
~ m p s e y  
Dent 

 an& Mundy 
Harley Murphy 
Hssay Nailor 
Heckler Niskol 
Henn- N ~ c e  
H e m n  O'Brieo 
Henhey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
Hutchinson Penzl 
Itkin P& 
Jadlowiec Petrone 
J a m  Pdit  
Jarolin Phillips 
Josephs Piccola 
Kaiser Plstella 
Kasunic  ins 
Keller Plans 
Kenney Preston 
King Raymond 
Kirkland Reber 
Krebs Reinard 
IsGrofta Rieger 

R w  
Sanloni 
Sa&n 
saumm 
Saylor 
Schcetz 
Schulsr 
Scr imt i  
Snnmcl 
Sersfini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Soy&, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Stcslman 
s t e i g h n ~  
Steil 
Stem 
SWIM 
Stish 
strinmatter 
S u m  
Tangrrni 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor. I. 

Trella 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vsace 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 

w 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 

Philadelphia Mr. Richardson. 1 Demcdy Laub Ritter Yandnswits 
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Do& 
hucc 
Dumun 
Eeolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Richardson Rudy 

NOT VOTING-0 

Hslrulra Pdrana Trich W&ak 
Meny 

A majority of the members elected to the House having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER The rules are suspended so that the House 
may remain in session until 11 :45. 

recipients in their districts and keep saying that they do not 
know why we keep raising this question about t h m  individu- 
als who are on general assistance because it does not impact 
on me at all. Rural Pennsylvania, suburban Pennsylvania, urban 
Pennsylvanians are all affected by this legislation, and what 
has happened, Mr. Speaker, is that we have taken this opportu- 
nity tonight to lry to confuse the masses of our people into 
thinking that we are doing something to help them. I am so 
upset that we do not realize the devastation and the impact, 
and while many of those individuals are taking fire tonight, 
regardless of what happens, I will say to you that this issue 
will come back to haunt you. 

There is another area of concern that has been raised by 
this issue. Those on general assistance, transitionally needy, 
age from 45 to 55 tonight, that passed, and then in the same 
breath, we moved the next piece of amendment to take people 
off of transitionally needy altogether. You cannot have it both 
ways. There are not sufficient resources to provide the 
approximately 23,000 to 30,000 individuals that fall within this 
category with the training, education, or treatment o p p o d t y  
to insure that benefits continue beyond those 90 days, and by 

I taking them away, individuals in this age group, with limited 
CONSIDERATION OF HB 1341 CONTINUED education and skills alreadv. will be extremelv unlikelv to find 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Richardson, is 
recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, in Greene County there are 

1,286 persons receiving general assistance; in Huntingdon 
County there are 471 persons receiving general assistance; in 
Indiana County there are 1,347 people receiving general 
assistance; in Jefferson County there are 488 persons receiving 
general assistance; in Lackawanna County there are 1,999 
people receiving general assistance; in Lancaster County there 
are 3,157 people receiving general assistance; in Lawrence 
County, 1,757 people receiving general assistance; in Lebanon 
County, 756; in Lehigh County, 2,490 persons receiving 
general assistance; in Luzerne County, 3,408 persons receiving 
general assistance; in Lycoming County, 1,736 people receiv- 
ing general assistance; in McKean County, 708; in Mercer 
County, 1,585; in Mifflin County, 560; in Monroe County, 
671; in Montgomery County, 3,274; in Montour County, 135; 
in Northampton County, 1,940; in Northumberland County, 
731 persons receiving general assistance; in Peny County, 328 
persons receiving general assistance; in Philadelphia County, 
66,696 people receiving general assistance; in Pike County, 
218; in Potter County, 271; in Schuylkill County, 1,200; in 
Snyder County, 184; in Somerset County, 836; in Sullivan 
County, 42; in Susquehanna County, 379; in Tioga County, 
407; in Union County, 196; Venango County, 822; in Warren 
County, 458; in Washington County, 2,796; in Wayne County, 
300; Westmoreland County, 4,395; Wyoming County, 273; 
York County, 1,932. I think there were two counties that were 
missed: Adams County, 43 1; and Juniata County, 141. 

Mr. Speaker, I read them off because I felt that it was 
important to place in the record tonight those individual 
persow who keep sayng that they do not have any welfm 

. . 
employment, as if it were not enough after extending the mood 
to try to take the age to 55. But tonight this House, and not in 
its wisdom-certainly not in its wisdom-but in its haste to 
make sure that we got something that will be headlines for 
tomonow, feels that it is not necessary to deal with those 
individual persons that are being eliminated from the transi- 
tionally needy group. 

Who now knows who is left with no means of support? 
One of the major points that we must wnsider is, there are 
currently 60,000 people in this Commonwealth that have a 
problem in terms of dmg and alwhol treatment, and they are 
receiving this treatment now. That is in Pennsylvania. By 
eliminating the transitionally needy, we have potentially raised 
that number, and we have raised and placed in the minds of 
many people that HB 1341, that residency requirement, no 
matter what we discussed tonight, will have difficulty in 
becoming, what I believe, sustained by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Now, I understand what you all are saying here tonight, 
and that is that when you get rid of this category-I am going 
to make this very quick-you are telling people that we do not 
really care, and what you are saying tonight, and I really was 
hoping that we would not get to the point that we would not 
feel that judgment and judging people would be left up to us 
to become a jury and judge and executioner, but tonight we 
have made that total decision on lives of people who are not 
here watching you and not here being able to defend their right 
as individuals through any due process. What we have said to 
them is that we do not care at all about you; we do not care 
whether or not we take everything away from you or not and 
turn you out on the street. l'he fact is, we are going to take 
b~llions and billions of dollars to repair, to repair what we have 
done here tonight, not just with the so-called thousands of 



. . 
debate; it idgetting late now; we made an agreement last night, 
and this is the way it is. 

But let me say this to you: It does not matter what you all 
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do tonight; you will never be able to shut me up as long as 
God gives me breath in my body to speak, and no matter what 
rules are invoked and no matter what other rules come into 
play, it will never matter as far as I am concerned. I believe 
that I have a right just as each and every one of you do to 
stand up and speak on behalf of your constituents without 
hesitation, thought, or being provoked. You have a right to do 
that. But when it comes to us. who iust hamen to be in this 

dollars that you feel that you may save and millions of dollars 
you may save by taking these people off but billions of dollars 
that are going to be paid as a result of those individual persons 
having no place to go. 

I have said to you over and over again, but for the grace of 
God, there go I, and none of you felt that that was important. 
None of you felt that that was necessary, even in dealing with 
this situation. It seems to me that with all the debate, all the 
amendments of Representative Flick and Representative Taylor 
and Representative Saurman and others who have had amend- 
ments to offer, that nobody shut them off; nobody cut anybody 
off here in the last 2 days, but certainly, Mr. Minority Leader 
had to cut me off because they never want me to have an 
o p p o w t y  to ever deal with anything when it comes to this 
issue, and the best way to do it is to use our side, to make 
them go against us. They have a right to be able to speak 
against something that is detrimental to my constituents and 
many of those constituents here who do not have anybody to 
fight for them. But that is okay, because his day also will 
come. When we have an opportunity to be able to debate 
fully- Well, we gave it all to you tonight and yesterday to 
debate and then reconsider each motion that came up two 
times and then even question each one that came down the 
pike; got it. There was no problem; nobody cut off the debate, 
but as soon as we had to speak tonight, immediately, because 
I started reading some of the contents of the book, immediately 
then Mr. Ryan had to come over and say. we have to cut off 

Adolph Fargo Lemvitz SBntani 
Allen Farmer Levdanslty Ssther 
Argall Fee Lloyd S s u m n  

But we want to go afler those who feel that there is nobody 
out there to defend them, because it is easy to pick on the little 
locked-out and lefl-out and lockeddown when nobody else can 
defend for them. I am going to defend them. I am going to 
stand up and fight for them. I am going to be their freedom 
fighter, and I am going to stand on the floor of this House 
every time when I see something that is detrimental to those 
individuals. But you play it on two sides of the issue. You play 
it when it sounds good for you to support issues that protect a 
profession that is yours and close and dearest to you; you will 
protect that, but you will not stand up and protect those who 
are less fortunate because you feel that they are the most 
vulnerable and you can do away with them and get away with 
not respecting or dealing with their issue. 

I believe that it has come time to deal with this issue 
sincerely. You have taken every gumption to end transitionally 
needy here tonight. I predict that it will never ever ever 
become law in this Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We 
cannot afford to allow people who are suffering already to be 
hu t  worse in this day and time. 

Mr. Speaker, I call for the vote. 

On the question retuning, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

WAC-165 

Amdrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B i m l i n  
Blaum 
BOY- 
Bmwn 

Fiehter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gerlsch 
Gipliotti 

Luc~k 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Markosek 
Mamie0 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 

Saylor 
Scheecz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafii 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 

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

~ersons who are transitionallv needv who do not eet anv I carone Hanna Nailar Stetler 

. . 
House, one of the senior members, it does not matter; respect- 
ability does not come about. 

What we want to talk about is the fact of these individual - 
respect whatsoever. Nobody is going to defend them. But your 
mother, your father, your brother, your sister, your cousins, 
your uncles, and your aunts may be in that category one day, 
and I hope you take the same action that you took tonight so 
quickly, the quick move of a vote to say that we are going to 
get rid of anybody who we believe freeloads off the system. 
You same hypocrites will use an opportumty to tell people that 
we will go afler them but we do not want to pay for our own 
children; that we want to try to somehow make sure that those 
who are deadbeats in this Commonwealth, just because you 
hold a professional degree, that you should not pay for your 
children. We are going to push that later on in this welfare 
amendment. We are going to make sure that we save and 
protect certain segments of people. 

BU" cladffik Micwzie Stsin 
Bush Godshall Miller Steelman 
Butkovltz Gordner Mundy Steil 
cslhomne O~U- Murnhv Stem 

Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 
Colafella 
Colaizo 
Comell 
Comigan 
Cawell 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
D~&Y 

Harley 
Hssay 
HaWer 
Hennessey 
Herman 

1. Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiffi 
Jamlin 
Kairr 
Kaarmc 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kinp 
Krebs 
Lacrotla 
laub 

Nickol 
N ~ c e  
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Peml 
P s i  
P e t m  
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Plans 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robens 

Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 

w 
Taylor, E. Z 
Tavlor. 1. 

Vance 
Van Home 
Vilali 

w 
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Doashlai Lsughlin Rohrer Wright, D. R 
h c e  Lswless Rconey Wright, M. N. 
hrrham Lederer Rubley Ysndnsevits 
Egoif Lee Rudy YRveie 
Failchild Leh Ryan zu% 
Fajt 

NAYS-33 

Acosta Gmitza McNally Roebuck 
Bebko-Jones Hughes Michlovlc Steighner 
Bishop Itkin Mibalich Thomas 
B m n  James Oliver Vem 
Cappsbiaosa lasepb P ~ m o  Williams 
Cam Kirkland Richardeon 
Cawley Kukovlch Rieger DeWeese. 
Cohen, M. Linton Ritter S p k e r  
Evaos Manderiao Robinson 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-5 

Halush Petrarca Trieh Waaniak 

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

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

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 1 
The SPEAKER Without objection, all remaining bills and 

resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

'l'he SPEAKER. Ille Chair recognizes Representative 
Stephen Maitland from Adams County for one of his maiden 
speeches. 

Mr. MAITLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 
now adjourn until Wednesday, May 5, 1993, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion wa.5 agreed to, and at 11:38 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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