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TUESDAY, MARCH 15,1994 

SESSION OF 1994 178TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 17 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The llouse convened at I I a.m.. c.s.1. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PHYLLIS MUNDY) PRESIDING 

PRAYER 

W V .  CL.YDE W. ROACH, Chaplain of the House of 
Reprcsentativcs, from Harrisburg, I'emsylvania, offered the 
following prayer: 

1x1 us pray: 
Father, time passes swiftly, and a day is never promised. 

We are enjoined lo make the most of the moment, whatever it 
may bring. We arc deeply gratehl for the many moments that 
You have given us. 

Rcmind us that what we accomplish in these moments will 
in large measure determine what the ensuing days, weeks. 
months, and even years will vouchsafe unto us. 

Teach us to never take any lime for granted for we pass 
tlus way hut oncc. 'lhcrelbre, if there is anything that we can 
do. let us neither ignore nor defer it, lor all of our time is in 
Your hands, and linally, wc arc accountable not to our 
oonstiluents bul to You alone. 

And 'Thou, 0 Merciful t i r d  teach us to numhcr our days 
that we might apply our hearts unto wisdom. 

For it is in Your dear name we pray. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by mcmkrs and 
visitors.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

'lhe SP1:AKtiK pro tempore. Without objection, the 
approval of the Journal of Monday, March 14, 1994, will k 
postponed until printed. The (:hair hears no objection. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

'lhc SPP;AKk;K pro tcmpore. Are (here rcqucsts ibr leaves 
of absence? 

'lhe Chair recognizes Mr. Sleighner. 
Mr. STT:ICiIINER. 'hank you, Madam Speaker. 

Madam Speaker. I would ask for leave for today only for 
the gentleman from Ptuladelphia, Mr. EVANS; Ihc gentleman 
from Philadclplua, Mr. BIJTKOVIIZ; the gentlelady from 
Centre, Mrs. RIJDY; and the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
MAYERNIK. 

The SPF.AKRK pro tempure. Without objection, lcavcs of 
absence arc granted. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Gcist, have any leaves'! 
Mr. GI-:lSI'. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
If you could plcac pass over leaves of absence. We know 

that we have Representative HUSH for the week, and we do 
not know of any others right now. So if there are, we will 
come hack and revisit it. 'Thank you. 

'The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, leave of 
ahscncc is granted Tor Mr. Bush. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

' f i e  SPEAKER pro tempore. The (:hair is about to take the 
master roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 

I h e  following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Atmstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Hattisto 
Hebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
B i s h q  
Ulaum 
Roycs 
Brown 
Uunt 
Bums 
Uunlun 
Caltagn,nc 
Cappabtanca 
(lam 
Caronr 
Cawley 
(:essar 
(:hadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 

I'amer 
Fee 
Fnchter 
Fleagle 
Pltck 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Grist 
Gmrge 
Gerlach 
Gigliotti 
G l a d ~ ~ k  
G&hall 
Gurdoer 
Gwim 
GWPP 
llaluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
llasay 
Hennsssey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hsss 
llughrs 
Hutchinsun 
ltkin 

L.ucyk 
Lynch 
Maltland 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Marlrnd 
MsCall 
McGeehan 
MsNally 
Mclio 
 men^ 
Michlovic 
Micome 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailar 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Unen 
Olaz  
Oliver 
Perrel 
Pes i  
Prtrarca 
Parooe 
Prttlt 

Saurman 
Saylor 
Sshwv 
Schuler 
Ssnmcnti 
Sernmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. U. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
stnl 
Stem 
Strtler 
Stish 
stnttmttc, 
Sturla 
Sura 
TangreUi 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
n o m a s  
'figue 
Todinson 
Trello 
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Cohen. I.. 1. Jadlowis Phillips Trich 
Cohen, M. James Piccola True 

Colavlo 
Conti 
Comell 
Conigao 
Cawell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 

D e m ~ s e ~  
Dent 
-Y 
Donatucci 
Dmce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fatrrhild 
Fajt 
Fargo 

Acosta 

Bush 
Butkovitz 

Josephs Pitts 
Kaiser Platts 
Kasunic Preston 
Keller Raymond 
Kenney Rcber 
King Keinard 
Kirkland Richardson 
Krebs Rieger 
Kukovich Ritter 
Lacmtfa Roberts 
l s v b  Rabinson 
Laughlin Roebuck 
Lawless Rohrer 
lsderer Rmney 
Lee Ruhley 
Leh Ryan 
LescovirZ Santoni 
LNdanslry Sather 
Iloyd 

ADDITIONS-I 

NOT VOTINCi-0 

EXCUSED-5 
Evans Mayemik 

Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
W m i a k  
Wright. D. R 
Wright. M. N, 
Yandrisevits 
Yewcic 
ZUB 

Deweese. 
Speaker 

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tbe Chair acknowledges 
receipt of additions and deletions for sponsorships of bills, 
which the clerk will file. 

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

LEGISLATIVE FELLOWS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to 
introduce the following guests, who are seated to the leR of the 
Speaker's rostlum on the House floor: Shawn Kachmar, Penn 
State, lianisburg; Otto V. Banks. Penn State. Harrisburg; 
Anthony P. Johnson, Cheyney University; John D. Miller 111, 
Penn State, IIanisburg. The guests are welcomed to the floor 
of the House. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

'fie ffouse proceeded to third consideration of BB 2398, 
PN 3013, entitled: 

An Act amending the act 01' 1)ecember 19, 1990 (P.L.1391. 
N0.215)~ known as the Motivational Root Camp Act, further 
defming "eligible inmate" 

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

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

7he question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

kt 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-195 
Adolph Fee Lucyk S a u m o  
Allen Fichter Lynch Saylor 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sch& 
Armstrong Flick Mindenno Schuler 
Baker Fraernan Markopek Scnmenti 
Barley Gamble Marsico S e w 1  
Ballisto Cannon Masland Serafini 

t 
Bebko-Jones Geist McCall Smith, B. 
Belardi George McCeehan Smith. S. H. 
Belfanti Oerlach McNally Snyder. D. W. 
Birmelin Giglidti Melio Staback 
Bishap Gladeck Merry Stain 
Blaum Godshall Michlovic Steelman 
Boyes Gordner Micomje Steighner 
Bunt Gmitza Mihalich StRl 
Bums G W P  Miller Stem 
Buxlon Haluska Mundy Stdler 
Calla@mne Hanoa Nsilor Stish 
Cappabaoca Harley Nickol Striltmatter 
Cam Hasay N ~ c e  Sturla 
Camne Hennersey WBrien S u m  
Cawley Herman Olasz Tangrdti 
Cessar Hemhey Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Chadwick Heaa Percel Taylor. J. 
Civera Hughes Pesci Ihomr 
Clark Hutchinson Pelram Tiwe 
Clymer Itkin Pelmoe Tomlinwn 
Cohen. L. 1. Jadlowiec Pellit Trello 
Cohen, M. James Phillips Trich 
Colafella Jarolin Picsola True 
Cola im Josephs Pistella Tulli 
Canti Kaiser  ins llliana 
Camell Kasunic Platts Vance 
Comigan Keller PMan Van Home 
Cowell K e ~ e y  Raymond Vmn 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
De1,ucs 

Dempsey 
Dent 
D e d  
Donatucci 
D N C ~  
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 

Acosta 

Bush 
Butkovitz 

King Reber 
Kirkland Keinard 
K r e b ~  Richardson 
Kukovich Rieger 
LaGrdla Killer 
Laub Roberts 
Laughlin Rabinson 
Lawless Roebvck 

Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
W m i a k  
Wright, D. R. 
Wriaht. M. N 

W r e r  R O ~  ~andnsevits 
Lee Rmney Yewsic 
Leh Rubley zug 
~eseovitz Ryan 
Levdansky Santoni DeWeese. b 
Lloyd Sather Speaker 

NAYS-O \ 

NOT VOTING-;! 

Brown 

Evaoo Mayemik Rudy k 
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'the House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1479, 
PN 3162, entitled: 

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

Ordered lhat  the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

An Act prav~ding for dual party relay services and for 
telecommunication device distribution. 

Dm1 Laub Rcbinm W.ght. D. R 

Ez2L Lsughlin Roehck Wri&l. M. N. 
Lawless Rohrer Yaodnswits 

Druce Imiarer ~ m o e y  YRVC~E 
Durham Lee Rubley ZUP 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annarong 
Baker 
Barley 
Ballisto 
Bebko-Jones 

F a m r  
Fee 
Pichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 

Egolf Leh R ~ a n  
Fairchild Lescovltz Santooi Dew-, 
Fajl Lmdansky Satha Speak- 
Fargo Lloyd 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING-I 

Bush Evans Maywoik Rudy 
Bulkovitz 

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. 

I,ucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 

S a w n  
Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
S e d  
Serafin, 
Smith. B. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2193, 
PN 3144, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the Department of Environmental 
Resources to grant a restricted right-of-way allowing cable 
television transmission lines to cross Ohiopyle State Park 
property. 

Belarch G i s t  McGeehsn S e t h ,  S. H. 
Belfanli Gmrge McNally Snyder, D. W. I On the question, 
Binnelin Gerlach Melio Staback Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Hlshop 
Blaurn 
Boyes 
Brown 
Hunt 
Bums 
Buxlon 
Caltagironc 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwisk 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cuhen. L. I .  
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaino 
Conti 
Comell 
Comgan 
Cowell 
Coy 
Curry 
Ilaley 
Del.uca 
I)rmpsey 

G,&llott, 
Glad-k 
Godshall 
Gordner 
GmWa 
(;mpp" 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutch~nson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlio 
J o q h s  
Kaiser 
Kalvnic 
Keller 
Kenney 
Ktng 
KlrWand 
Krebr 
Kukovich 
I.a(inl(lil 

Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
N ~ c e  
O'Brien 
O l a s  
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pewi 
Petrarca 
Petmne 
Pettit 
Phill~ps 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Keber 
Kcinard 
Kichardxm 
Rieger 
Kilter 
Kobsrts 

Stam 
Steelman 
Sleighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Slish 
Slrittmalter 
Slurla 
S u m  
Tangretli 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vilali 
Warhtnson 
Waugh 
William7 
Wogan 
Womiak 

Bill was agreed to, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has k e n  considered 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Madam Speaker, will the maker of the bill 

stand for a brief inquiry? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Roberts, 

indicates that he will stand for interrogation. Mr. Vitali may 
proceed. 

Mr. VITALI. Thank you. 
Madam Speaker, with regard to the restricted right-of-way 

in this bill for cable transmission lines, will there k any 
additional cutting or disturbing of vegetation or will it be 
strictly putting cable lines along rights-of-way that are being 
used for other lines? 

Mr. ROBERTS. This hill will allow cable to go along 
where the existing lines are currently running. Basically, what 
this hill does is give the cable the same rights as utility 
companies on the existing rights-of-way. 

Mr. VITALI. Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the I The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
gentleman. the affirmative. the auestion was determined in the affirmative 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions 

of the Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph Farmer Lu* Saurmao 
Allen Fee Lynch Ssylor 
Argall Fichter Maitland %he& 
-on% Fleagle Mandaioo Schuler 
Baker Flick Markosek Scnmenti 
Barley Freeman Marslw Semmel 

and the bill passed finally. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

concurrence. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 462, PN 
3216, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the penalty for 
violation o f  the duty of a d r ~ v e r  when approaching a school bus 
displaying flashing red signal lights. b 

Bani* Gamble Masland Serafirti I - 
Bebko-Jones Cannon McCall Smith. B. u n  me question, 

B e l d  Geis McGeehan Smith, S. H. I Will the House agree to the bill on thrd consideration? 
Belfsnti George McNally Snyder, D. W. Mr. WAIJGH offered the following amendment No. 
Bimelin Gerlach Melio Staback 
Bishop Giglioni SIairs 

A0918: 
M e w  

Blaum 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Burns 
Buxlon 
CalIa@mne 
Csppabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clywr 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohea. M. 
Coldella 
Colakm 
Coati 
Comcll 
c~rngsn  
Cawell 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLusa 
D e w  
Dent 
Dermody 
Donatuc~i 
Dmse 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 

A s a  

B"& 
Butkovltz 

Gladeck ~ichlovlc 
Godshall Mic-e 
Gordner Mihalish 
G m i b  Miller 
G ~ p p o  Mundy 
Haluske Nailor 
Hama Nickol 
Harley Nyce 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hemessey Olaz 
H e m  Oliver 
Hmhey Penel 
Hess P e e  
Hughes Petram 
Hurhinson Petrone 
Itkin Penit 
Jadlowiec Phillips 
James Piccola 
Jarolin Pistella 
J w h s  Pins 
Kaiser Plans 
Kamoic Preston 
Keller Raymond 
Kenoey Reber 
King Reinard 
Kirkland Richardson 
Krebs Rieger 
Kukovlch Ritter 
LaGmtIa Roberts 
Laub Rdinson 
Laughlin Roebuck 
Lawless Rohm 
Lederer Rmney 
Lee Rubley 
Leh Ryan 
Lescovltz Santoni 
LevdansLy Sather 
Lloyd 

NOT VOl'ING-I 

Evans Mayemik 

Steslman 
StRghoer 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
stnnmtter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tanpetti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Tnllo 
Trich 
Tme 
Tdli 
Uliaoa 
Vawe 
Vao Home 
Veon 
ViIali 
Washinson 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogao 
Woaniok 
wnght, D. R 
Wright, M. N 
Yandriswits 
Yewis 
zug 

DeWeese. 
Speaker 

Rudy 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4,  by removing the period after 
"lights" and inserting 

; and providing for the designation o f  an 
emergency vehicle as an incident command 
post with appropriate grccn lights. 

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between llnes 9 and 10 
Section 2. Section 4572 of Titlc 75 is amended by adding 

a subsection lo read: 
5 4572. Visual signals on authorized vehicles. 

* I .  

Amend S e c  2, page 4, line 10, by striking out "2" and 
inserting 

2 > 

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, llne 12, by striking out all of said 
line and insertiug 

Sectlon 4. This act shall take effect as follows: 
(1) The amendment o f  75 Pa.C.S. 5 4572 shall take 

effect immediately. 
(2) This section shall take effect immediately. 
(3) The remainder of this act shall take effect in 60 , 

days. 

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

AMENDMENT WlTHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair , 
recognizes Mr. Waugh. 

Mr. WAUGH. 'Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I will be pursuing this, the language in this amendment, at 

a later time. However, for today I would like to withdraw this \ 

amendment. Thank you. , 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

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

Bill was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKEK nro temoore. ? h s  bill has been considered I DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 
on three different days and agreed to and is now on final 
passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

MOTION TO REVERT 
TO PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. 'lhe Chair recognizes Mr. 
'Tangretti. 

Mr. 'TANGMTn. 'Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, my understanding is that this bill was 

amended in committee to disallow or take away the suspension 
even though we are increasing the fine from $100 to $500 for 
the purposes of anybody who is convicted of running 
schoolbus lights. Ille reason, if you can believe it or not, the 
reason that we are doing this is because magistrates refuse to 
prosecute and take away people's dnving privileges because 
they rdn schoolbus lights and this is somehow a burden on 
them. 1 beg to differ. 1 think it is wrong. If we have a problem 
with the justice system, then let us take care of that. Let us not 
reduce the penalty associate, which was probably the most 
egregious possible violation, traffic violation, by lunning 
schoolbus lights. 

Toward that en4 Madam Speaker, I make a motion that we 
revert to the prior printer's number, number 513. 

MO'I'ION KLJI.ED OUT OF ORDER 

'The SI'EAKEK pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Tangretti. 
is out of order. We are on final passage of the bill. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKIiK pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. ,..~ <.uy. 
Mr. COY. Point of parliamentary inquily. 
'lhe SPEAKIiR pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 

point. 
Mr. COY. If the desire of the gentleman and the House 

would be to revert, what is the proper motion or the proper 
procedure to revert to the prior printer's number? 

'The SI'EAKER pro tempore. A reconsideration motion can 
be filed or the Speaker can rescind the announcement that the 
bill has been agreed to for the thrd time. 

?he gentleman, Mr. Coy, is recogni7xd. 
Mr. COY. On the question. 
'The SI'EAKEK pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized 

on the question. 
Mr. COY As the prime sponsor of the bill and because 

Kepresentative Tangretti desires to make the motion, I would 
ask the Speaker to rescind her statement that the bill has been 
considered for the third timc so that we can make the motion 
properly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
rescinds her announcement that this bill has been agreed to for 
the third time. 

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

BILL REVERTED TO 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Tangretti. 

Mr. TANGRETn. Thank you, Madam Speaker, for that 
consideration. 

1 would again request that we revert to the prior printer's 
number, number 513. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chatr thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to revelt to a prior printer's number. 

Does Mr. Vitali wish to speak to that question? 
Mr. VITALI. Madam Speaker, I would rise in opposition 

to that motion. 
I bring with me the experience of someone who has 

represented people in those situations who have been charged 
with that infraction. Contrary to what Mr. Tangreni might have 
you believe, in most cases this is simply an infraction of 
inadvertence as opposed to egregiousness. 

The problem with the 60day license suspension, in my 
opinion, is that it creates a blip in the punishment scheme for 
motor vehicle violations. It is totally inconsistent with, I think, 
equally problematic infractions, such as running red lights and 
other things that could just as easily cause injury. It really 
becomes for our constituents a trap for the unwary. There is no 
question that if someone does commit this infraction, such as 
passing a schoolbus, they should be sent a strong message, 
such as a $500 tine, the message similar to what is sought 
when you run a red light or speed or do something else. 

But the problem here is, the people who I have represented 
in cases like this, they are the housewife, someone who in fact 
is driving their kids to school, someone in a hurry, the people 
who simply thmugh inadvertence, just as many of us have 
inadvertently run a red light or sped or done something else. 
But the problem here is that the punishment here, the severe 
nature of the punishment, the 60-day loss of license, which 
could result in someone losing their job because they cannot 
get back and forth, many times it just simply does not fit the 
crime. 

'The one thing this bill does provide as stated is-and I think 
it is a very good provision-is it gives five points. Now, what 
five points will do is put you one infmion away from a 
suspension. It is my understanding that you get about seven 
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coy. 
Mr. COY. Madam Speaker, thank you. 
Initially, a point of parliamentary inquily. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 

points and you do in fact get a suspension and a minimum 
need to go to safe driving school. 

Now, this provision, as the bill is currently constituted has 
a very heavy provision of five points, so that if you do have 
someone who does have a tendency to break the law and has 
two points on his record already, this is in fact going to give 
him that suspension. So I think that the makers of the bill 
when they drafted it were cognizant of that. I do not think it 
is as bad as it is being described. 

I know we are all a bit reluctant to be perceived as being 
soft on crime, but I can just tell you from my experience I 
think the bill is in conformance with the rest of the Vehicle 
Code, and I would urge a "no" vote on the motion to revert to 
the prior printer's number. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

PARLIAMENTARY INOUIRY 

- 
suspension can be too great. I think the message we send with 
this bill is not only to motorists but to district justices that we 
believe the nature of the offense, violation of the schoolbus 
safety law, imperils young children. 

violation of the schoolbus law in Pennsylvania has a greater 
severity and the possibility of a much greater impact upon loss 
of life than the littering law in Pennsylvania. I could cite 
several other instances, but for the sake of brevity, I will 
simply say that I thnk raising the fine to $500 more accurately t 

fits the nature of the crime than the fine of $100. That was the 
reason for the bill's introduction. 

In the committee there was a motion made to do away with 
the 60-day suspension, which also goes along with the 
violation of the bill. I believe that the crime also merits a 60- 
day suspension. Now, I understand that some district justices 
have expressed concern about imposing the 60-day suspension 
because motorists are saying, oh, if I am suspended for 60 
days, I may lose my driver's license. Well. Madam Speaker, I 
suspect that it all depends on whether or not you feel that , 
violating the schoolbus law in I'ennsylvania is worthy of a 
$500 fine and the 60-day suspension. 

If one of the precious cargo which is carried on that 

pomnt. You listen to schoolbus drivers in your district if you have 
bur want lo ~ ~ cenain, Madam Speaker, Ihe I not. I have, and thev will tell vou, on a dailv basis. motorists 

motion to reven is to PN 513:) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 
Mr. COY. And that is the printer's number as the bill was 

introduced and refelred to the committee? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 
Mr. COY. 'Ihank you, Madam Speaker. 
On the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. COY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Let me tty to frame the issue just a bit, Madam Speaker, if 

we could. 
I introduced HB 462- 
Madam Speaker, could we have some order in the House? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is requesting 

some order. It is a legitimate request. Could we please have 
some order. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I introduced HB 462 with the simple 

provision of intending to raise the fine for violation of the 
schoolbus law in Pennsylvania. The current fine for violation 
of this law, which is the law whch protects students entering 
and leaving schoolbuses from passing motorists, that is the law 
we are talking about, the law that protects students from 
passing motorists who would violate the stopping law. I 
introduced the bill to raise the fine, which is currently $100, to 
$500. 

A little bit ago we heard about the fine should fit the crime. 
With all due respect, let us compare a few fines. The fine for 
littering in Pennsylvania is $300. Now, if we are making the 
fine fit the crime, with all due respect, I believe that the 

fail to observe the schoolbus safety law. I have even had 
schoolbus dnvers tell me they pass on the right of the 
schoolbus while the flashing lights are in operation. 

Madam Speaker, a message needs to be sent. 'Too many 
accidents have happened; too many unfortunate occurrences 
have occurred; deaths have occurred, Madam Speaker. This bill 
is about makine the violation of the schoolbus law and the fine - 
for that law fit the crime. It is a crime; it is a crime of much 
greater significance, I submit, than littering or many othcr 
violations whch cause and cany a lesser degree of a fine, and 
the need for the 60-day suspension, I think, is also continued 
to be warranted. 

So I submit and I support Mr. Tangretti's motion to revert 9 
to the prior printer's number, which would have the effect of 
raising the fine and keeping the 60-day suspension in place. 

One more example of a couple other fines, of a couple 
other tines, just to keep ths  all in perspective. A major 
criminal offense of stripping an abandoned vehicle, the fine 
stans at $100. What is more important, the fine of stripping an 
abandoned vehicle or of imperiling and endangering cluldren's 
lives for the violation of the schoolbus law? We have a fine of 
$50 if you abandon your vehcle along the road. Let us get 
things in priority. That is what this bill is all about. 

So let us revert to the prior printer's number and send a 
: 

message, both to the motoring public and to district justices 
who need our guidance in this regard, and make the fine fit the 
crime. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recogni7rs Mr. Blaum. 

Mr. BLAIJM. Thank you. Madam Speaker. 

3 
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Will the House agree to the motion? 
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Madam Speaker, what HI3 462 seeks to do is to strengthen 
thc laws that we have on the books for those who would 
approach a schoolbus-we have all seen it, with the flashing red 
lights; nohody can miss it-and then still drive past that bus and 
endanger the lads who are either getting on or getting off. 

In committee what happened was, the hill was approved 
strengthening the law agaimt those who would so pass a 
schoolbus, strengthening it on one end, weakening it on 
another bccause they removed the suspension that is also 
attached to that penalty. 

What Representative l'angretti seeks to do in reverting to 
the prior printer's number is keep the suspension in the law, 
kccp the fine increase, whch Representative Coy is attempting 
to do, and thereby better protect the children of Pennsylvania. 

I would ask that we approve Keprescntative Tangretti's 
motion, which would return this bill to its original form, strong 
on both ends, and then we could pass i t  and send it to the 
Senate. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 

The SPIAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes Mr. Cessar. 

Mr. (:ESSAK. lhank you, Madam Speaker. 
I am plcased to support the reversion back to the prior 

printer's number, and I am delighted that Representative Coy 
has seen the light and said that that is the right way to go. 

So I would urge everybody on this side of the aisle to 
make surc that they vote in the affirmative on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizs Mr. Fleagle. 

Mr. FLbAGI.B. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Spcaker, I rise in support of Representative 

'l'angretti's motion to revert to a prior printer's number. 
1 hcard a previous speaker express a concern that many of 

the people that are convicted of this violation stand to lose 
their job. 

Now listen, every one of you, I would venture to say every 
one of you, h a  had a constituent come into your office who 
was probably convicted of DIJl (dnving under the influence) 
or some other heinous crime and say to you, how am I 
supposed to get to work, and I would hope that you would tell 
that person, you should have thought about that before you 
committed that act. 

Madam Speaker, this is serious business. We are talking 
about our sons and daughters and the sons and daughters of 
our constituents being placed in danger by people who do not 
respect that life enough to stop for a schoolbus. What penalty 
is enough? I think perhaps maybe ths  is not enough. Maybe 
this will make people think the next time when they see a 
schoolhus. 

lhank you, Madam Speaker. 
'The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman and recognizes Mr. Vitali for the second time. 
Mr. V1TAI.I. 'Thank you. Madam Speaker. 
'There are rcally none of us hcrc who have not inadvertently 

gone through a red light. It is certainly an intolerable thing that 
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I can tell you, there are none of us here who are not beyond 
inadvertently going by a schoolbus. 

What I am telling you is, this is not a crime like DUI 
where there is a deliberate consuming of alcohol. Crimes like 
that should be punished severely. There should not be a break 
given to them. But the problem here with this bill is, it is 
treating the inadvertent going around a schoolbus on par with 
the drunk dnver, and that is just not the case. 

I have no problems with people passing schoolbuses being 
fined heavily, being given heavy points. That is entirely 
appropriate. Rut I would suggest to you that committing this 
infraction carries the same potential for damage to precious 
cargo that mnning a red light or speeding or other infractions 
of the Vehicle Code do, and they are not punished along these 
lines. 

I know I am going to lose on this one, but I am just telling 
you, this is a trap for the unwary. There are none of us here 
who cannot be subject to this. And I do want to reemphasize 
the point that if you do have a person who does not obey the 
speed limits, has points on his record already, t h ~ s  legislation 
is going to cause a license suspension because of the five 
points. 

I thnk it is a trap for the unwary, it is disproportionate to 
the crime, and l will again ask for a "no" vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
There is one difference, Madam Speaker, and let me tell 

you what it is, and if you have heard testimony at some of the 
public hearings on the bill, you would realize what the 
difference is. The difference is that people tell us that children 
feel safe in and around a schoolbus. They feel safe when they 
are in that schoolbus, because it is a comfoltable surrounding. 
They are used to it, and therefore, when they are in it or 
around it, they feel safe. 

The difference between running a red light and running a 
red light on a schoolbus is that there are children who feel safe 
and secure in that environment and for whom motorists must 
bear a responsibility. The responsibility in this regard is that if 
you violate the law, therefore violating the safety of that 
precious cargo, the fine must he significant enough to make 
you realize and the suspension must he significant enough to 
make you realize that we in the General Assembly feel that the 
circumstances are special enough to warrant a fine of this 
nature. 

Children feel safe in that environment. Therefore, we are 
obligated to make the fine for violation of that safely zone 
strong enough to make it a deterrent to the violation. 

1 ask for a "yes" vote on the reversion to the prior printer's 
number, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

On the motion to revert to a prior printer's number, the 
yeas and nays will now be taken. 
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The following mll call was recorded: 

YEAS-] 79 
Adolph Fajt Lynch 
Allen Fargo Maitland 
Argall Farmer Maodetioo 
Armstrong Fee Markosek 
Baker Fichter Marslco 
Barley Fleagle Maslaod 
Batti* Flick McCall 
Bebko-Jones Freeman MFGeehan 
B e l a d  Cannon Melio 
Belfanti Gdst Micwzie 
Bishop George Mihalich 
Blaum Gerlach Miller 
Boyen G i g l i d  Mundy 
Brown Gladeck Nailor 
Bunt Godshall Nickol 
Bums Gordner Nyfe 
Buxion Gruitvr O'Brien 
Calugirone G ~ P  Olasz 
Csppsbiancs Hsdey Oliver 
Cam Hasay Perre1 
Camne Herman Pesci 
C-r Hershey Petrarca 
Chadwick Hess Pelrone 
Civera Hughes P a i t  
Clark Hutchinson Phillips 
Clymer ltkin Piccola 
Cohen, L. I. Jadlowiec Pistella 
Coheo, M. James Pins 
Colafella Iaralin Platts 
Colain0 lwephs Preston 
Conti Kaispr Raymond 
Comell Kasunic Reber 
Conigao Keller RRnard 
Cowell Kenney Richardson 
COY King Rieger 
Culry Kirkland Riner 
Daley Kukovlch Roberts 
IIeLuca LaCmtla Rotnnson 
Dempsqr Laughlin Roebuck 
Dent Lawless Kohrer 
Demcdy Lederer Rooney 
Donatucsi Leh Rubley 
Druce Imcovllz Ryan 
Durham lm&nsb Ssntoni 
Egolf Lucyk Sather 
Fsirchild 

NAYS-17 

Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
S e m l  
Serafini 
Smith. 8. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelma0 
StRghner 
Steil 
Stem 
Sleller 
Stisb 
Strillmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
n o m a s  
Tomlinsoo 
Tmllo 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Washington 
Waugh 
William 
Wogao 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R 
Yandnsevits 
Ynvnc 
zug 

DeWeese. 
Speaker 

Birmelin H e ~ e s s e y  Lloyd S a u m n  
Cawley Krebs McNally Tigue 
Gamble laub Merry Vilali 
Haluska Lee Mishlovic Wnght, M. N 
Hame 

NOT VO1lNG-I 

A c d  

EXCUSEIl-5 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Butkovllz 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. k 
'l'he 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 hill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-187 

Adolph Fargo Lusyk Saylor k~ 
Allen Farmer L p c h  Scheptz 
Argall Fee Maitland Schuler > 
A d r o n g  Fichler Mandenno Scrimentt 
Baker Fleagle Markosek Semmel 
Barley Flick Marslco Serafini 
Banisto Freeman Maslaod SmiUI. B. 
Bebko-Jones GRst McCall Smith, S. H. 
Belardi George McGeehsn Snyder, D. W. 
Belfanti Gedach McNally Staback 
Bmmlin Giglidti Melio Stairs 
Bishop Gladeck Michlwic Steelman 
Blaum Godshall Micome Steighner 
Brown Gordner Mihalich Stdl 
Bunt Gruifza Miller Stem 
Bums GNFP Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Haluska Nailor Stish 
Caltagjrooe Hanna Nickol Strittmalter 
Cappabianca Harley O'Brien Sturla 
Cam Hasay Olasz S u m  
Carone Herman Oliver Tangretti 
Cawley Henhey Penel Taylor. E. Z. 
Cessar Hess Pewi Taylor. J. 
Chadwisk Hughes Petrarca Ti~lhomas 
Civera Hutchinson Petrooe Tigue 
Clark Itkio P a i l  Tomlinwn 
Clymer Jadloulec Phillip Trello 
Cohen. L. I .  James Piccola Trich 
Cohen. M. Jamlin Pistella True 
Colafella J o q h s  Pitts Tulli 
Colaim Kaiser Platts Uliana 
Canti Kasunic Prestoo Vaoce 
Cornell Keller Raymond Van Home 
Conigan Kenney Reber Veon 
Cowell King Reinsrd Washington 
Cov Kidand Richardson Waueh 
CU& Krebs Rieger William 
Daley Kukovlsh Ritter Wogsn 
DeLuca LaGrma Roberts W-iak 
Dew? Laub Robinson Wright, D. R 
Dent Laughlin Roebuck Wright, M. N. 
Demcdv Lawless Rohrer Ysodnsevits b 
Donatucd Lederer Rooney Y W ~ C  

Druce Leh Rubley zug 
Durham Lewovie Ryan 
Egolf Lm&nsky Santoi DeWeese. 
Fairchild Lloyd Sather Speaker 

\ 
Fajt 

Boyes Itenn- Merry S a v m n  
Gamble Lee Nyfe Vilali 
Cannon 

... 
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NOT VO'IWG- I 

EXCUSED-5 

Bush [.:vans Mayernik Rudy 
Butkovio 

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 
concurrcncc. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. STURLA 

'The SPEAKER pro tempore. ' lhe gcntleman, Mr. Sturla, is 
recognir-rd for the purposc of an announcement. 

Mr. S'IIJKLA. Madam Spcakcr, I am proud to announce 
the amval of I'eter Alexander Sturla into the world at 4:29 
a.m. yesterday morning. 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and wishes him thc best on the binh of his son. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The llouse proceeded to third considerdtlon of HR 2467, 
PN 3093, ent~tled: 

An Act amending th~. act of April 12, 1951 (P.l,.YO, No.21). 
known as the 1.iquor rode,  further providing for spccral occasion 
pcrmits. 

On the question, 

Will the IIouse agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. ITKIN offered the following amendment No. A0913: 

Amend 'litle, page 1. line 17, by striking out "further" 
Amend Title. page 1. line 17, by striking out "special 

occasiun" and inserting 
wine auction 

Amend Hill, paye I .  llnes 20 through 25; page 2, lines 1 
through 23, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting 

Sectlon 1. 'The act of April 12. 1951 (P.I,.YO. Na.21), 
known as the liquor ('ode. reenacted and amended June 29, 1987 
(P.1..32. Nn.14). is amended by addinr a section to read: 

nonprofit cor-porat~on and upon payment of a fee of thirty dollars 
($30) per day, the board shall issue a wlne auction permit good 
for a period of not more than four consecutive or nonconsecutive 
days per calendar year. 

(b) Subiect to clause (1) of section 493 of this act. such 

purchased under this section shall not be consumed at the place of 

(c) The wine auction permit shall only be valid for the 
number of days stated in the permit. 

Id) Wine auction permits shall only be issued for use at an 
event which is used by the permittee as a means of raising funds 
for its operation. 

[e) The hours during which the holder of a wine auction 
permit may sell wine shall be limited to the hours set forth in 
section 406 ofthis act which are applicable to hotel and restaurant 
licensees: Provided. however, That wine auction permittees may 
sell wine on Sunday between the hours of seven o'clock 
antcmeridian and until two o'clock antemeridian Monday. 

or any seller authorized to sell wine by the bottle or case in this 
&'.,n~mc~nwealth .>r shall he Jonaled by a pers,>n whu 8 %  nc1ther.a 
I ~ ~ e n r c e  n a t r  a pdrm1ttr.c wha, has I~eally auuulred the wlueand 
le~slly ps,,icss_ur !I !n lhls ('omm~cwr.;li. 

(hj Iran) wlne ,oIJunJc.r.lh!?t~&n 1s purchas?.dfr~m~ 
scjler-,lhcr than a I'ennsyl\anla I.~quur Store t,r a I'ennsylvan~a 
I~m~le<l wlncry. thu  prrmlrtec shall prov1Je thirty days' n~ttlcr. to 
I t ,<  h.mr.l .,I , t i  i l l l<nt 1s) puruharu such wine 'lhu notlur. shall 
~ t t~ lude  s .ldscrlpl~s>ll .>ith< wlne 18, he purchased. the quantity 1%) 
he.purchasr.?, thc na.n~c...dthe seller and any uthcr inrorma&,n 
which the board may require. The permittee shall comply with all 
board reeulations regarding taxes and fees. 

(i) The permittee shall be responsible for paving to the 
board an amount equal to all taxes which would have been paid 
on such wine if it had been purchased from a Pennsylvania Liquor 
Store. tonether with a processing fee to be determined by the . . 
~ < ~ , U ~  

I ,  I IIC prlcc 0 1  any ulne sold .,r to be .,,Id unJur thls 
\cc t to~~ sttall not he hroadca\t h y  way 01 rad~.,, 1rlevlr1~~11 or prlnl 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Madam Speaker, we receive from time to time 
a number of requests by various nonprofit organizations to 
provide for the opportunity to have a wine auction. 

Under the current Liquor Code, wine auctions are not 
permitted, and my amendment today would allow that process 
of a wine auction to occur in Pennsylvania. It would be limited 
to nonprofit public television stations which are members of 
the Pennsylva~a Public Television Network, orchestras 
existing in Allegheny County or in Philadelphia and similarly 
to nonprofit museums located in those two major communities. 

The permit would be good for a period of not more than 4 
days. They could be consecutive or nonconsecutive in a 
calendar year and would be subject to a permit fee of $30 per 

day. 
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It would in essence have a number of restrictions on what 
could or could not be done at this auction. The analysis of the 
amendment is included in your packet, and rather than mention 
all of these restrictions or conditions, the members are free to 
look at the summary of the amendment. 

Suffice to say that this is something that has been requested 
from a lot of nonprofits, which are important to the well-being 
of Pennsylvania and provide good services to our constituents. 
We have sat down with the Liquor Control Board to insure 
that this particular amendment conforms to their interests and 
needs, and, Madam Speaker, I therefore recommend this 
amendment to the 1 1 1  House today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, this bill was oliginally introduced to 

expand the special occasion permit provisions, but this 
amendment strikes out those provisions in the original bill and 
provides a permit that does meet the needs of our public 
television stations. 

As the prime sponsor noted the Liquor Control Board has 
reviewed this amendment and they feel that it addresses all of 
their concerns and needs, and therefore, we ask for support of 
this amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-164 
Adolph Flick Mandenno Saurman 
Alleo Freeman Markosek Saylor 
mil Gamble Marsico Scrimenti 
Battisto Gaonon Masland Semmel 
Bebko-Jones George McCsll Serafini 
Belardi Gerlsch McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belfanti Giglidti McNally Snyder. D. W. 
Bishop G l a h k  Melio Slaback 
Blaum Godshall Merry Stairs 
b y e s  Gordner Mishlovic Steelman 
Bmwn Gwitla Misozie Sleighner 
Bunt Gmppo Mihalich Steil 
Bums Haluska Miller Stetlor 
Buxton Hanna Mundy Sttsh 
Cs@anca Hadey Nailor Sturla 
C m  Hamy Nick01 S u m  
Camne Hennessey Nyce Taogretli 
Caw ley H e m n  O'Bnen Taylor, E. Z. 
Cewr Hughes Olas  Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Itkin Oliver Thomas 
Civera JadloWrec P e d  Tigue 
Cohen. L. I. James R s c i  Tadinson 
Cohen, M. Jarolin Petrarca Trello 
Colafella Josephs Petrone Tlich 
Conti Kaiser Pettil Tulli 
Cornell Kasunic Pistella llliana 
Corrigan Keller Plalls Vance 
Cowell Kenney Preston Van Home 
COY KirkJand Kaymond Veon 
Curry Kukovlch Keber Vitali 
Daley LaGrotla Rdnard Washington 
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OeLuca Laub Richardson W a u b  
D e m ~ s q '  Laughlin Rieger Williams 

~ ~ 

Dent 
Dermody 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Fajt 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 

Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Bimelio 
Caltagirone 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colakm 

Lawlcss 
Iaderer 
Lee 
Leh 
LexoYIlz 
Levdansh 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Ritter Wogan 
Ruberts Wmniak 
Robinson Wzight. I). R. 
Roebuck Wlight. M. N. 
Rmney Y&s 
Rubley 
Ryao I>eWepse, 
Santoni S w k e r  

NAYS-32 

Egolf King 
Fairchild Krebs 
Fargo Lynch 
Fleagle Phillips 
Geist Plccola 
Hemhey Pitts 
Hess Rohrer 
Hutchinwn Safher 

NOT VOTING-I 

Bush 
Butkovilz 

Evans Mayemik 

Scheetz 
Schuler 
Smith. S. H. 
Stem 
Stzittrnalter 
True 
Yandnsevits 
Zug 

Rudy 

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

MEMBER'S PRESENCE RECORDED 

I h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Acosta 
will be added to the master roll. 

Mr. ACOSTA. Thank you. 
I just want to be on that roll call. Thanks 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2467 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. SNYDER offered the following amendment No. 

A0889: 

Amend T~tle, page 1 ,  line 17. by inserttng after "for" 
secondary service areas and for 

Amend B111, page 1, lines 20 through 23. by str~king out all 
of said lines and inserting 

Section 1. Section 406.1 of the acl of April 12. 1951 
(P.L.90. No.21), known as the Liquor Code, reenacted and 
amended June 29. 1987 (P.L.32, No.14), is amended to read: 

Section 406.1. Secondarv Service Area.-Uoon aooltcation 
of any restaurant, hotel, club, sky stadium as des&ibed;i section 
408.9 or municipal golf course liquor licensee, and payment ofthe 
appropriate fee;the-board may approve a secondaiy serv~ce area 
by extending the licensrd premiscs to include one additional 
permanent structure with dimensions of at least one hundred 
seventy-five square feet, enclosed on three sides and having 
adeuuate seatinn. Such secondarv service area must be located un  

llcensad premtses with no intervening public thoroughfare. In any 
stadium as described in section 408.9. only malt or brcwed 
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beverages may be served. There shall be no requirement that the 
secondary service area be physically connected to the original 

shall nut apDruve a secondary service area in this case if that 
~ ~ 

ic.;.&rv ,er\ ~ c c  area I\ 10c;"cd. !n any ~ _ U ~ I L I D . ~ ~ I ~ Y  \,here t h ~  
grsntlnu . > I  11qutv I I L < I ~ S C \  h i t i  bee.n.&~h~bllc.l as prcn ~ J c d  ~~-th& 

N L ~ I U ~ I ~ I I ~ I ~ I ~ J I ~ ~  Jt, I'a ('ode 7 21(c,(l). the Ilcensee 
a l ~ ; t l I  bc prrn11llr.I 1.1 ,I.tre. serve. .\ell ,,r J l a p c ~ ~ ~ r .  iwd ,  llquvr and 
mall s , r  h r c u c J  hr.\cra&c3 al the h~~,rrdspprs,v<J . L . ; ~ > I I J ~ ~ ~  service 

area. 
Section 2. Section 40X.4(a) ofthe act, amended July 2.1993 

(P.L.429. No.61). is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2. page 2, line 24. by striking out "2" and 

inserting 
3 

On the question, 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

Thc SPEAKEK pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 

recognircs Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. SNYDRK. Ihank you, Madam Speaker. 

Madam Speaker, this amendment probably only addresses 

one particular situation in the entire Commonwealth in which 

a restaurmt has a restaurant license and the municipal 

boundary goes through the building. What they would like to 

do is to he able to have a secondary service area in the ham 
betund the restaurant, and the way the Liquor Control Board 
presently interprets the law, although the licensed establishment 

meets all the criteria that is already mentioned in section 406.1 

for secondary service areas such as setbacks, minimum size, et 
cetera. the problem of a municipal boundary line going through 

is not currently addressed in the bill. 

' lhs amendment would address that problem where there 

are two municipalities within a licensed premise to allow that 

secondary service to he served. Also, Madam Speaker, it does 
not impact at all on any dry municipalities. 

Thank you, and I ask for support. 
I'he SPEAKER pro tempore. 'I'he Chair thanks the 

gentleman and recognizes Mr. Ilonatucci. 

Mr. DONA'IUCCI. l h s  is an agreed-to amendment, 

Madam Spe.dker. 

The SI'EAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

On the question retuning, 
Will the llousc agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Batiao 
Bebko-Jones 
Bclarb 
Bellant- 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Frchter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
c;annon 
c;eist 
George 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lpch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mamco 
Masland 
McCall 
McCeehan 
McNally 

Sather 
S a u m n  
Saylor 
Sch& 
Schuler 
Ssnmentl 
Semmel 
Serafin, 
Smth, B. 
Smth. S. H. 
Snyder. I). W 

Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blawn 
Boyos 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Caltagjmne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chsdwick 
Civera 
Clark 
C l w r  
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohcn. M. 
Colafella 
Colain0 
Conti 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLusa 
Dem~se~ 
Dent 
Dermcdy 
Donatucci 
Dmce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajl 

Gerlash 
OidiMti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Goher 
Gluitla 
GNPP~ 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Henna" 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 

Melio 
Merry 
Michlovlc 
Mis-e 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Muody 
Nailor 
Niskol 
N~ce 
O'Brien 
OI~B 
Oliver 
Penel 
Pesci 
Petrana 
Petrone 
Pettit 

Jadlowiec Phillip 
James Piccola 
Jamlin Pistella 
J-hs Pins 
Kaiser Platts 
Kasunis Prestoo 
Keller Raymond 
Kenney Rebpr 
King Renard 
Kirkland Richardson 
Krebs Rieger 
Kukovich Ritter 
LaGW Roberts 
Laub Robinson 
Laughlin Roebuck 
Lawless Rohrer 
Lederer Rmney 
Lee Rubley 
Leh Ryan 
Lewovitz Santoni 
LNdansky 

NAYS-I 

Staback 
Shrs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
StriltmUer 
Stwls 
Surra 
Tanmti 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinsoo 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waua 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wmnlak 
wnght, D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yaodrisevits 
Ypwcis 
zu% 

Dew-. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Butkovltz 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 

Mr. LUCYK offered the following amendment No. A0917: 

Amend Sec  1. page 1, line 20, by striking out "408.4(a)" 
and inserting 

408.4 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 408.4), page 2. line 14, by inserting 

brackets before and after "three-month" and inserting immediately 
thereafter 

twelve-month 
Amend Scc. 1 (Sec. 408.4). page 2, line 23, by striking out 

all of said line and inserting 
(b) In any city, borough. incorporated town or township in 

whlch the sale orliquor andior malt or brewed beverages has been 
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approved by the electorate, such special occasion permit shall 
authorize the permittee to sell liquor andlor malt or brewed 
beverages as the case may be to any adult person on any day for 
which the permit is issued. 

( c )  Such special occasion permit shall only be valid for the 
number of days stated in the permit. Only one permit may be 
issued to any permittee during the [year] twelve-month period. 
Provided, that a museum operated by a nonprofit corporation in a 
citv of the third class and a nonorofit corooration enpaned in the - .  
perfdrmtng arts in a ctty uf the thtrd class may bc 1saue.I no m,>re 
than six permits dur~ng lhr. year. each prrnllt hcrng vald for i,nly 
one day, or in the alternative, one permit valid for no more than 
a total of ten consecutive days per year, which may be issued only 
during the month of August. 

(d) Such permits shall only be issued for use at a special 
event including, but not limited to bazaars, picnics and clambakes. 
The special event must be one which is used by the permittee as 
a means of raising funds for itself. 

(d.1) The hours during which the holder of a special 
occasion permit may sell liquor or malt or brewed beverages shall 
be limited to the hours set forth in section 406 which are 
applicable to hotel and restaurant licensees. The hours during 
which a nonprofit corporation engaged in the performing arts in 
a city of the third class may sell liquor or malt ar brewed 
beverages pursuant to a special occasion permit shall be limited 
to those hours set forth in section 408.3(g.l). 

(d.2) At least forty-eight hours prior to the sale of any 
liquor or malt or brewed beverages, the holder of a special 
occasion permit shall notify the local police department, or in the 
absence of a local police department, the Pennsylvania State 
Police, of the times when and place where the sale of liquor or 
malt or brewed beverages shall occur. 

(e) The provisions of this section shall not be applicable to 
any licensee now or hereafter possessing a caterer's license. nor 
to any professional fund raiser. 

(1) Any person selling liquor or malt or brewed beverages 
in violation of  this section shall, upon summary conviction, be 
sentenced to pay a fine of two hundred fifty dollars ($250) for the 
first offense and a fine of five hundred dollars ($500) for each 
subsequent offense. This fine shall be in addition to any other 
penalty imposed by law for the illegal sale of malt or brewed 
beverages. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 

recognizes Mr. Lucyk. 
Mr. LUCYK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
What my amendment does is on special occasion permits, 

the organizations which are eligible for special occasion 
permits are eligible for five special occasion permits during the 
year. However, these permits must be used once begun, within 
a 3-month period. What my amendment does is spread the use 
of the five special occasion permits over the span of 12 
months. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr. 
Lucyk, please come to the desk. 

(Conference held.) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. MARKOSEK 

Mr. MARKOSEK. Madam Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what pulpose does the 

gentleman, Mr. Markosek, rise? 
Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

I rise to make an announcement. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may procced. 
Mr. MARKOSEK. I have just been informed that 

Representative Dave Mayernik-who is not here toddy-and his 
wife, Chns, became parents this morning also of a baby girl 

t 

named Lauren Marie. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman for that announcement. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2467 CONTINUED 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'lhe Chair recogniz~s Mr. k 
Lucyk. 

Mr. LUCYK. Madam Speaker, I would like to withdraw 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. 

A079 1 : 
I 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by removing the period after 
"permits" and inserting 

and for premises to be vacated by patrons. 
Amend Bill, page 2,  by inserting between ltnes 23 and 24 
Section 2. Section 499(b) of the act. added 1)ecember 7. 

1990 (P.L.622. No.160). is amended to read: 
Section 499. Premises to be Vacated by Patrons.-' * * 
(b) A licensee may [serve food] remain open between the 

hours of two o'clock antemeridian and seven o'clock antemeridlan 
for the purpose of serving food on any day if such licensee either 
possesses or is eligible to purchase a Sunday sales permit [in 
accordance with sectton 4061 and receives an extended hours food 
license. The board shall establish an annual fee for the extended 
hours food license which shall not exceed fifty dollars ($50). 

* * *  
Amend Sec. 2. page 2. line 24. by striking out "2" and 

inserting 
3 

I 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
This amendment was filed last week, but it is not included + 

in the packet of green sheets. Somehow there was a mix-up on 
that. It should be being distributed right now. 

Essentially what this amendment does is deal with the 
ability to have an extended-hours permit for establishments '. 
which just serve beer. 

It is my understanding that when t h ~ s  law was originally 
established for extended hours, there was a technical problem 
or a techrucal mistake in terms of drafting that amendment, 
and the Liquor Control Board actually believed that everyone 

k 

was supposed to be able to get an extended-hours petmit who 
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qualified for a Sunday-hours permit. They actually started 
issuing licenses to people, and then someone raised the 
question ahout the technicality and they have since started 
withdrawing those licenses. So there are businesses which are 
actually established and running and doing fine inI'ennsylvania 
that are now k ing  told they cannot have the extended hours as 
a result of the techrucal problem. 

The Pennsylvania 1.iquor (:ontrol Hoard has issued a 
statement saying that they do not have a problem with tlus 
because they believe that is the way the law was supposed to 
be in the first place, and so really it is pretty much a technical 
amendment. 'Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Baker 
Barley 
Ballwlo 
Bebko-Jones 
Belard 
Bet fanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Calla@rone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen, 1.. 1. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Conti 
Comell 
Conigan 
C w e l l  
Coy 
Cuny 
Daley 
I)rl.uca 
1)empsey 
[)en1 
Ik.rm,dy 
1)unatucsi 
I)ruse 
Ilurham 
Forchild 
Fall 

Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
cast  
George 
Cierlach 
Glgtimi 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gwdner 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
llaluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jadluwiw 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Krlter 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Kukovlch 
I .aGrotta 
I.auh 
Laughl~n 
1.awless 
lndsrer 
I- 
I ch  
lassovitz 
lmvdansky 
1,loyd 
J.ucyk 

Maitland 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 
McGeehan 
MsNally 
Melm 
Meny 
Michlovic 
Micome 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nsilor 
Nickol 
Nyse 
O'Btien 
O l a s  
Oliver 
Penel 
Pessi 
Petrarca 
Petmne 
Pettit 
Pissola 
Rstella 
Plalts 
Preston 
R a p o n d  
K e k r  
KRnard 
kchardson 
keger  
Ritter 
Roberts 
Kohnson 
Kwhuck 
Kuhrer 
Kcnney 
Kuhley 
Kyan 
Sanloa 

Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Staler 
Sbrh 
Sturla 
surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Todinson 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Llllana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wnght, D. K. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yandnsrvits 
Yewcis 

I)eWeese, 
Speaker 

A M r o n g  Fargo Krebs Schuler 
Bnrmelin Fleagte L p c h  Strittmatter 
Cawley Hennessey Phillips Tigue 
C l p e r  Hemhey Pitts T t ~ p  
C o l a i m  Hess SchePtz ZUP 
Egolf Hutchinson 

NOT VOTING-2 
Kaiser Skghner  

Bush Evans Mayemit Rudy 
Butkovilz 

The question was determined in the aff~rmative and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now k taken. 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Barley 
Battiao 
BebkeJoner 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Burns 
Buxlon 
Calta@mne 
Cappabisnsa 
Cam 
Carooe 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Conti 
Comrll 
Conigan 
Cowell 
c u n y  
L)aley 
1)eLus.a 
I)emnpsey 

Fichter 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gerlach 
G i d i m i  
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruiua 
G W ~ o  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hemessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
LaGmtta 
Laub 
laughltn 

Mandenno 
Markwek 
Marsico 
Maslaod 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Meny 
Micblovic 
Misome 
Mihnlich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Ol iva  
P e m l  
Pesn 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Pissola 
Pistella 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
R e k r  
RAnard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

saurman 
Saylor 
Scrimenti 
S e m l  
Sersfini 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W 
Slaback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stei+er 
StAl 
Stetler 
Stish 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tanpeni 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vance 
Van Home 
veon 
Vitali 
WashingIon 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
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Dent lawless Ritter Wmiak 
Dermody Lederrr Roberts Wtight, D. R. 
Donatucsi I= R&nsoo Wright, M. N. 
Druce Leh Roebuck Ysodnswits 
Durham Lesovilz Raoney Yewcic 
Fajt Lwdansky Rubley 
Fargo Lloyd Ryan DeWeesp, 
Fa- Lucyk Sanloni Speaker 
Fee Maitland 

NAYS-29 

Adrong Egolf King Sch& 
Baker Fairchild Krebs Schuler 
Bimelin FIeagle Lynch Smith, S. H. 
Cawley Geid Phillips Stem 
Clark George Pitts Strinmatter 
ClYrner Hess Rohrer True 
Colaizo Hutchinson Satha zug 
COY 

NOT V O T I N G 4  

EXCUSED-5 

Bush Evans Mayernik Rudy 
Butkwilz 

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. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. 
Itkin, who calls an immediate meeting of the Rules Committee. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 255, PN 3271 By Rep. ITKIN 
A Resolution designating April 4. 1994, as "Pennsylvania Tree 

Conservation Day." 

RULES 

HR 264, PN 3316 By Rep. ITKIN 
A Resolution congratulating The Pocono Record on its 100th 

birthday. 

RULES 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1348, PN 1483 By Rep. OLIVER 
An Act establishing the Pennsylvania Commission on 

Blindness and Visual Impairment and providing for its powers and 
duties; transferring certain functions; and making repeals. 

STATE GOVERNMENT 

1 HB 1555, PN 1744 By Rep. COLAFELLA 
An Act providing for insurance reimbursement for clinical 

social work practice. 

1 INSURANCE. W 

I HB 1646, PN 1893 By Rep. OLIVER 
An Act establishing the State Tax Collectors'Commission; and 

providing for the oertificalian of State tax collectors and for 
continu~ng education. 

STATF GOVERNMENT. 

HB 2158, PN 3324 (Amended) By Rep. OLIVER 
An Act amending Title 71 (State Government) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for *.r 
creditable non-State service. 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 

HB 2272, PN 2831 By Rep. CALTAGIRONE 
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for pool and 
billiard rooms. 

JUDICIARY. 

SB 515, PN 1331 By Rep. COLAFELLA 
An Act amending Title 40 (Insurance) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions relating to speech- 
language pathologists, audiologists and teachers of persons who 
are hearing impaired. 

INSURANCE. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1637, PN 3323 (Amended) By Rep. PBIRONE 
An Act amending the act of July 28. 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 

known as the Second Class County Code. providing for the 
collection of taxes an real property fram rent payable by tenants; 
further provid~ng for the collection of tax and municipal claims by 
suit and for the interest rate on contributions when a person is 
separated fram service; providing far the purchase of credit for 
service immediately following original empluyment; further 
providing for eligibility for retirement allowances and for 
requirements far credit for previous service; providing for deputy 
fire marshals; and making a repeal. b 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

b 
third consideration: 

COMMITTEE MEETING POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Tangretti, for the purpose of an announcement. 

Mr. TANGRETIT. Thank you. Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker. the Appropriations Comm~ttee meeting t 

that was scheduled for today has been postponed until 
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tomorrow at 10:50, tomomw in the majority caucus m m .  1 RECESS 
Thank you. 

'The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. 
Perrrl. 

Mr. PEKZEL. 'lhank you, Madam Speaker. 
'Ihe Republicans will caucus immediately upon the recess 

of the Chair. 
I h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPP;AKP:K pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cowell 

Mr. COWI:I,I.. 'Thank you. 
I h e  members of the Fducation Committee will meet 

immediately upon the call for the recess in the majority caucus 
room. This will he an informational meeting. 'lhere will be no 
votes taken, and it will take only about 5 minutes of meeting 
time. That is immediately upon the call of the recess in the 
majority cau'cus room. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. 
Coy. 

Mr. (:OY. 'Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Just for the purpose of schedule, there is no need for a 

Dem0cI"dtic caucus. When the House recesses, it isour hope to 
retum to the floor at 1:15, and that will leave time for a 
caucus, I believe, on the Republican side. 

So we will retum to the floor at I: 15. and we exoect to be 
in session much of the afternoon for the purpose of votes - 
much of the afternoon. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 

'[he SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The gentleman, Mr. 
Caltagirone, is recognized. 

Mr. CAL'I'AGIKONE. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
For the memkrs  of the llouse Judiciary. we had been in 

recess. We are going to reconvene in the rear of the House 
here as soon as we recess. Thank you. 

The SPIIAKEK pro lemporc. 'l'he Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This House is in recess until 
1:15. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE) 
PRESIDING 

COMMUNICATION 

LOBBYIST LIST PRESENTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair acknowledges receipt of the list 
of lobbyists registered under the Lobbying Registration and 
Regulation Act, which the clerk will file. 

l'he following communication was submitted: 

Senate of Pennsylvania 
February 1, 1994 

To the Honorable, the Senate of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

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

In compliance with Act No. 712 of the 1961 Session and Act No. 
212 of the 1976 Session of the General Assembly titled the 
"Lobbying Registration and Regulation Act," we herewith jointly 
present a list containing the names and addresses of the persons 
who have registered from January 1, 1994 through January 31. 
1994 inclusive, for the 178th Session of the General Assembly. 
This list also contains the names and addresses of the 
organizations represented by these registrants. 

Respectfully submitted: 
Mark R. Corrigan, Secretary 

Senate of Pennsylvania 
John J. Zubeck, Chief Clerk 

House of Representatives 

(For list, see Appendix.) 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2249, 
PN 2808, entitled: 

An Act providing for sale of automobiles owned by the 
Commonwealth. 

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

A4598: 

Amend 'Title, page 1, line 1, by striking out "automobiles" 
and inserting 

vehicles 
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Amend Sec. I ,  page I .  line 6, by striking out "Automobile" 
and inserting 

Vehicle 
Amend Sec. 2, page 1 ,  line 13, by striking out "automobile." 

An automobile" and inserting 
vehicle." A vehicle 

Amend Sec. 3, page 1. line 14, by striking out "automobiles" 
and inserting 

vehicles 
Amend Sec. 3, page I ,  line 15, by strikinx out "automobiles" 

~ - 

and inserting 
vehicles 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 2, by striking out "automobiles" 
and inserting 

vehicles 
Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 3, by striking out "automobiles" 

and inserting 
vehicles 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 6, by strlking out "automobiles" 
and inserting . .  . 

vehicles 
Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 6. by striking out "automobile" 

and inserting 
vehicle 

On the question, 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER.  On the amendment, the gentleman, Mr. 

Ji3r0lin, is recognized. 
Mr. JAROLM. ?hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It i s  only a technical amendment transfening it from 

"automobiles" into "vehicles" for the simple reason that they 

will be putting maybe possibly trucks on the side or any 
mechanical piece of equipment that could go up for auction. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman for hls 

explanation. 

Civera Hers 
Clat* Hughes 
Clymer Hutchinson 
Cohen. L. I. Itkin 
Cohen, M. Jadlowiec 
Colafella James 
Colaiao Jaralin 
Cooti Josephs 
Comell Kaiser 
Coniean Kasunic 

Penel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petme 
Pe(1il 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pills 
Platts ~~ ~ ~ 

Cowell Keller Preslon Veon 
COY Keoney Raymond Vitali 
curry King Reber Waugh 
Daley Kirkland Reinard Williams 
DeLuca Krebs Richardson Wogan 
D e m w  Kukovich Rieger WozrUak 
Dent LaGmtta Rilter Wrinhl. D. R. - 
D e d y  Laub Roberts Wnght, M N. 
Donatucn Laughlln Rhnson Yaodnsevlts 
Dmce Lawless Roebuck Yovctc 
Durham Lederer Rohrer zug 
Egolf Lee Rubley 
Fairchild Leh Ryan DeWeew, 
Fajt Le-vilz Santolu Speaker 
Fargo Lwdansky 

Acosta Rooney Scnmenti Washington 
Bebkc-Jones 

Bush Evans Msyemnk Rudy 
Butkoviu 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the I amendment was agreed to. 
On the auestion recurring. 

Will t h e ' ~ o u s e  aeree to-the amendment? I On the auestion - 
The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
AnmIrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Batlisio 
Belad 
Belfanti 
Bimlin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY- 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Cslta@mne 
Csppabranca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
C-r 
Chadwick 

Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geirt 
George 
Gerlssh 
Giglidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmitza 
G ~ P P ~  
Halush 
Hanna 
Harley 
llassy 
Hennessy 
Herman 
Hershey 

YEAS-192 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitlaod 
Manderino 
Markowk 
Marsico 
Maaland 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Merry 
Mishlovic 
Miswie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Niskol 
Nyce 
O'Bnen 
Olasz 
Oliver 

Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
S c h e  
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Sleelman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Slem 
Steller 
Stish 
Stritlmatter 
Sturls 
Sum 
TangrPtli 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. J. 

Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trella 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 

Will t h e b ~ o u s e a g r e e  to the bill on third considerdtion as 
amended? 

Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. I'his 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 o f  the Constitution, the yeas 
and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-194 

Adolph Fargo Lwdansky Sather 
Allen Farmer Lloyd Sauman 
Argall Fee 1.ucyk Ssylor 
A d m n g  Fichler Lynch Scheetz 
Baker Fleagle Maitland Schuler 
Barley Flick Manderino Scrimenti 
Baltisto Freeman Markowk Semmel 
Lkbko-Jones Gamble Marsic" Serafini 
Belardi Gannon Masland Smith, B. 
Belfanli Geist McCall Smith, S. R. 
Birmelin George McGeehan Snyder. D. W. 
Bishop Gerlach McNally Staback 
Blaum Gigliotti Melio Stairs 
Hoyes Gladeck Mew Steelman 
Brown Godshall Michlovic Steighnrr 
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Cappahanca 
Cam 
Caronc 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwlck 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymcr 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cuhon. M. 
Culafella 
Cola im 
Contr 
Comell 
Curngan 
Cowell 

Bunt Gordnrr Micome StPil 
Bums Gnriua Mihalich Stem 
Buxton (;ruplx> Miller Steller 
Calta&rone Haluska Mundy Stish 

Coy 
C u m  

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. Section 751 of the act is amended by adding a 

subsection to read: 
Section 751. Work to be Done Under Contract Let on Bids; 

Hanna 
flarley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
llerman 
Ilershey 
l l e ~ ~  
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
ladlow~ec 
lames 
Iarulin 
Iosephs 
Kawr 
Kasunis 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kine 

Olasz 
Oliver 
Peml 
Pescn 
Pelrarsa 
Pptrone 
Pellil 
Philltps 
Picsola 
Pistella 
Rtts 
Platts 
Preston 

Strittmtter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangrptti 
Taylor. E. Z 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlioson 
Trello 
l'rich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veun 

Exception-' * * 
e.1) Except as provided in section 753.1, the act ofAugust 

15. !961 (P.L.987. No.442). known as the "Pennsvlvania 
Prevailing W a ~ e  Act," shall not apply to work under this section. * * * 

inserting 
4 

I On the question, 
Will the llouse agree to the amendment? 

Daley  irkl land Ranard wdl~ms I The SPEAKER. On the amendment. the rentleman, Mr. 
1)eLuca 
I)em~sey 
Dent 
I)emody 
Ilonalucsi 
Llruse 

Krzbs Kichardson 
Kukovlch Kieger 
I,aGrotta Kilter 
l ,sub Roberts 
IAaughltn Robinson 
1.awless Kohrer 
Lederer Rwney 
Im Rubley 
Leh Ryan 
Lescovllz Santoni 

NAY S-0 

I<opbusk Washington 

Wogan 
Wocniak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandnsevits 
Yovcic 
Lug 

DeWese. 
Speaker 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Butkovltr 

'lhe majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the hill passed finally. 

Ordered, 'Ihat the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

'lhe House proceeded to thrd considerdtion of HB 1245, 
PN 1362, entitled: 

An Act amendlng the act of March 10. 1949 (P.L.30, No.14). 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for 
the retrntlon of records. 

On the question. 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. 1)RIJCI: offered the following amendment No. A0180: 

Amend T ~ t l c ,  page I ,  line 6, by rrmovlng the perlod after 
"records" and inserting 

and for contract work: and orovidine for 

- 
Dmce, is recognized. 

Mr. DRUCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The amendment that 1 bring before the House today is a 

rather simple one, and it is an issue that I think we all can 
relate to because it speaks directly to the taxpayers of every 
one of our legislative districts. It is the issue that deals with 
prevailing wage. 

My amendment, let me make clear for the members of the 
House, does not prohibit prevailing wage in school 
constmction, repair, or renovation projects. My amendment 
simply leaves this issue to the discretion of our individual 
school hoards and recognizes the uniqueness and diversity of 

I the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as it relates to these 
issues. 

I give one example to the members of the House which 
propelled me to offer this amendment. I have a school district 
which I represent, the Central Bucks School District, who, 
because of enormous gmwth pmjections over the next several 
years, is looking to spend $70 million in new construction 
costs from elementary schools to high schools to accommodate 
the growth and it is their estimation that because of the 
requirement that the contractor must pay prevailing wages, 
taxpayers in my district and in Representative Joe Conti's 
district and part of Dave Steil's district are going to have to 
fork over $10 to $20 million more for absolutely nothing - 
simply the requirement in State law which says prevailing 
wages must be paid. 

Mr. Speaker, my amendment simply says, we will leave 
this to the local school board; let them decide whether or not 
they want to initiate prevailing wages on contracts. I recognize 
that in certain parts of the Commonwealth that may be more 
advantageous than allowing out-of-State workers to get the 
jobs, and in that case, a community may well want to employ 
prevailing wages if it means employing local union workers, 
but in my part of Pennsylvania, in the southeast, where the 
construction industrv is very comtxtitive, there really is no - 

prevalliny wage sttpulattons. I need for ths.  
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So I am hoping and ask for an affirmative vote from the 
House to let school boards, the 501 in our districts, decide 
what is best for our local taxpayers. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. LEE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to ~t10ngly suppolt the Druce amendment to the 

prevailing wage law and in fact to strongly support any 
amendment that would repeal the prevailing wage law outright. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a law that is out of control, because what 
it does now has no relation whatsoever to what it was 
originally intended to do, and let me give you two examples. 

First of all, the Pennsylvania prevailing wage law is 
actually entitled the Pennsylvania prevailing minimum wage 
law. It is not the Pennsylvania minimum wage law now; it is 
the Pennsylvania maximum wage law. Take the highest wage 
paid to any union-scale worker in an area, and that is what the 
prevailing wage becomes. It is totally screwed up to what it 
was originally intended to do. 

Let me give you another example. Lct us go back to the 
original intent of the law, which is right on the legislative 
record if you go back to when this law was originally adopted, 
and what the original intent was, was to protect local workers 
from employers who might come in from the outside and 
underbid local workers and take away local jobs by outside 
contractors coming in. Well, Mr. Speaker, at least in my 
district, the effect of the prevailing wage law today is exactly 
the opposite, because in my area of the State, we are mainly 
a nonunionized area, and therefore, outside unionized 
contractors have very little opportunity or ability to come in 
and bid against local contractors and take away local jobs. But 
under the prevailing wage, we basically say to our local folks, 
our local workers, sorry, you cannot work for your regular 
scale, your regular wage you are willing to work for; instead, 
we are going to jack up all of the rates to encourage these 
other shops from around the State to come in and work on 
projects in our area. 

As a result, I can show you example after example In 
fact, I was recently to a building they are constructing, a new 
jail. I asked the foreman, where are all these workers from? 
Oh, they are from Allentown. They are driving all the way up 
from Allentown, their unionized shop in Allentown, because 
they could get this bid. Nobody local is working on ths  
project. 

That is exactly opposite of what was intended by the 
original prevailing wage law. It is a law out of conlrol, it is a 
law that should be repealed, and certainly, we should adopt the 
D m  amendment. Thank you very much. 

The SI'EAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Marsico, is recognized 
on the Druce amendment. 

Mr. MARSICO. Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, rise to support the Druce amendment. 'The prevailing 

wage law is totally out of date, and keep in mind that this 
amendment would give your local school districts the option to 
opt out of the prevailing wage. 
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This is a local taxpayers issue. It will give relief from the 
high costs of construction projects and costs that our school 
districts and our local taxpayers can no longer afford. 
Prevailing wage artificially inflates the cost of government 
construction projects. 

Nine States have repealed prevailing wage altogether. 
Florida is a notable case. In 1974 school construction was 
eliminated from the prevailing wage in that State. A study by 
the Florida legislature discovered that school districts in that 
State saved $37 million over a 4-year period. The State then 
repealed the entire law. Of the 10 States that have repealed 
prevailing wage, Virginia, Norlh Carolina, and South Carolina 
are at the top of the national list for job creation and capital 
investment over the last 3 years. 

A survey shows that the prevailing wage law increases the 
cost of school constructioo projects by an average of 15 
percent and 30 percent, up to 37 percent, in rulal districts. 

Also, reliable national studies which focus on the economic 
impact of prevailing wage on d areas indicate as much as 
37 percent higher rates. 

'lb put things in perspective, in 1992, 77 school building 
projects in this State, totaling $526 million, were approved. 
Figuring prevailing wage increased costs statewide by an 
average of IS percent, that means the taxpayers of this State, 
of your school districts, of your dstricts, shelled out an 
additional $78 million. Now, think about that - $78 million. 
This is a tax issue, Mr. Speaker. 

I contacted my school districts, Central Dauphin and Lower 
Dauphin School Districts, who are engaged in school 
construction projects at the present time, and I calculated a 
possible savings of this: First of all, they came up with a cost 
of $29 million for school construction projects at Central 
Dauphn. For 1994, if prevailing wage were an option, local 
taxpayers could be saved $8.7 million, using a 30-percent 
reduction; using a 15-percent reduction, the taxpayers of my 
&strict would save $4.35 million in construction costs. Lower 
Dauphn is considering $33 million in construction projects. 
I'revailing wage is costing taxpayers an additional $9.9 million 
in the Lower 1)auphin School District. 

By granting school dstricts the option, the financi.al burden 
on taxpayers for construction projects could be reduced by 
millions of dollars across this State. 

This is unfair to the local taxpayers; it is unfair to our 
schoolchildren. The Pennsylvania prevailing wage law no 
longer serves to help labor or taxpayers. It is out of date. With 
school districts experiencing unprecedented fiscal difficulties 
and reduced fundng from the State, it is time we correct this 
situation. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on the Druce amendment. 
The SPEAKER. l h e  gentleman from Mount Camel. Mr. 

Belfanli. 
Mr. HELFAN'l'l. 'lhank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the Druce amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment is both ill conceived and 
untimely. 
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You heard from a number of the previous speakers how 
minimum wage is no longer protecting local jobs. That is 
simply not the c s e .  The prevailing wage law, more than any 
other single thing, permits local workers to be employed on 
local, publicly funded work sites. No other hill does more to 
help your local taxpayers from being able to work on public 
works positions. 

Furthermore. Mr. Speaker, other speakers stated that the 
prevailing wage law is out of date, but let me tell you what has 
k c n  happening and is a national trend. States that did not have 
prevailing wagc laws have been enacting them. There are only 
18 States in thc linited States of America that do not have a 
prevailing wage law; there are only 9 States that have a higher 
threshold in their prevailing wage law than does I'ennsylvania. 

I know that 1 am speaking Greek probably to half of the 
people in this chamber, but wc have debated prevailing wage 
over and over and over a~ain,  and those of you who have been 
here for the prcvious debates hopefully will recall some of 
those arguments. 

Very recently, Mr. Speaker, in Al.aka, Connecticut, 
Missouri, Montana, Nevada, and Texas - Texas, a right-te 
work State -the prevailing wage laws have been strengthened. 
As I said, Mr. Speaker, the national trend is to shore up and to 
improve the States' prevailing wage laws as a way of 
protecting local workers and putting them in a position to do 
work on their own taxpayer-funded projects. 

Mr. Speaker, the reason I say this amendment is untimely 
is because of three reasons. 

Number one, the Department of Labor and Industry has 
promulgated prevailing wage regulations which have already 
once been referred to the Independent Regulatory Review 
(:ommission. 'lhat commission has made comments on those 
regulation7 and has returned them to the Departmenl of Labor 
and industry, who is continuing the process of reacting and 
addressing thc conccms of IRRC. We are scheduled this 
scssion to receive the 1,abor and Industry regulations 
completely recodifylng the prevailing wage laws of this State. 
So it is unlimcly to he piecemealing prevailing wage today. 

Secondly, Mr. Swaker, there is a court ruling, a U.S. 
I)istrict (:ourt ruling, that has been issued in validating 
I'ennsylvania's prevailing wagc law. 'lhat court ruling is 
presently under appeal, and we are awaiting this April a 
decision on that appeal. So tlus amendment should, at the very 
least, wait until thc court has ruled. 

Thirdly, Mr. Speakcr, the reason the 1J .S 1)istrict Court 
ruled Pemqylvania's prevailing wage law unconstitutional was 
kcausc of a conflict with the ERISA act (Employment 
Relirement Income Security Act). Senator Arlen Specter, 
Republican Scnator Arlen Specter, GOI' Senator Arlen Specter, 
has introduced legislation, which has cleared the %hate and is 
presently before the 1J.S. Congress, which will rectiFy the 
conflict between the Federal ERISA act and the Pennsylvania 
Prevailing Wage Act. I repeat that, Mr. Speaker: IJ.S. Senator 
Arlen Spectcr is the pnmc sponsor of that legislation. He 
understands the impartance of prevailing wage in Slates like 
I'ennsylvania. 
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If we want to give a free hand to what in the consttuction 
industry is known as tramps, people who pick up their 
carpetbag and move around from one construction site to 
another, and if you want to see your parking lots on your 
school projects 111 of cars that say Mississippi and Alabama 
and Georgia, instead of having a Keystone license plate on it, 
then you pass the Druce amendment. But if you want to see 
"You've got a friend in Pennsylvania" or the Keystone State 
license plates on those construction projects, you better dam 
well defeat the Druce amendment. Thank you very much Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Waugh, is recognized. 
Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in 1 1 1  suppo~t of the Druce amendment 

today. 
The previous speaker suggested that- I suppose his 

suggestion was that because I, as a freshman, was not here 
previously to hear debates, this issue is somehow Greek, I 
believe was the word used. Well, I am here to tell you, it is 
not Greek, and I am proud to say that I stand here as a 
freshman today, and maybe the right way to put it would be, 
it is Greek to some people who have not been out in the field, 
where I was, as a contractor, which I was before I came here 
last year. The prevailing wage amendment does restrict local 
contractors in operations for local school districts. I can tell 
you that from experience. 

I can also tell you. Mr. Speaker, that this is an educational 
and taxpayer issue, as some of the previous speakers 
suggested. I think all of us, at one time or another, have talked 
with our constituents hack home; all 202, 1 guess, there are of 
us today have talked to our constituents back home, and we 
have talked about two very important things when it comes to 
education: We talk about the costs of operating a school 
district, and we talk about the very costly mandates. I believe 
we probably always give that a caveat that we want to 
eliminate costly mandates. Well, we can do it; we can do it 
today by supporting the Druce amendment. 

I would like to talk just for a second about those two 
important points. 

First of all, with respect to cost, let us talk for a second 
about the hard costs of school consttuction. Some have 
estimated 30- to 40-percent savings without prevailing wage. 
That may be stretching it a hit. I think we heard a previous 
speaker say 15 percent. I would like to use some numbers 
from a study that factor in all the elements of school 
construction: electrical, heating, ventilating and air 
conditio~ng, plumbing, roofing, planning, site work, utilities, 
et cetera. Now, these are studies that show that an average cost 
savings could be obtained of 13 percent. That is rather 
conservative, hut I guess that is why I am on this side. 

It dms not sound like muck but consider this, and I did a 
survey. I have the documentation here if any of you would like 
to see it. There are five school districts located in the 93d 
Legislative District that I represent. I surveyed and met with 
the business managers and superintendents of those five 
dstricts over the last month or so, and when I compiled all the 



454 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE MARCH 15 

year can be turned hack to our local districts. 
Now, secondly, with respect to the mandates that we all 

like to talk about, how we are going to do something about it, 
I am hear to tell you today that prevailing wage is one of the 
most onerous-there is no question-probably the most onerous 
to almost every school district, regardless if it is suburban, 
lural, urban. I do not care which one you talk about. Prevailing 
wage mandates inflate the costs of public building projects. 
The interests of taxpayers are sacrificed, and the students-they 
always get left behind in these dehateethe students, who could 
reao the benefits of that $1.4 million oer vear in the classroom. 

information, it showed that-and we are, by the way, in a 
dynamic area; growing districts in all five areas-there have 
been 66 projects, school projects, completed in my legislative 
district since the 1986-87 school year; the total cost to the 
taxpayers of my legislative district of $88.8 million. If we 
apply this conse~ative savings of 13 percent, the total savings 
to the taxpayers ofjust one legislative district in this State, the 
93d Legislative District, over that &year period, would amount 
to $11.5 million saved or about $1.4 million per year, and I 
think that is a rather impressive savings, even by today's 
standards. 

Again, today we can turn that money back; $1.4 million per 

. , 
with it being spent to build the classroom. 

In York County last year-and this is a new survey; again 
I have the documentation here if anyone would like to see 

uncertainty, many times labor, most times labor accounts for 
about 60 percent of the total contract cost, and we mandate, 
Mr. Speaker, we mandate this cost increase to the disadvantage 
of our schools, our taxpayers, and again, the students of our 
schools. 

Mr. Speaker. in closing, simply put-I am going to say it 
one more time-today we have the opportunity to help our 
school districts, to help our taxpayers, and to help our students. 
Today we have the chance to deal with this issue once and for 
all. It is not Greek to any of us. I ask for your support on the 
Druce amendment. Thank you. 

it-last year the Pennsylvania Economy League conducted a 
survey, an impartial survey, of 20 York County-based 
contractors. All these contractors do both types of work. They 
do union work, public work; they also do private work. They 
were asked to provide the average weighted hourly wage on 
nonprevailing wage projects, and also, they were asked to 
provide what they are paying out in hourly rates under 
prevailing wage determinations for the York County area. 

I would like to just go over a couple of these numbers very 
quickly; show you what the comparison is. By the way, as a 
contractor, I think even the lowest rate is extremely fair, hut 
here is what it comes out to: Carpenters, on nonprevailing 
wage projects, have a weighted average hourly wage of $1 1.37 
an hour; under prevailing wage, $17.43 per hour; 53-percent 
increase. A general laborer, $8.47, weighted average on 
nonprevailing wage, versus $14.78 under prevailing wage; 74- 
percent increase. Millwright, $15.33, nonprevailing wage, and 
$17.93 under prevailing wage-it is not bad-17 percent. 
Plumber, $13.59, nonprevailing wage; $20.63 under the 
prevailing wagedetermination; 52-percent increase. Electrician, 
$12.57, nonprevailing wage; $18.88 under prevailing wage; 50- 
percent increase. Roofer, $1 1.29, nonprevailing wage; $15.50 
under prevailing wage; 37-percent increase. I used to do it, too, 
only not at $15.50 an hour. 

The average increase across the board under prevailing 
wage is 47 percent. Now. I believe in fair wages, and I believe 
in good benefits, Mr. Speaker. You can ask anybody that 
worked for Waugh Construction. They received that. But this 
is the biggest part of school construction costs in the field. A 
47-percent average increase per hour. I can tell you, with no 

I GUESTS INTRODUCED w 

The SPEAKER. Ihe  Chair interrupts the proceedings for 
15 seconds to introduce students from the Cecilian Academy ' who came in first, second and third place for essays written 
for Black History Month. 'Ihcy are the guests of Representative 
LeAnna Washington of Phladclphia. 

Also, we would like IRAM~'s  daughter, Ms. Washington, 
to please stand up and be recogni-rrd, in the hack of the hall. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Preston, rise to 
speak on the amendment? 

Mr. PRESTON. Point of oersonal orivileee. Mr. Sneaker. - .  
The SPEAKER. Ihe  gentleman will please state lus point. 
Mr. PRESTON. I want to ask the Speaker's indulgence and 

the members' indulgence. I apologize for not being 
appropriately dressed and I would need a temporary 
suspension. I am waiting for the airlines to deliver my luggage 
so I can be properly attired for the House. and I must 
apologize for it, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. I he  Chair 
and, I am sure, the memkrs acquiesce to the difficulty. 

CONSIDERATION O F  HB 1245 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. O'Brien, is recognized. 1 
Mr. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the concept of prevailing wage and oppose 

this amendment. 
I think this is a case of you get what you pay for. 1 think 

when you pay the prevailing wage, you get a very professional 
and highly skilled work force. I know union contractors that go 
down to Florida, and the problem that they have down there is 
that someone will represent that they are a plumber or an 
electricim, and it takes them a couple months to find out that 
they really do not have that skill. When you have the \ 
prevailing wage. 1 think you have a guarantee that those skills 
are present, and I ttunk it is important to Pennsylvania. 

I also believe that this issue of prevailing wage is going to 
be dealt with in a comprehensive manner in the upcoming 
months, and I think that considering this legislation at this time 
is premature. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. l h e  gentleman, Mr. Wozniak, is 
recognized. 

Mr. WOZNIAK. 'frank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Dmce amendment. 
One thing 1 learned in an arsa that had a very tough 

economy is Economics 101. When there are more people than 
there are jobs available, wages fall, sometimes dramatically, 
because people will work and undercut each other. The 
prevailing wage meaure is put in there to protect the 
prevailing wage of individuals who are doing work on a scale, 
whether it is the public or the private sector, and I think if we 
eliminate the prevailing wage, we are going to see in areas of 
high unemployment, once again, a sliding of our wage scales, 
which means the opportunity to purchase is reduced and we 
have competition among unemployed people trying to find 
positions. When we have the prevailing wage, we are getting 
competent people that have hcen trained and have experience 
in those professions so that we get buildings that are going to 
last for 100 years out there with very little repairs necessary. 
Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 

'lhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Elk, Mr. Sum. 
Mr. S I I W .  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the D N C ~  amendment. 
'There is nothing in the prevailing wage law that prevents 

a local contractor from biddng on a job. Prevailing wage does 
not guarantee that a job will he a union job. What prevailing 
wage does is insure that we have quality work from quality 
craflsmen on our school construction projects and that we pay 
these workers a living wage that they can raise their families 
here in the State of Pennsylvania. 

So to insure that we maintain quality craflsmen and to 
insure that we pay our workers a living wage to support their 
families and stop the downward spiral of people's incomes, I 
urge the defeat of the Druce amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, unless we want to continue to pay everybody 
in this country $4.25 an hour, we must stop this type of 
legislation. So I urge that we all vote against the Druce 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

'The SPEAKEK. Mr. Jarolin. 
Mr. JAKOIJN. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just going back into my own local community, there was 

a competition amongst prevailing wage workers and 
nonprevailing wage workers. When the bids were received, 
there was such a small amount of difference between the 
nonunion workers and the union workers that the contrdctor 
that is putting the huildng up decided to go with the most 
experienced and most qualified individuals. lhey all accepted, 
on their own merits. the unionizd personnel. 

1 could understand somethng on a prevailing rate when the 
cost of a project in a school system is $10.000 or $15,000 or 
$20.000. Well, then you are into small businesses with biddng 
competition. I could possibly agree to give the school districts 
somethng like that. Hut when you are talking millions and 
millions of dollars and like the maker of the amendment had 
made a difference of $20 million on a job dfference, it is 
absolutely astronomical; it is unklievable. I have k e n  in the 

bidding pmcess between unions and nonunions, and we usually 
come out maybe $1,000 or more on certain jobs, but to 
emphasize the fact that it is double and triple the cost of a 
project is absolutely ridiculous. The cost of the labor does not 
even come close to the cost of the materials that are utilized on 
that job. 

I am going to ask you to defeat the Dluce amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 
; Jarolin. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Daley, seek recognition? The 
gentleman indicates he does. The gentleman from Washington 
County is recognized on the Dmce amendment. 

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think this amendment is a bad amendment. I think what 

it is doing is smaclung at the heart of an effort that has been 
ongoing for the last 50 years. 

Simply, the workers in America, the workers in 
Pennsylvania, our workers have raised their level in terms of 
their abilities and their skills to a point where we recognize 
that these workers deserve a prevailing wage. We recognize 
that in public works. That is why we are saying that prevailing 
wages should he applied to all public works projects. This is 
not prevailing wage; it is fair wage. 

Simply, as many other speakers have said, we want quality, 
not quantity; we want something that is going to be durable 
and lasting. 'lhat is why we have the prevailing wage law. 
Simply, it is a public works project. We want fair, quality, and 
the type of work that we want is something that is going to be 
durable and lasting. 

1 oppose t h s  amendment. I think it is going to turn back 
the hands of time on our efforts for the last 50 y e m  to raise 
the quality of life of Pennsylvanians and especially in 
southwestern Pennsylvania. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 
Ilaley, and recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Cowell, on the Druce amendment. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise to oppose the amendment before 

us for two reasons. First, Mr. Speaker, there has been a lot of 
attack on the principles of the prevailing wage law. The 
makers of the amendment would not have us change the 
prevailing wage law, did not have us improve it, did not have 
us m d f y  it, did have us keep it for everybody, all the other 
existing applicable levels of government, with the exception of 
school districts. They would have us simply exempt school 
districts. Nobody in ths  room should believe that you can get 
away with exempting school districts and not then be in a 
position where you have to provide exemption for all the other 
levels of government, including our municipal governments 
and including State government itself. 

So while that may appeal to some, I suspect that for many 
who may think about voting for this amendment, you are 
quickly going to hack away from the idea of repealing 
prevailing wage completely. And how will you distinguish then 
ktween laxpayer dollars for municipal governments and 
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taxpayer dollars for school districts and taxpayer dollars for 
State government? We are going to have to be consistent. So 
if you vote for repeal here, you should be prepared to vote for 
repeal across the board and I suspect there is 
considerably-despite the cheerleading that is occurring over 
there on the sidelines-I suspect that there is considerably less 
enthusiasm for a broad-based repeal than might be indicated by 
initial reaction to this amendment. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot of discussion 
about dollars that could be saved, and speaker aRer speaker has 
gotten up and said, this school district could save this amount 
of money and that school district could save that amount of 
money. Of course you can save money if you pay people less. 
State govemment could save money if le~slators were paid 
less. You always can save money if you want to pay people 
less. The whole notion of prevailing wage is to provide a level 
of protection so that all individuals in this State will have equal 
access to work on public works projects and to be able to do 
so at a competitive, decent wage. While on the one hand some 
individuals want to focus on the dollars that can be saved, they 
will do so at sacrifice to other workers, sacrifices that I suspect 
a lot of men and women in this room would not be willing to 
impose on themselves. 

Mr. Speaker, prevailing wage as it is applied to all levels 
of government, including school districts, is founded on sound 
principles. As was suggested by an earlier speaker, those 
principles are being embraced by rather than rejected by States 
across this country. More people are embracing, more States, 
more policymakers are embracing those principles. 

I would urge that we maintain those principles for all levels 
of government and that we reject the amendment before us. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gladeck, is 
~ ~ 0 g n i 7 e d .  

Mr. GLADECK. Thanks. 
On the bill. Mr. Speaker? 
'The SPEAKER We are on the amendment at this juncture. 
Mr. GLADECK. On the amendment; I am sony. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. GLADECK. Mr. Speaker, I rise in supporl of the 

Druce amendment. 
I have listened to the debate with some open-eyed 

amusement, 1 think. I think people on this floor ought to 
understand what this actually is, because I thnk if your 
constituents were sitting here today, especially those that may 
serve on school boards around the State of Pennsylvania, they 
may wonder why we will not give them the right to save 
literally millions and millions of dollars in school construction, 
because I think sometime in the next several months we are all 
going to talk about tax cuts for business and any other tax cut 
that we can think about; we are going to talk about holding 
down the cost of government, yet when we get an oppoltunity 
to really hold down the cost of government, we turn our back 
and we ignore it and we vote "no." 

I think everybody here should be clear as to what a vote on 
this optional amendment would be. If you vote in favor of it, 
you are voting to reduce your local taxes possibly. If you vote 

against it. you are in fact voting to increase your local taxes, 
and that is about as simplc as I can makc it, because 1 think if 
your constituents were here today and they understood it, then 
that is exactly the way that they would understand this vote. 
Thank you. *.c 

The SPEAKER. On the Ilruce amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. O'Brien, for the second time. 

Mr. O'BKIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to be very brief. 
I just ask for a negative vote on the amendment. Thank 

you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-87 

Adolph Fargo Lee S a u m n  
Allen Farmer Leh Saylor 
Argall Fichfer Lynch Ssh& 
Ansstrusg Fleaglc Maitland Schuler 
Baker Flick Marsico Semmel 
Barley Gamble Masland Serafini 
Banisto Geist Merry Smith, B. 
B i m l i n  Gerlash Micoee Smith, S. H. 
Bmwn Gladeck Miller Snyder, I). W. 
Bunt Godshall Nailor Sttil 
Camne Hanna Nickol Stem 
Chadwick Harley Pettit Stnttmatter 
Clark Hasay Phillips Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer lienneswy Piccola Todinson 
Cohen. L. I. Herman Pitts TNC 
Conti Hershey Plans f i l l i  
Camell Hess Keber Vance 
D e m ~ s e ~  Hulshinsoo Rtinard Vitali 
Dent Jadlowiec Rohrer Waugh 
D ~ c e  Krebs Rubley Wright, M. N. 
Egolf Laub Ryan z u g  
Pairchild Lawl-s Sather 

NAYS-109 

Acosta Freeman Markosek Staback 
Bebko-Jones Cannon McCall Stairs 
Belardi George McGeehan Steelman 
Belfanti Giglidti McNally Sleighner 
Bishop Gordner Melio Stetler 
Blaum G m i m  Michlovic Stish 

G N F P  Mihalich Sturla 
Bums Haluska Mundy Surra 
Buxtoa Hughes Nyce 'Tangetti 
Caltagirooe llkio O'Brieo Taylor, 1. 
Cappabiansa Jam- Olasz T I , I ~ O ~ S  

Cam Jarolin Oliver Tigue b 
Cawley Josephs Perrel Trello 
Civera Kaiser Pexi Trish 
Cohen, M. Kasunis Petrarca Uliaoa '1 
Colafella Keller Petrooe Van Home 
C o l a h  Kenney Rstella Veoo 
Corrigan King Preston Washinglon 
Cowell Kirkland Raymond Williams 
COY Kukovich Richardson Wogan 
Curry laGrotta k e g e r  Wmniak 
Ilaley Laughlin Kner Wright, D. R. 
DeLuca Lederer Roberts Yandnsevits k 
D e d y  Lescontz Robinson Yovcic 
Donatucci Levdsnsky Rabuck  
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Ilurham Lloyd Kmney DeWepse. 
Fall Lucyk Sanloni Speaker 
Fee Mandenno Scnmentl I 

NOT VOTING-I 
Cessar 

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

On the question recumng, 
Will the flousc agrce to thc bill on thlrd consideration? 
Mr. WAUGH offered thc following amendment No. 

A0042: 

districts with retrofits, walks, ramps, doors, et cetera, for the 
American Disabilities Act. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not antilabor. It is common sense, it is 
cost savings, and it is an update to current standards. We need 
to make the threshold realistic for today's economy. 

I ask for your support. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the Waugh amendment, the gentleman 

from Allegheny, Mr. Cowell, is recognized. 
Mr. COWELL. Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have just spoken to this issue in a broader 

sense. There is no compelling reason for us to make the 
change that has been recommended in this amendment. 

I would urge that we defeat the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. 'The gentlema Mr. Relfanti. 
Mr. BELFANI1. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 briefly made mention during the last debate 

on the nrevious amendment that the trend nationallv is to lower 

- - 
to prevailing wagc. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Sectlon 2. The act is amondcd by adding a section to read: 
Section 753.1. Prcvaillnr Waec Law.-The definition of 

"public work" in clause (5) of  section 2 af the act of Aueust 15. 
1961 (P.L.987, No.442). known as the "Pennsylvania Prevailing 
Ware Act." shall, when applied to school districts, mean proiects 
of a total estimated cost o f  one hundred fiftv thousand dollars 
($150.000) or more. 

Amend S e c  2, page 2, line 4, by striking out "2" and 

Amend Title, page 1 ,  line 6 ,  by rcmovlng the period after 
"records" and inscrt~ng 

; and ~ruvidinr for a certain matter relatinn 

inserting 
3 

~ 

as opposed to raise the thresholds. I would just like to read 
very briefly the surrounding States, the States that sul~ound 
Pennsylvania, and what their thresholds are. New York 

On the question, 
Will thc llousc agrcc to the amendment? 

The SI'I:.AKIiK. On thc amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gcntlcman from York County, Mr. Waugh. 

Mr. WAIJUII. 'lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will keep thls one short. 
My amendment is rather simple. It is just a matter of 

current economics. I will he brief. 
Currently wc all know that there is a $25,000 threshold 

when prevailing wage bidding must lack in for school districts. 
My amendment would increase that threshold to $150,000. 
Twenty-five thousand dollars was set in 1961. It has never 
been changed since. l h e  cost of labor, the cost of material, 
everything else has risen with inflation, yet this threshold has 
remained completely stagnant. In fact, I believe if the threshold 
would be increased to reflect current costs, it would be around 
$150.000. 1 can tell you again. as a former contractor, 
$150,000 just does not go far when i t  comes to working. 

As we have heard from some of the members from the 
other side, ths  is specialized constmction. It takes some real 
skill to complctc work on schools. One hundred and fifly 
thousand dollars just dms not go far; $25,000 hardly gets you 
any plans, specifications, or even a crew on the job for a 
simple 1)isabilities Act renovation or retrofit. Many of those 
are happening in all the districts, particularly the more urban 

eliminated their threshold. All public works jobs in New York 
must be prevailing wage; it does not matter what the cost of 
the job. West Virginia totally eliminated their threshold. All 
jobs that are public works in nature in that State must be paid 
by prevailing wage. New Jersey, a Republican State Senate, 
House, and Governor, reduced their threshold from $20,000 to 
$2,000 to insure good workmanship on their projects. The 
State of Delaware reduced their threshold to $5.000. 

Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania, when it established the 
threshold of $25,000, was one of the highest thresholds in the 
IJnited States. 'The other States have k e n  catching up to us 
that have raised thresholds, but as I said, most States are 
lowering them. Of the 38 States that have prevailing wage, 20 
of them have a lower threshold than Pennsylvania; 3 of them, 
the threshold is the same; and only 9 States in the Union have 
a higher threshold. 

I do not believe $25,000 is outlandish by any stretch of the 
imagination, particularly when that figure was a high figure 
when this law was first adopted. 

I once again urge the members to defer nitpicking and 
piecemealing the prevailing wage law today when we will be 
dealing with prevailing wage as an omnibus issue before the 
end of ths  session. 1x3 us see what the Labor and Industry 
regulations say, let us see what the Specter ERISA bill does, 
and let us see what the courts through the appeal process have 
to say about prevailing wage, and let us not toy with this law 
today. 7he bills that they are attaching these types of 
amendments to are far too important to the Commonwealth to 
be bogging them down and giving the Governor a reason to 
veto meaningful legislation. I believe all of these amendments 
are very untimely and ask that this amendment, like the 
previous amendment, be defeated. 'Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Daley, seek 
recognition? The gentleman indicates he does and may proceed 
on the Waugh amendment. 
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Mr. DALEY. Would the gentleman, Mr. Waugh, please 
stand for a brief interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. The gentlema Mr. Waugh, indicates he 
will accede to interrogation. Mr. Daley may pmceed as soon 
as Mr. Waugh finds a convenient microphone. He has. The 
gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, why did you choose $150,000? 
What was the criteria that you used? 

Mr. WAUGH. Well, to be honest, I chose $250,000, but 
after talking with some folks from our educational staff and 
also after sitting down and looking at a survey of 1992 that 
reflected current costs, the current trend would have been about 
$139,000. 1 frankly thought it would be more realistic to go 
with the number of $150,000 to keep up with current inflation. 

Mr. DALEY. What types of incentives or taxes are going 
to be saved in terms of real dollars throughout the State in the 
500-plus school districts by enacting this amendment? Do you 
have any idea? 

Mr. WAUGH. I do not have a number to apply to that, but 
I will simply say that given, again, today's standard, the 
American Disabilities Act-and I think that isone that probably 
plays into this more heavily than any-and discussing with a 
number of my local districts the compliance that they now 
have to abide by under the Disabilities Act, many of the 
pmjects -the ramp cuts, the curb cuts, some of the doorways 
and hardware-type retrofits that they are doing - involve 
projects that are 50-in fact. 1 do not have my numbers in 
hand; I have them in my folder-hut I am saying around 
$40,000 to $50,000. 'lhose projects in going out-of course, we 
talked about the 13- to 15-percent increasethose projects are 
being inflated by that much to be completed. 

The other thing is, I realiw that some are saying that this 
does not cut out local labor, but 1 can tell you again, from 
experience, these projects, the $30,000 to $50,000 refit projects 
in the York County case, many times were being performed by 
contractors from well outside the county when we had 
contractors locally who were very capable, good skilled labor. 
You know. l hear the debate -quality. The reason we need 
prevailing wage is for quality. That is why we have architects; 
that is why we have building inspectors and plans. It does not 
matter who does the work. If the inspectors and arclutects and 
planners are doing their job, you are going to get the same 
standard of quality. I am sony 1 got off the point. 

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I really believe I did not get an answer to my two points of 

interrogation. I do not tlunk that the maker of this amendment 
really knows why it is $150,000. 1 think it isjust arbitrary. this 
$150,000. The American Disabilities Act has really no impact 
upon this, number one; number two is that he does not know 
what the impact is. really, fiscally of what it is going to impact 
on throughout the Commonwealth. 

I think really what we have here is another salvo from the 
rich lo the poor, against the workingman, against the laborer. 
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I think this is a robber-bmn mentality that needs a change in 
Pennsylvania before I'ennsylvania will grow. It is antiworker, 
anti-organized labor; it is rich versus poor. 

I ask for the defeat of this amendment, Mr. Speaker. b 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. lee, is recognized on 

the Waugh amendment. 
Mr. LEE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I had to rise to contradict the general impression we are 

getting from the other side over there that somehow 
Pennsylvania is going the opposite direction from the rest of 
the country if we would adopt the Waugh amendment here. In 
fact, nothng could be further from the tluth. Yeah, you have 
a couple States, like New York and New Jersey, who have t 
lowered their threshold, but I ask you, are New Jersey and 
New York jobprcducing, low-tax Stales? I hardly think not. 

1 mean, let us talk about the States that have actually 
repealed the prevailing wage law in the last 10 years - 
Alabama, Florida, Utah, Arizona, Idaho. New Ilampslure, 
Colorado, Kansas, and Louisiana. In addition, Georgia, Iowa, 
Mississippi, Nolih Carolina, North Dakota, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Vermont, and Virginia do not even have a 
prevailing wage law. Now, you take a look at a list of those 
States and compare it to New Jersey and New York, and I ask 
you, which are doing better economically? 'lhere is no 
comparison. Those States that have repealed these types of 
laws are in a better situation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am tired of living in the Rust Helt, and 
continually we pass enactments here in this body that 
guarantee that we arc going to continue with the same 
economic condition that we have today. There are a lot of 
people concerned about keeping union jobs in Pennsylvania, 
hut, Mr. Speaker, pretty soon we are not going to have any 
union jobs to keep. Thank you very much. 

'l'he SPEAKEK. 'The gentleman, Mr. Waugh, for the second 
time on his amendment. 

Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to respond to the previous speaker's 

comments. I did get my paperwork here now. He suggested 
that 1 did not answer lus two points of question. 

The first question, I believe, was with respect to how I 
selected $150,000. First of all, my answer was, I selected 
$250,000. In Ohio in 1992, an Ohio State task force 
recommended a $250,000 threshold, for whatever that is wolih. 
We are talking about what other Stales are doing so I am 
throwing it in. I'ersonally, I do not really care what Ohio or 
any of the other States are doing. Pennsylvania is our State and ' 
Pennsylvania is the State that we are here to represent. 

I selected $150,000 because in a survey completed by, 
again, the Pennsylvania Economy league, in 1992 dollars 
based on inflation from 1961 to 1992, the adjusted threshold 
would have come in at $123.000. 1 applied about 2 more years' 
wonh of inflation onto that. In my own sense, yeah, mayk it 
is hypothetical, mayhe i t  is just a calculator worlang, but that 
is what i t  comes up to and that is the number I chose. So that 
is my answer on that one. t 
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Again, I just want lo make a point, and that is, I heard over 
and over again from some of the other speakers that prevailing 
wage somehow protects the quality and integrity of the work 
that is k i n g  prformed. I am not here to suggest to you that 
union-scale wageworkers do not dn quality work. They 
certainly do quality work. I have good friends, personal 
friends, who work on prevailing wage prcjccts. They are all 
good crdflsmen, but I can tell you I also have good friends 
who work nonprevailing wage, and to even suggest that those 
indviduals are no1 craftsmen because they are not malang a 
prevailing wage is rid~culous. 

I ask for your support on my amendment. Thank you. 
'[he SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, is recognized 

on the Waugh amendment. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, I would like again lo reiterate that the trend 

nationally is to lower, not raise, thresholds, and I did miss one 
sumundmg State, and that is Oho .  Their threshold is $4,000. 

Again, $25,000 is not unreasonable. If we are going to raise 
it, it should be done during the omnibus prevailing wage 
package that we will face later this session, and if we want to 
come to a compromise figure at that point, far lower than 
$150,000, we could talk then, but today is not the day to be 
doing these amendments. 'Thank you. 

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

'The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-89 

Adolph Fargo Lee S a u m n  
Allen Farmer I x h  Saylor 
Argall Pichter lynch Sch& 
Amslmng 1:leagle Maltland Sshuler 
Baker Flick Manic" Semmel 
Barley (;amble Masland Serafirti 
Batttsto (kist Merry Smith, B. 
Brown Cicrlach Mic-e Smith, S. R. 
Runt (;ladeck Miller Snyder. D. W. 
(:amme ( i d s h a l l  Nailor Steelman 
Cessar llanna Nickol Ski1 
Chadwisk Harley Pettit Stem 
Clark Hasay Phillips Strillmatter 
Cl ymer Hennessey Piccola Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen, L. I. Herman Pitts Tomlinw,n 
Conti Henhey Platts True 
Comell Hrss Reber Tulli 
Coy Hutchinson Reinard Vance 
L ) ~ ~ P w  Jadlowioc Kohrer Vitali 
Dent Krebs Rubley Wauph 
Dmce Laub Ryan Wrist. M. N. 
Egolf lawless Sather Zug 
Fairchild 

NAYS-106 

Acosla Freeman Markosek Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jones George McCall Stabask 
Belklardi Gigliotti McGeehan Stain 
BeIranti Gordner McNally Steiphner 
Bnshop CimiVa Melio Stetler 
Rlaurn (impyxl Mnchlovic Stish 
Boyes Haluska Mihalich Studs 
Bums Hughes Mundy Surra 

Buxion 
Calta&imne 
Cappahanca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Corngan 
Cowell 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLusa 
Demody 
Dooatucci 
Durham 
Pajt 
Fee 

Bush 
Butkovitl 

Itkin N F ~  
J a m  WBrieo 
Jarolin 01- 
Josephs Oliver 
Kaiser Peml 
Kasunic Pessi 
Keller P e a  
Kenney Petmne 
King Pistella 
Kirkland Pmsbn 
Kukovlch Raymond 
LaCrotta Richardson 
Laughlin Rieger 
Lederer Ritter 
Lescovltz Robetts 
Levdamsky Rcbioson 
Lloyd Rabuck 
Lucyk R m o q  
Mandenno Santoni 

NOT VOTING-;! 

Gannon 

EXCUSED-5 

Evans Mayemik 

Tanpiti  
Taylor, J. 
n~ma~ 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trisb 
Ulima 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Wasbinglon 
Williams 
Wogan 
womia* 
Wright. D. R 
Yandrisevlts 
Yewcic 

Rudy 

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? 
Mr. DEMPSEY offered the following amendment No. 

A5123: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6. by removing the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and for work to be done under contract. 
Amend Bill. page 2, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. Section 751 of the act is amended by adding a 

subsection to read: 
Section 751. Work to be Done Under Contract Let on Bids; 

Exception.-* * 
@) The board of school directors of any school district may 

utilize students enrolled in appropriate vocational education 
classes in anv school district to perform any alterations, 
construction, reconstruction, repairs. maintenance or work of any 
nature for school facilities as Dart of their classroom instruction. 
The work shall be performed under the direction of classroom 
teachers and other personnel designated by the district. The 
provisions of subsections (a) and (a.1) and the ~rovisions of 
sections 752, 753 and 754 shall not anply to the work performed 
by vocational education students. 

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

3 

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

The SPEAKEK. On the amendment, the gentleman is 
recognized, the gentleman, Mr. Dempsey. 

Mr. L)EMIISEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, with the increasing emphasis and expansion 

of vo-tech programs across the State, it is becoming 
increasingly difficult, particularly in our d areas, for heads 
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of these programs to locate projects for the students. This 
amendment will allow vwtech students to work on projects in 
their school district by waiving some of the restrictions that 
now apply. 

I would appreciate your affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER On the Dempsey amendment, Mr. Cowell 

is recognized. 
Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment. 
On first glance, the amendment appears to be rather 

innocuous and something that might even be a good idea in 
terms of helping school districts, on the one hand and 
providing a richer educational experience for students. 

The problem is with the drafling of the amendment, not 
with the idea, in my opinion. The problem with the drafling of 
the amendment is that the language before us provides 
absolutely no limits on the amount of work or the type of work 
that a student could perform. In fact, in theory, a student or a 
group of students could build a whole school building under 
the terms of this amendment. Now again. some may like that 
idea. They think perhaps that that is the k s t  way of insuring 
quality work, a safe environment for the students who have to 
come and learn there and the teachers who will have to work 
there. That may or may not be true, but let us recognize that 
the amendment would permit that. The amendment has 
absolutely no limits at all, and I think that is a shortfall or a 
deficiency with the amendment. 

Secondly, the amendment provides no protections for 
students. A student, as part of an instructional progrdm, could 
be told go build the school, go do ths,  go do that kind of 
work in the school building. Again, because there are no limits 
in terms of the nature of the work, the amount of work, the 
land of work, there are no protections for the students 
themselves. 

From the standpoint of tlus legislature, I thnk that we 
should have a primary concern about protecting the interests of 
students, their health and their well-being, even as we may 
choose to provide for another opportunity for somc t p  of 
work experience. I would note that the work experience 
opportunity already exists to some extent, hut the problem, in 
the view of, I think, the maker of the amendment and others 
who support it, is that there are too many restrictions, too 
many limits. But this amendment, as it is kfore  us, will go 
from one extreme to the other - too many restrictions, too 
many limits, to none at all - and I think that is dangerous. I 
think it is wrong. 

There are also no protections then for the taxpayers. If a 
youngster is hurt in tlus land of situation, if there is any kind 
of liability created on the part of the school district because of 
these circumstances that we will permit, the taxpayers may 
well end up paying the bill. So 1 think to protect the student as 
well as to protect the taxpayers in the district, we should k 
working to tighten up this amendment, and I think that many 
of us would be willing to work with Kepresenlativc Dempsey 
in that regard. Hut we need to tighten i t  up to provide the 
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protections for student and taxpayer, and thcn we can proceed 
with a more carefully, more narrowly drafted amendment. 

In the meantime, I would urge that we defeat the 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. t. 

The SPEAKER. l h e  gent lema Mr. Dempsey, for the 
second time. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that the chairman of our 

Education Committee has such little thought of our local 
education people, our school board members, and those who 
are teaching v ~ t e c h  education. If he thinks that those people 
are going to create the problems that he is talking about, thcn 
we had better go back and address the vocational education w 
issue and change the whole vocational education. There is no 
doubt in my mind that the people worlung at the local level 
will know how to treat t h s  program and how to usc t h s  
program as an educational experience. 

As far as liability is concerned, we have students now in 
vwtech ed. They do not seem to be concerned about liability 
at that point because the school canies that kind of insurance. 
So 1 thnk most of the arguments, in fact, all of the arguments 
of Representative Cowcll are nothng but a smokescreen that 
is going to stop our students from having educational 
experiences that they could have by working on these projects. 

I again ,ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Cowell, seek 

recowtion for the second time on the Dempsey amendment? 
Mr. COWELL. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Just quickly in response, Mr. Speaker. 
This is not a question of whether we trust or have 

confidence in our local officials. We give them a tremendous 
amount ofdiscretion, and appropriately so, in this State, but we 
very typically in a variety of laws try to provide protections as 
well, guidelines and protections. In this case, if we are really 
concerned about the interests of the student, not just in terms 
of an instructional experience or a learning experience but also 
to safeguard thcir safety, thcir well-being, and to make sure 
that if somebody is hurt, i f  in some unfortunate situation 
somebody is hurt, the student is adequately protected and there \ 
is no particular reason right now for me or anybody else to k 
assured or certain that the school district typically carries the 
kind of liability insurance that would be necessary for a 
student working in tlus kind of project, because this is an 
extraordinary, very unusual additional authority that we would 
be given. 

So let us just use a little common sense. 1x1 US make sure 
the student is protected. Let us make sure the taxpayer is 
protected. The next time there is a School Code bill, we can 
have a more carefully, narrowly drafted amendment that 
accomplishes ths  purpose, and I think we will all join together 
in enthusiastically supporting it at that time. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

T'he SPEAKER. 'The Chair thankj the gentleman from 
Allegheny and recognirxs the gentleman from Washington. Mr. 
Daley, on the amendment. 

Mr. IIALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 



This is a win-win situation, and certainly Mr. Dempsey's 
amendment deserves support. I would ask for a "yes" vote. 
Thank vou. 
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. I ~ ~ ' S P W K E K .  The gentlelady from Pittsburgh, Barbara 
Hums, is recognized on the Dempsey amendment. 

Ms. HUKNS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am concerned about t h s  amendment. As a past former 

school director in the Pittsburgh city schools, we have done a 
number of  projects involving our students. In fact, there is a 
center that our students built in the Pittsburgh Zoo; it is a 
kscovery center. We do a number of projects in rehabbing 
what we call "three taxing" delinquent properties. When I read 
this "Work to be Done IJnder Contract k t  on Bids," it makes 
me thnk the next thng we will be doing is having them 

Although the maker of this amendment had some good 
ideas here, I think he is really misrepresenting what is going 
on in the schools. 

The workers' compensation that is offered for employees 
that do work on the build~ng or for contractors or 
subcon t rd~ t~r~ ,  they would be covered, hut I do not think the 
students would be covered. I mean, basically what we are 
saying here is an apprentice program, the types of programs 
that are offered through the t rdes .  

I think t h s  amendment has some merit, hut I think it is a 
bad amendment at ths time. 1 a ~ k  for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. l h e  gentleman from Montgomery, George 
Saurman, is recognized on the amendment. 

Mr. SAUKMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the dfferencc between the vutech students 

workng on a job and someone who is worktng as a 
tradesperson after graduation or after dropping out of school is 
prt~bably not even the matter of a year of age of that 
indvidual. 1)ut one of the things that we have to do is to 
prepare our students that are not going on to college, that are 
learning a tradc with some practical application, so that when 
they get out, they can get a job because they know what it is 
they have to do, because they have those skills because they 
have experience. 'lbis is an opportunity for that to happen, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker. we invest in our school districts a 
considerable amount of money in what are known as solicitors. 
Solicitors. to those uninformed in t h s  body, are attorneys. 
Attorneys are there to make sure that the school district is not 
put at a financial dsadvantage, and they are not going to allow 
the school district to take a chance. 7hey will see that the 
school &strict is protected in this land of a program. 

paving parlang lots. 
I do not undcrstand the need for this. Our school system 

has been doing community-based projects with the cooperation 
of our unions and doing many wonderful things that give them 
very real-life experience. 'They are done with our teachers, our 
instructors, and in cooperation with our city and our llrhan 
Kedevelopment Authority. So I do not understand why this bill 
is being ofrered. because many of us are already doing these 
very things lhdl you are speaking to. 

And I would agree with the chairman of the House 
Education Committee that maybe this needs more thought in 
the sense of protection of students who are actually involved 
in some houses and some other projects where they might get 
hurt, as well as clearly making sure that this is not some way 
to undermine the legitimate work that is contracted out to 
professional people doing professional work for school 
districts. 

So in the Pittsburgh school system we are already and have 
been doing these wonderful community service-based projects 
involving our students doing real work, and it is actually done 
in cooperation with our building trades as well as our 
instructors, and it has k e n  working fine. Thank you. 

The SPEAKEK. The gentleman from Lebanon, Mr. Zug, is 
recognirzd on the Dempsey amendment. 

Mr. ZUG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would just like to rise to support the Dempsey 

amendment. 
In Lebanon, when I was on city council, we sold to the 

l ~ b a n o n  vc-tech school six lots so the students could build 
houses, houses that were sold in the city of Lebanon at an 
auction. 1 do not understand why there is not support for 
teaching our students a trade. That is what this amendment 
would do, that is what is going on in some communities, and 
I thlnk this is a wonderful opportunity for our youth. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Hanna, is recognized 
on the Dempsey amendmcnt. 

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 likewise rise to support the Dempsey amendment. 
Meaningid work, of course, is the best teacher, and 1 

believe this amendment provides for that meaninghl work. So 
I would urge my colleagues to vote for the an~endment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amarong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
B i m l i n  
Brown 
Bunt 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. 
Conti 
Cornell 

Dem~sey 
1)ent 

largo 

Farmer 
Fishter 
1:leaglc 
Flick 
Gamble 
G"ib1 
Gerlach 
Gladak 
Godshall 
Hanna 
Harley 
ttasay 
Hennessey 

I. H e m n  
Hemhey 
Hess 
Hutchinroo 
Jadloulec 
Laub 
Lawless 
Im 
l a h  

Lynch 
Mailland 
Mamco 
Mastaod 
Merry 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickat 
Perzel 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Platts 
Rek r  
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Ryan 
Sather 
S a u m n  

Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuter 
S e m l  
Sersfini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Steil 
Stem 
Strinmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tomlinson 
True 
Tulli 
Vaoce 
Vitali 
Waugh 
Woe" 
Wright. M. N. 
zug 
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Acaaa 
Bebko-Jones 
Belsrdi 
Belfaoti 
Bish- 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bums 
Buxto~ 
Csltagirnne 
Cappabiaoca 
Cam 
Camoe 
Cawley 
C-r 
Civera 
Cohen, M 
Colsfella 
Colauu, 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

coy 
curry 
 dale^ 
DeLucs 
-Y 
Dooatus" 
Durham 

Bush 
Butkovilz 

Fajt 
Fee 
F m n  
Ganoon 
George 
Giglidli 
Gordner 
Gnutls 

Gluppo 
Haluska 
Hughes 
Itkin 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 

NAYS-I I0 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosk 
McCall 
McGephao 
McNally 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Nyce 
O'Bne" 
Olare 
Oliver 

Kaiser PeSn 
Kamnic Peirarca 
Kelln Petmne 
Kenney tistells 
King Preston 
Kirkland Raymond 
Krebs Richardson 
Kukwich Riqer 
LaGmtta Rim 
hugh l in  Rcbats 
Ledem Rcbinson 
Lpsswilz Roebuck 
Levdanslry Rwney 

NOT VO'I'ING-0 

Evans Mayemik 

Santoru 
Senmenti 
Slabadi 
Stain 
Steelman 
Sleighoer 
Steiler 
Stish 
Sturla 
S m  
Tanpelti 
Taylor, J. 
nomas 
Tigue 
Trello 
Tnch 
Uliana 
Van Home 
V m  
Washington 
Williams 
womia 
wnght. D. R 
Yaodnswits 
Yewcic 

Dew-=. 
Spealra 

Rudy 

'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? 
Mrs. HARLEY offered the following amendment No. 

A5088: 

appropriate specifications detailing the size and material desired 
in a particular prefabricated unlt, including all utilities such as 
plumbing, heating and ventilating, and electr~cal work. and may 
advertise for a single bid on all the work and award the contract 
therefor to the loweat responsible bidder: Provided, That if due to 
an emergency a school plant or any part thereof becomes unusable t 
competitive bids for repairs or replacement may be solicited from 
at least three responsible bidders, and upon the approval of any of 
these bids by the Secretary of Education, the board of school 
directors may proceed at once to make the necessary repairs or 
replacements in accordance with the terms of said approved bid 
or bids. 

I I .  

Amend Sec. 2. page 2. line 4. by striking out "2" and 
inserting 

1 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizfis 
Representative Harley. 

Mrs. HARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What this amendment does is this simply increases the wst  

of the construction from $10,000 to $25,000. 
What has happened is that it has been a number of years 

since this has been looked at or amended, and this simply just 
looks at basically the cost even of inflation so that this is not 
a large amount of money to increase this. Rut what this does 
is this allows school districts to conduct their own constmction 
at their own expense before they have to put it out to hid. So 
it is really, I believe, just a very practical thing. 

As 1 said, it is not much money. It is just increasing the 
cap before you have to put it out for bid, and it really just 
reflects the Ate of inflation because tlus has not been looked 
at in so many years. 

I would ask for your support on this amendment. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nlegheny, Mr. 
Cowell, is recognizd on the Harley amendment. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by removing the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and for work to be done under contract let on 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the .amendment. 
The $10.000 figure that currently is in law was just recently 

1 

raised from $4,000, only 3 or 4 years ago. I believe it was Act 
bids. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. Section 751(a) of the act, amended May 4, 1990 

(P.L.164, No.38), is amended to read: 
Section 751. Work to be Done Under Contract Let on Bids; 

Exception.-(a) All construction, reconstruction, repairs. 
maintenance or work of any nature, including the introduction of 
plumbing, heating and ventilating, or lighting systems, upon any 
school building or upon any school property. or upon any building 
or portion of a building leased under the provisions of section 
703.1, made by any school district. where the entire cost, value, 
or amount of such construction, recanstruction, repairs, 
maintenance or work, including labor and material, shall exceed 
[ten thousand dollars ($10.000)] twenty-five thousand dollars 
($25.000), shall be done under separate contracts to be entered 
into by such school district with the lowest responsible bidder. 
upon proper terms. after due public notice has been given asking 
for competitive bids. Whenever a board of school directors shall 
approve the use of a prefabricated unit, complete in itself, for a 
school building or other proper structure to be erectedupon school 
property, the board of school directors may have prepared 

38 of 1990 that made that change. The $10,000 figure is 
consistent with all other local government restrictions or caps, 
if you will, and so the Harley amendment would have us treat 
differently school districts in contrast to our boroughs and 
twnships, 

The $10,000 figure, or any figure that we put in there, is t 
there to protect taxpayers. It is to insure that the taxpayers of 
that local entity, that school district or 
municipality, in fact are getting the benefit of a competitive 
bidding process. 

This amendment does far more than the maker of the 
amendment suggested. She suggested that it will allow school 
districts to do their Own work under this cap. Well, it also 
allows them to award contracts under tlus cap. So it is not a 
matter just doing their own work. ney can go out and b 
award a under this amendment for figure up 



- > .  . . 
has cost more and will cost the taxpayers more in thc end and 
their taxes will be raised. So let us be rcally clear about what 
costs taxpayers. What costs taxpayers is when thngs cost most. 
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$24,999 without the benefit of, without the taxpayers having 
the benefit of, a competitive bidding process. 

For those reasons, Mr. Speaker, I urge that we defeat the 
amendment. 

'(he SPEAKliK. 'lhe gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
I'reston. 

Mr. I'KES'TON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also rise to oppose the Itarley amendment. 
I was one of those ones who just rccently raised the limit 

from $4,000 to $10,000. It had not been raised, I think, since 
1981. We had gone through an awful lot of school districts and 
municipalities and a lot of thc boroughs and townshps, and at 
one time, cven in my home county, wc were looking at 
$25,000 and $50,000. We dctermined that to k able to protect 
the taxpayers and also to be ahle to give them a voice still in 
their government as far as responsibility to their respective 
school board districts, that $10,000 was an adequate increase. 
What a lot of people were concerned ahout is, especially in the 
borough that I have, as far as Wilkinsburg was lookng at, that 
the rates were too hgh. It gives a little bit too much authority 
and a lot less accountability as far as thc respective business 
peoplc within the communities and school board members 
possibly k ing  ahle to inappropriately misdrect a certain 
amount of contracts. 

We thought that $10,000 was the appropriate limit. Many 
of you who wcre involved at that time through the Urban 
Affairs and Finance Committees will remember that we 
researched this for quite a bit of time, and it took a long time 
to get the House and the Senate together. It is for that reason 
that I feel that the Harley ,amendment baqically hurts the 
taxpayers. It takcs away ,an awful lot of accountability as far 
as the bid pmedure is concerncd, and therefore. I would ask 
that we would nof support the IIarley amendment to increase 
and to give the school boards too much authority without being 
responsible to the people that elect them. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time, the lady from 
Montgomery. Mrs. Harley, is recognized. 

Mrs. fiAKLEY. Mr. Speaker. I would just like to say that 
what hurts taxpayers is when they have to pay more taxes-that 
is really what huns taxpaycrs in the end-and when we ask 
taxpayers to continue to have to pay for things that rcally are 
not necessary, based on very arbitray limits. Because let us 
Face it, when something has to go out for a competitive bid. it 
costs more money; something that can be done very simply by 
in-house, by pcoplc there on thc property. When you go out 
and you have to go through a hidding process, you get much 
less work for the same amount of dollars, and if you want 
something that costs more monev. that costs uo to $25.000. it 

I would how that everyone ii this room wouldsupport ths  
amendment. 'This is really a reasonable amendment, and as I 
said, i t  rcally just reflects a reasonable amount of money given 
the cost of construction today, and I think anybody here in the 
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construction business would attest to that. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Pistella. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise, regrettably, to oppose the Harley 

amendment, and I do so for the following reason. 
The previous speaker has indicated that the taxpayers suffer 

by unneeded or burdensome processes that we place on local 
government. We in the Local Government Committee have 
been worlung on various pieces of legislation, one of which 
would provide for the ability of local governments to solicit by 
telephone, or as the language in the particular bill refers to, 
using electronic methods, which is really another way of 
saying, allowing them to either (a) fax or to (b) by telephone 
solicit bids for construction ofprojects within aceliain amount. 

My concern is that this particular piece of legislation will 
suddenly carve out for a category of local govemment-in 
panicular, school districts-a way of dealing with this problem 
in a different fashion. That, needless to say, is going to waste 
our time and the taxpayers' money as we undertake trying to 
resolve treating everyone in an equal fashion and leveling the 
playing field. My suggestion is that if the lady is sincere about 
t h s  effofort in undertaking a change, that we look at trying to 
adapt this language to that legislation that is moving through 
the process so she can aclueve a low-cost hid process that 
would be legitimate and have safeguards built in for the 
taxpayers and not unduly burden them. 

I would therefore suggest that unless we then drive local 
governments, such as boroughs, townships, and others, to 
undertake an effoli to raise these limits, we jw defeat this 
amendment and try to address it in another format. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER 711c gentleman from Delaware County, 
Mr. Cannon, on the Harley amendment. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise and ask for a "no" vote for this 

amendment. 
Even though the maker of the amendment says, well, this 

simply increases the limit to $25,000 for which the school 
district can do its own work, it goes further than that. It would 
permit the school district to contract out that work. There is no 
requirement in this amendment that that work be done by the 
school district itself. 'They could let out a contract. But what 
concerns me the most, Mr. Speaker, we could have a major 
construction project for a school being done with substandard 
craft, substandard skills, substandard material. O w  children are 
just too precious to take that risk. 

1 ask for a "no" vote for this amendment. 

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

'Ihe following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-80 

Adolph Fargo Lee S s u m n  
Allen Farmer Leh Saylor 
Argall Pichler I.)nch kkdz 



Armslmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Bimelin 
R w n  
Bunt 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
C o h q  L. I. 
Conti 
Comell 
Dem~sqr  
Dent 
Dm- 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

As& 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfaoti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
&yes 
Burns 
Buxtoo 
Caltagimoe 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Csmoe 
Cawley 
Cesw 
Civna 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colain0 
Corripn 
Covvell 
COY 
c w  
Dsley 
DeLuca 
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Fleagle MYtlaod 
Flick Marsico 
Geist Masland 
Gerlach M i c d e  
Gladock Miller 
Godshall Nailor 
Hanna Nickol 
Harley Penit 
Hasay Phillips 
Hennessry Piccola 
I<erman Pitts 
Henhey Platls 
Hesr Reinad 
Hutchinson Rohrer 
JadloVnec Rubley 
King Ryan 
h u b  Sather 

NAYS-115 
Fee Lucyk 
Freeman Mandenno 
Gamble Markosek 
Gvloon McCall 
George McGeehan 
Giglioni McNally 
Gordner Melio 
~ m i b   men^ 
GNW M ~ C ~ I O ~ ~ C  

Haluska Mihalich 
Hughes Mundy 
ltkin Nyce 
J a m  O'Brieo 
Jmlin Olasl 
Jogphs Oliver 
Kaixr Penel 
Kamnis PeSn 
Keller Pararcs 
Kenney Pamne 
Kidand Pistella 
Krebs Prestoo 
Kukavlch Kaymond 
LaGmtla Reber 
Laughlin Richardson 
Lawless Rieger 
Ledera Ritter 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Steil 
Stem 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, F.. 2. 
TNe 
Tulli 
Vaose 
Vitali 
Waugh 
wnght, M. N. 
Zug 

Santoni 
Scnmenti 
SLlbnck 
Slain 
Steelmn 
Steighner 
Sletler 
Stish 
Shlrla 
Sum.? 
Taogrdti 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinwn 
Trello 
Trich 
Ulians 
Vao Home 
Veon 
Washingtoo 
Williams 
Wagan 
wnght. D. R 
Yandrisevils 
Yewic 
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Amend Rill, pagc 2, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. The definition of "textbooks" in section 923-A(b) 

of the act, amended July 18. 1974 (P.L.475. No.169). is amended 
to read: 

Section 923-A. I-aan o f  Textbooks, Instructional Materials 
and Equipment, Nunpublic School Children.-* ' ' 

(b) Definitloos. The following terms, whenever used or 
roferred to in this section, shall have the following meanings, 
except in those circumstances where the context clearly indicates 
otherwise: * * *  

"Textbooks" nieans books, workbooks. including reusable 
and n ~ n - r c u j a b l c  udrkh.,.!ks. y t tc l l~t< r l 1 . ; h c s - - ; a n d ~ < n ! 1 ; 1 1  
s) . tqdncnlc  i.>r ~ h c _ r ~ ~ q I ~ ~ ~ ~ . a _ n r l  iclccasl ~ ~ I ' s a l z I l ~ l < ! ~ ; l n s ~ ~ ~ l i i h , n ,  
and manuals. wl~cthcr htluud d r  In I~useledf  form. lntenrleri fur usc 
a s  a principal source o f  study material for a given class or group 
of students, a copy of which is expected to be available for the 
individual use o f  each pupil in such class or group. Such 
textbooks shall be textbooks which are acceptable for use in any 
public, elementary, or secondary school o f  the Commonwealth. * * *  

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

D e d y  Lescovitz Kobinvln 
Donatucci k d a n s k y  Roebuck DeWepsp, 
M a m  1,loyd Rmney Speaker 
Fail 

NOT VOTING-2 
Roberts W-iak 

EXCUSED-5 

Bush Evans Mayemik K ~ Y  
Butkovitz 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the gentleman is 
recognized, Mr. Geist. 

Mr. GEIST. Thmk you, Mr. Speaker. 
These amendments are technical in nature. 
At the time we wrote the laws in the General Assembly, 

nobody ever talked about satellite dishes or fiber-optic hookups 
or electronic classmms, and this t echca l  languagc goes at 
cleaning up our process of provimng for both public and 
private schools in the textbook area. 

I would urge an afiirmative vote on these amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, is recognized 

on the Geist amendment. 
Mr. COWELL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Soeakcr. I aeree with the oumose of Mr. Geist in r~~ , - . . 

offering this amendment and the next one that will follow. It 
is important that we bring these definitions in the law into the 
21st centuw. I think that the technical chanee that he wants to - 
make is a reasonable change. 

I am concerned about the fiscal implications, and I want to 
put that on the record, because what we do under other 
sections of the law that we are not amending right now is to 
require the Secretary of Education to provide certain kinds of 
assistance, and in broadening these definitions, we are getting 
into what some people believe will be far more expensive, or t 

relatively more expensive, items that the Secretary is obligated 
to provide to the students who are affected by this section of 
the law. 

Amend Title, page 1. line 6 ,  by removing the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and for loans o f  certain equipment relating to 
nonpublic school children. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree the On third 
Mr. GE'sr Offered the amendment No' 

X number of dollars per student. t 
l think that it is going to be dillicult for the Secretary to 

provide the expanded kind of equipment and learning 

Additionally, the Secretary, nonetheless, is required to make 
these provisions within certain fiscal constraints that we 
establish in the law, not just through our budget but through 
other sections of the School Code that limit these provisions to 
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oppottunities that Mr. Geist's amendment will orovide for. I I Curry Kenney Reber Waugh . . 
thnk that we are going to have to revisit these issues from a 
fiscal standpoint. But in the meantime, I do support his 
amendment. 

Mr. (iE1S.T. 'Thank you very much. 
Mr. Speaker, may I he recognizd for the second time? 
The SPEAKIR. The gentleman is in order, and the 

gentleman is recognized for the second time? Or was that an 
interrogation? 

Mr. (iEISI'. Second. 
I h e  SI'I',AKF,R. 'lhe Chair thanks the gentleman. t le may 

proceed. 
Mr. (;lilSI'. Thank you, Mr. Spzaker. 
1, tw ,  agree with Representative Cowell's assessment as to 

cost. That was taken into consideration during the drafting of 
these. The very important thing here, once again, is to change 
the language, the technical language, so that we do take old 
laws into the present time and m a y k  allow for future 
education. 

I also agree that when and if it becomes a cost item, then 
we have to revisit it here on the floor of the House. But I 
would urgc a "yes" vote. 'lhank you. 

On thc question recumn~,  
Will the-House agree to;he amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amstrung 
Hakcr 
Harley 
Battlsto 
Bchk,,-Jones 
Helard, 
Helfantn 
Bsrmelin 
Bishop 
Hlaurn 
Hoyes 
Brown 
bunt 
Hums 
Calta@rosc 
Cappabanca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwck 
Clvera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cuhm, I.. I ,  
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corngan 
Cowell 
COY 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Ftchtrr 
1:Ieagle 
I:lsck 
tzreernan 
Ciamhte 
(;annun 
(;cis1 
(;eorpe 
(icrlach 
(7igltottl 
Gladeck 
(;&hall 
(iordnsr 
(jm817e 
c ; m p  
Haluska 
Hanna 
llarley 
Hasay 
Hcnnesq 
Hemn 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkm 
Jadlowlec 
James 
Jaroltn 
Josephs 
Kaixr  
Kasunic 
Keller 

Daley 
DeLuca 
Dew- 
Dent 
I>emody 
Donatucn 
D N E ~  
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovrch 
l~GNtta 
hub 
Laughlin 
Iawless 
Lederer 
I r e  
Leh 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Rime, 
Roberts 
Rcbinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rmney 
Rubley 
Ryan 

NAYS-6 

willFm 
Wogao 
Wcmuak 
Wright, D. R 
wnghl, M. N. 
Yaadnsevlts 
YW"C 
zug 

Acorn Lloyd Trello Waslington 
Buxton Scrimenti 

NOT VOTING-I 

Phillips 

Bush Evans Msyemik Rudy 
Butkovitz 

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

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

amended? 
YEAS-I90 I Mr. GEIS.1' offered the following amendment No. A0355: 

I s ~ o ~ t z  
lrvdaoslty 
1.ucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Mandenno 
Markowk 
Mamco 
Masland 
McCall 
McGcehan 
McNslly 
Melto 

M w  
Mtchlovlc 
Mico~zie 
Mihallch 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Bcieo 
Olasl 
Oliver 
Peml 
Pesci 
Pelrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Rccola 
Rstella 
Rtts 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 

Santoni 
Salhcr 
S a u m n  
Saylor 
Scheel? 
Schuler 
Sernmel 
Serafini 
Srntth, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, I ) .  W 
Staback 
Stain 
Stwlman 
Steighoer 
Stnl 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strillmattar 
Slurla 
Sum 
'Tanpelti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
'Thomas 
Tigue 
Tornlinsoo 
T"ch 
Tlue 
Tulli 
llliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vilali 

Amend Title, page I, line 6. by removing the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and for loans of certain equipment relating to 
nonpublic school children. 

Amend U111, page 2, by inserting behveen lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. Section 923-A(b) of the act, added July 12, 1972 

(P.L.863, No.195) is amended to read: 
Section 923-4. Loan of Textbooks, Instructional Materials 

and Equipment, Nonpublic School Children.-* * 
(b) Definitions. The following terms, whenever used or 

referred to in this section, shall have the following meanings. 
except in those circumstances where the context clearly indicates 
otherwise: 

"Instructional equipment" means instructional equipment, 
other than fixtures annexed to and forming part of the real estate, 
which is suitable for and to be used by children andlor teachers. 
The term includes but is not limited to projection equipment, 
recording equipment, satellite dishes and all essential components 
for the recept~on and telecast of satellite transmission, laboratory 
equipment. and any other educational secular, neutral, non- 
ideological equipment as may be of benefit to the instruction of 
nonpublic school children and are presently or hereafter provided 
far public school children of the Commonwealth. 

t * .  

Amend Sec. 2, page 2. line 4, by striking out "7." and 
inserting 

3 

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

'The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Geist is 
recognized. 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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This is basically exactly the same language, and I would 
urge a "yes" vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, is recognized 
on the Geist amendment. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, would urge a "yes" vote o n  this Geis t  amendment. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the  gent leman from 

Pittsburgh. 

On the ques t ion  recuning, 
Wi l l  the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Awlla 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Annstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Battido 
Bebko-Jones 
Belfanti 
B iml i a  
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Boyes 
Bmwo 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Calta%lrone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
C- 
Chadulck 
Civns 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colavvo 
Conti 
Camell 
Corngao 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuea 
Dempse~ 
Dent 
Dermdy 
Donatus6 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichler 
Eleagle 
Flick 
Fresman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gdst 
Gmrge 
Gerlsch 
Oiglidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G m i b  
G ~ P P ~  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
HRrnan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hulchinsan 
ltkin 
Jsdlowiec 
James 
Iamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kaanic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
KirWand 
Krebs 
Kukovish 
I.a<iro(ta 
h u b  
laughlin 
lawless 
Lederer 
l a e  
Leh 
Lescovitz 

Levdansky 
Luqk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderina 
Markosek 
Mamco 
Masland 
McCall 
McCeehan 
MsNally 
Melia 
Merry 
Mishlovic 
Micome 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nyce 
0'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Penel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Pelmne 
Patit 
Pbllips 
Piccola 
Rstella 
Rtts 
Platts 
P&OO 
Kaymond 
Reber 
RRnard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Kilter 
Roberts 
R0bi"So" 
Roebuck 
Kohrer 
Kooney 
Kuhley 
Ryan 
Santoni 

NAYS-?. 

Lloyd Scnmentl 

Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
Sch& 
Schuler 
s o m e l  
Sersfiri 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Skighner 
StRl 
Stem 
Staler 
Stish 
Stnumatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. I.. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
T i p e  
Todinson 
Trello 
Tnch 
True 
'Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Vitali 
Wash~ngton 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, I). R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandnwvlts 
Yewcic 
ZU% 

IkWeese, 
Speaker 
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-1 N O T  VOTMG-I 

Bush Evans Mayernik Rudy 
Butkavitz 

The question was determined i n  the affirmative, and the  

amendment  was agreed to. 

On the question recuning, 
Will the House agree to the  hill on t h r d  considerat ion as 

amended? W! 
Mr. LAWLESS offered the  following amendment  No. 

A0558: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 6, by  removing the period after  
"records" and  inserting 

; and  prowding  for access  t o  personnel  files 
by boards o f  schaa l  directors. 

Amend Bill, page 2,  by i n se r t~ng  between lines 3 and  4 
Section 2. The act is amended by addlng  a section to read: 
Section 528. Access  10 Personnel Files.-The board of 

school directors shall a t  al l  tlmes have r ~ n h t  o f  access  to the 
personnel  files o f  all school district e m ~ l o y e s .  

Amend S e c  2, page 2, line 4, by  striking out  "2" and 
inserting 

3 

I On the  question, 

Will the  House agree t o  the  amendment?  

The SPEAKER. On the  amendment, thc  Cha i r  r e c o g n i ~ e s  

t he  gentleman, Mr. Lawless.  

The gentleman's  remarks have  been  abbreviated. 

I On the  question recurring, 

Will the  House agree t o  the amendment?  

1 The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Behko-Jones 
Belar& 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Csltakmne 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
GRst 
George 
Gerlash 
Giglidti 
Gladcck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruila 
Cimpp, 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harloi 

Lloyd 
Luyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
Mamm 
Masland 
McCall 
McGeehan 
MsNally 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
M i s e e  
Mihal~ch 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nlskol 

Sather 
Saurman 
Saylor 
S c h e  
Schuler 
Scnmenti 
Sm"d 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. b 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
s t a l  
Stem 
Steller 
Stish 
Strittmatter 

Cappabiansa Hasay Nyce Sturla 
Cam Hennessey O'Brien Surra 
Carone H e m n  Olaz  Tangretti 
Cawley Hershey Oliver Taylor. E. Z 
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Cessar Hess 
Chadw~ck llughrs 
Civera Hutchtnwo 
Clark Itkin 
C l p r  Jadlowec 
Cohcn, L. I. Jams 
Cohen, M. Jarolin 
Colafella Josephs 
Colaimo Kaiser 
Conti Kasunnc 
Comell Keller 

Perzel Taylor, I. 
Pesi Thomas 
Petrarca I'igue 
Petmoe Todinson 
Pettit Trello 
Phillips .I'm= 
Rccola Tulli 
Rslella llliana 
Rtts Vance 
Platts Van Home 
Reston Veon 

Corngan Kenney Raymond V~tall 
Cowell K~ng Reber Washtnyon 
Cov K~rkland R a n d  Waueh 
Curry 
Ilaley 
I)eLuca 

following the last notification of intent to strike. Upon receipt of 
the notification of intent to strike, the superintendent, executive 
d~rector or the director may cancel school for the effective date of 
the strike. A decision to cancel school may, however, be 
withdrawn by the superintendent, executive director or the 
drrector. Any subsequent change of  intents to strike shall not 
affect the decision to cancel school on the day of the intended 
s tr~ke.  For the purposes of this article, the decision to cancel 
school on the day of the intended strike shall not be considered a 
lockout.] 

Section 3. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
SI .~I~%D& lL02.A. ('c,st-Oi-l.tvmu Increase-(a) Allr.rnploye 

j$!;rr~c.?. shall hu !r.,/en cffrcttve at the exrr!ratton 01' those 
L L I ~ L I I V L .  h d r g ~ l n l n g . ~ g r < < ~ e n t s  exlstlng nn the eil'ect~ve datl: d i  

I this section, 

Ilemow Laub Robrrts Wnzht. D. R 1 dunne Marc . , 
Dent 
Ilemdy 

1,aughltn 
Lawless 

Robinson 
Rebuck 

Donatucc~ l ulerrr Rohrer Yewnc as publlsnea DV the bureau or L 

Druce I =  Koonw ZUP I Department-, " ~ 

(bi In lieu of negotiated salary and wage increases, 
employes shall receive a cost-of-living increase adiusted allnually 

h at a rate equal to the average rrercentaae change in 
the All-Urban Consumer Price Index for the Pittsburgh, 
Philadelphia and Scranton standard metropolitan statistical areas . . . . . . . - -. abor Statistics of the United States 

ot Labor, or any successor agency. occurring in the 
p r ~ a r  calendar year. The base year shall be 1992. The averane 
shall be calculated and certified by the Secretary of Revenue 

~iirchild Levdansky Santoni Speaker 
Fajt 

NAYS-0 

N U I '  V0'I'INC;-2 

Freeman Tnch 

EXCUSEIS5 

Hush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Hutkovrtl 

' lhe questton was determined in thc affirmative, and the 
amendment was agreed to 

O n  the question rccumng, 
Will the House agree to the bill on t h r d  consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. CLAKK offered the following amcndment No. A0854: 

Atuend L'itle. page 1, line 6, by removing the period after 
"records" and insert in^ ~~~- 

and for collective bargaining; and making 
repeals. 

Atnrnd Hill, page 2, line 4, by str~king out all of said line 
and inserting 

Sectton 2. The defin~tion of "strike" m sectiun 1101-A of  
the act, added July 9. 1992 (P.L.403, N0.88). is amended to read: 

Section 11 01-A. Deftnittons.-When used in this article, the 
following words and phrases shall have the folluwiog meanings: * * .  

"Strtke" shall mean concerted action in failing to report for 
duty, the wilful absence from one's position, the stoppage ofwork. 
slowdown or the abstinence, in whole or in part, from the full, 
faithful and proper performance of the dutics of enlployment for 
the purpose of inducing, influencing or coercing a change in the 
conditions or colnpensatlon or the rights, privtleges or obligations 
of employment. /The employe urganlzatiun having called a strike 
once and unilaterally returned to wnrk may only call a lawful 
stnke once more during thc school year. A written notice of the 
tntent to strike shall he del~vered by the employe organization to 
the supertntandrnt, onecutlve d~rector or the director no later than 
fnrty-ctght (48) hours prtilt- tu the cclmmencement o f  any strike, 
and ntr s t r~kc  may occur sooner than fc~rty-e~ght (48) hours 

a~lrllnr. thr. pe_rcr.nlaue Incrcse lp c a ~ h  a i  the thrr.r. 
r!Jlnr hy three t31.The calculatto.n anJ resultmu ncw 
M t s h c d  as a nol~ce p the I'ennsvlvyjn~a Rullel~n 
h. lath annual Inirenw pabahle under tht> iecllon - .. 

shall not exc . . -. .eeJ t11rr.e per uciltum (3%) .  -. 
F c,>sI-J~-!I\ inn ~ ~ ~ . r e a s e ~ ~ ) v t J ~ . d  for m s u h s r . c t ~ ~ , ~ ~  ." .!... ... . of any rncrlt i ~ m ~ e n s a t ~ o n  p a d  b? a 

Section 4. Sect,, 
July 9, 1992 (P.L.402 

emploves. 
Jns 11 12-A and 1125-A(m) ofthe act, added 
i. Na.88). are amended to read: 

Sectian 11 12-A. Matters of Inherent Managerial 
Policy.-Employers shall not be required to bargain over matters 
of inherent managerial policy. Those matters shall include, but 
shall not be limited to, such areas of discretion or policy a s  the 
functions and oroxrams of the emolover. standards of services, its 
overall budget, Gtilizatron of iec&ology. the organizational 
structure and selection and direction of personnel. Employers. 
however, shall be required to meet and discuss on policy matters 
affecting [wages,] hours and terms and conditions of employment 
as well as the impact thereon upon request by employe 
representatives. 

Section 11 25-A. Final Best-Offer Arbitration.-* * 
[(m) If the employer or the employe organization rejects the 

determination of the majority of the arbitrators: 
( I )  The employe organization may initiate a legal strike or 

resume a legal strike initiated prior to submission to final best- 
offer arbitration. 

(2) The employer may hlre substitutes as provided under 
subsection (b) of section 1172-A. 

(3) The employer may initiate a legal lockout or resume a 
legal lockout initiated prior to submission to final best-offer 
arbitration.] 

Section 5. The heading of subdivision (d) of Article XI-A 
of the act, added July 9, 1992 (P.L.403, No.88), is amended to 
read: 

(d) Strikes [and Lockouts]. 
Section 6. Section 1131-A of the act, added July 9. 1992 

(P.1..403. No.88). is amended to read: 
[Section 1131-A. Strlkes Prohibited in Certain 

Circumstances-A strike must cease where the parties request 
fact-finding for the durat~on of the fact-finding. A strike must end 
wherc the parties agree to arbitration. Strikes are prohibited: 

(1) During the period of up to ten (10) days provided for 
under sectlon 1125-A(a). 

(2) Iluring final best-offer arbitration. including the period 
of  up to ten (10) days after receipt of the determination of the 
arbitrators during which the governing body of the school entity 
may consider the determination. 
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(3) When the arbitrators' determination becomes final and I entire thine, but included in the text is language that says, 
binding.] 

Section 1131-A. Strikes Prohibited.-Strikes bv employes 
are hereby orohibited. 

Section 7. Sections 1132-A and 1172-A of the act are 
repealed. 

Section 8.  (a) The act of July 23, 1970 (P.L.563. No.195). 
known as the Public Employe Relations Act, is repealed insofar 
as it is inconsistent with this act. 

(b) All other acts and parts of acts are repealed insafar as 
they are inconsistent with this act. 

Section 9. This act shall take effect as follows: 
( I )  The amendment or addition of sections 518 and 

1102-A of the act shall take effect immediately. 
(2) Thls section shall take effect immediately. 
(3) The remainder of this act shall take effect July 

1, 1994. 

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

'The SPEAKER. On the amendment, Mr. Clark is 
recog~zed.  

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, today I am here to offer an 
amendment to FIB 1245 which I believe will accomplish a 
number of goals. 

Briefly, first, this amendment to the hill would prolubit 
teacher strikes; second, it would provide for an across-the- 
board cost-of-living increase capped at 3 percent to begin at 
the expiration of any current collective-bargai~ng agreements; 
and third, it would authoriz and pennit school districts to 
provide additional compcnsation to individual employees on a 
merit basis. 

The cost-of-living adjustment is to guarantee teachers an 
increase in salary so as to stay in line with rising costs, and it 
is also patterned afler the cost-of-living adjustments which the 
legislature recently provided to our judges and district justices. 
The cost-of-living increase is capped at 3 percent; however, 
there exists additional merit pay to individual teachers who the 
school district deems are worthy. 

I would appreciate the House'ssupport for thts amendment. 
mank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes Mr. Cowell from Allegheny County. 

Mr. COWELL,. 'Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, part of this discussion is about the issue of 

school strikes, and I tlunk it is important to note that in the 
view of the Pennsylvatud School Boards Association, relatively 
recent changes that this legislature made to the law that we 
have called Act 195 have had a positive impact on the issue of 
school strikes in I'ennqylvania. 

Many of you-in fact. I think every member of the 
legislature-received a report last November published by the 
l'ennsylvania School Boards Association wherein the 
association reported on the impact of Act 88 and noted 
favorably the impact of that relatively new law. More recently, 
in the February 1994 edition of the Pennsylvania School 
Boards Association Bulletin, they again reported on Act 88, 
and the headline article, if you have had a chance to read it, 
says, "Act 88 helping to pmmote settlements, cut school 
strikes." and in that article, and I certainly will not read the 

" lhe  ~ e n n ~ ~ l v a n i a  School Boards ~ssoc ia t ion  which actively 
supported enactment of the legislation, believes that the law is 
fulfilling its objectives. We are pleased to take this opportunity 
to provide a progress report on Act 88, evaluating its 
performance after more than a full ycar of operation and 
examining the charges of its critics." 

In that report, the PSRA notes that in the school year 1991- 
92, the last full school year prior to the enactment of Act 88, 
there were 36 teacher strikes in Pennsylvania. In contrast, last 
year, 1992-93, the first full year living under Act 88, that 
figure was cut by better than half. Last year, there were 17 
school strikes in Pennsylvania, and this year to date, I believe t 
it is 13 school districts that have experienced strikes. 

In the view of the PSBA, the law is working. In the view 
of the PSBA, we did make significant improvemcnts, and if 
you would read more of the article, you would also learn that 
even where strikes have occurred, they have tended to be 
shorter strikes, and, of course, a .  members know, we have 
outlawed selective strikes, a strike for a tool, if you will, that 
so many of us consider to hc so terribly abusive of kids and 
their parents. So as a result of changcs that this legislature 
appmved only a couple of years ago, we hdve in this State 
fewer strikes, we have shorter strikes, and we hdve no selective 
strikes. 

I recognize, of course, that if a strike occurs in your 
backyard, if children - your children or constituents' childrcn 
- are affected, then there is indeed a crisis and there is a 
tendency for each of us to want to step forward and try to do 
something more. But I remind you that we have to hc cautious 
about how we step forward and fair about what we propose to 
do. 

We can be particularly proud in t h s  legislature, hecause 
those of us who wen: here over the last couple of years made 
changes and improvements that our predecessors could not 
accomplish for more than 20 years. We were able to do that 
because Kepublicans and Democrats in the House and Senate 
together came together and agreed to a consensus document 
that has been proven now to have a positive effect. 

'The amendment before us would have us go further. I am 
not suggesting that the current law is perfect. I am not 
suggesting and I do not believe that it is the end of the lands 
of changes that wc ought to make. 1 believe that there is and 
there will continue to he in this House and in the Scnate very 
active considerdtion of other changes. For instance, we have 
some members of t h s  Housc and some members of the Senate t 

who are aslang that we seriously consider the concept of a ~ statewide contract, that we outlaw strikes or at least remove the 
possibility of local strikes in 501 school districts and instead 
address the issue of salary and benefits as part of a statewide 
contract - a radcal change from what we currently have; 

, perhaps the appwdch that we ought to use if we are also 
I willing to ask and answer tough questions like who gcts to 

decide, and who will pay the bill, and how will we pay or how 
, will we raise the money to p y  the bill? 
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Othcrs have su%este&and tlus is an opinion I have agreed I The SPEAKER It is under lule 4, the equal protection and -- 
with for about 10 years-that we ought to eliminate strikes once 
and for all and that we can do that by replacing strikes and 
local collective bargaining as we know it today with last-best- 
offcr binhng arbitration; if we are serious about keeping kids 
in school and we want to eliminate strikes completely, use last- 
best-offer binding arbitration. But clearly there is not a 
consensus about that as well, and I would suggest to you that 
there certainly is not any kind of a consensus about the 
proposal that Mr. Clark brings before us today. Tlus idea has 
not had the benefit of a broad discussion, an indepth 
discussion, in this House and in t h s  legislature and among the 
general public. It does appear to provide an answer, but I 
believe it is an inappropriate answer. In fact, I believe it is an 
answer that is unconstitutional. 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I do want to raise the issue of 
constitutionality on the Clark amendment, and I would argue 
that that amendment, because i t  would impose an arbitrary 
wage free72 on all school employees in this Commonwealth, 
violates those provisions of the t'ennsylvania and Federal 
Constitutions that deal with equal prolection and due process. 

It arhitrcly would impose a wage frccr~,  and we would 
treat school employees unlike all other public employees and 
unlike all other employees or workers lhroughout this State. 
There is no constitutionally permitted basis for us to do that. 
We cannot simply pick on school employees, those who work 
for school d~stricts, be they teachers or the janitor in that 
district, and say, we arc going to freeze your wages. And even 
though there is other langwagc here that then provides for some 
other kind of recourse, where we go to these arbitrarily 
decided, permanent, uniform costuf-living increases, we 
would, with this amendment, unconstitutionally freeze the 
wages of a small group, a relatively small group of employees 
in ths  State, because they happen to be public employees and 
because they happcn to work for school districts. As politically 
popular a~ that might seem to be, it is unconstitutional, it is 
morally wrong, it is legally wrong. 

I would urge that wc declare tlus amendment 

due process clauses of the Constitution. 
Members are only recognized one time on constitutionality. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, we have been dealing with 

issues on local government and strikes, and in particular, with 
teachers, for a number of years, in association with the agency 
shop argument, and never once have any of those provisions 
been called unconstitutional. In fact, we gave the educators of 
this State the right to strike many years ago, and we did that 
without amending our Constitution. 

Tlus bill is not a wage freeze by any means. There is a 
rational basis here to determine that my amendment is in fact 
a rational way to limit school strikes because of the imbalance 
of power between schoolteachers versus the education of our 
students. 

The equal protection clause and due process is a very broad 
umbrella part of the amendment, and I believe that the specific 
parts of our Pennsylvania Constitution should ovenide the 
more general, and our Constitution reads that "The General 
Assembly shall provide for the maintenance and support of a 
thorough and efficient system of public education to serve the 
needs of the Commonwealth." School strikes hinder our duty 
to provide a thorough and effective system of public education. 

These school strikes cause a great deal of dis~pt ion in our 
communities. One strike is one strike too many if you look at 
our children, our parents, our families, and our communities. 
To strike afler strike after strike permanently alters a school 
year. School years now begin on October 6 and run to June 30 
of the next year. School strikes once had a place in our 
bargaining system but now are dinosaurs on our landscape and 
should be made extinct. 

'Today teachers' salaries are on par with other professions. 
They have starting salarics ranging from $25,000 to $32,000. 
They have job security with tenure. They have- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intempts the gentleman. 'The 
gentleman will please maintain his focus on the 

1 constitutionality of the amendment. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I am speaking and relating 

those remarks to the specific provisions of the State 
Constitution which impose a duty on the General Assembly to 
" ... nmvide for the maintenance and suo~ort of a thoroueh and 

unconstitutional. 
Ihe SPEAKER. 'lhe gent lemq Mr. Cowell, from 

Allegheny raises the point of constitutionality on the Clark 

On the question, 
Will the House 

amendmcnt? 

. . - 
efficient system of public educatio n,..." and in order to fulfill 
that mandate specifically stated in our Constitution, we must 
,iterate some of these wints, your indulgence is appreciated, 

amendment. 
The Speaker, under mle 4, is required to submit the 

question affecting the constitutionality of an amendment to the 
House for a decision. 'i'he Chair now docs that. 

'The SI'k:AKk:R. 'I 

- . . 
Thank you. 

Travel sabbaticals, 3-month vacations to relax and become 
rejuvenated during the summer months, excellent health 
benefits, pleasant working surroundings, and less than average 

sustain ,he constitutionality of the 

'he Chair recogni?rs the gentleman, Mr. 
Clark, on the issuc of constitutionality. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Spcaker, could you clarify what sections 
of the Constitution Representative Cowell has cited? 

workday -hours - these were not the conditions that existed 
when our educators were rightfully given that right to strike 
many years ago. With all those benefits, strikes continue to 
cause harm to the quality of education of our children and 
those strikes are causing trauma to parents, families, and our 
education system. 

That is why I think this amendment is constitutional. That 
is why I think this Commonwealth is better served without 
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school strikes. I believe there are provisions in that amendment 
to provide more than adequate compensation, and I believe that 
one strike is too many and in violation of our duty under the 
specific language of the Pennsylvania Constitution. Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INOUIRIES 

workers. in the urban areas the security guards - all of these 
people are lumped into this amendment. It is not fair. It is not 
constitutional. 

Mr. Speaker, in my committee we have legislation which 
I have held at the hehest of members from both sides of this 
aisle, to see whether or not Act 88 was going to be successful. 
It has been successful. But if this Ilouse is determined to end 

The ~ ~ SPEAKER .~ The gentleman,- Mr. Schder, on I the practice of teachers strikes, just let me know, and we will 
constitutionality. 

Mr. SCHULER. Thank you. Mr. Speaker I kick out legislation that will require last-bestoffer binding 
arbitration much like the d i c e  have under the Uniform Fire 

thing on a Tuesday. 
The SPEAKER. On page 7 of our blue book of rules, at the 

top, under rule 4, starting on the third sentence, "Questions 
involving the constitutionality of any matters shall be decided 
by the House. On questions of order there shall be no debate 
except on an appeal from the decision of the Speaker or on 
reference of a question by him to the House. In either case, no 
member shall speak more than once except by leave of the 
House." 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you. 
I will come up for further tutoring at sidebar. 

The SPEAKER The gentlema Mr. Belfanti, is recognized 
on constitutionality of the Clark amendment. 

Mr. BELFANTI. 7hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I concur with the gentleman, Representative 

Cowell, that this is at best unconstitutional. 
Since such wide latitude was allowed to the maker of the 

amendment. I would like to just very briefly remind the 
members that the employees that we are talking about today 
are not limited to schoolteachers. You would be cutting off any 
form of redress for a negotiated settlement for janitors. They 
Q not get a 3-month sabbatical or a I-year sabbatical and 3 
months off. The cleaning people, the busdrivers, the cafeteria 

Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The The gentleman will please 'late his point. 
Mr. SCHULER. Mr. Speaker, would it be proper at this 

time to ask for the amendment to be divided? 
The SPEAKER. Not at this juncture, not during the debate 

on constitutionality. Nothing is in order but the debate on 
whether this Clark amendment is constitutional or is not 
constitutional. 

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

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Ryan is recognized. 
Mr. RYAN. Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point. 
M ~ .  RYAN, would the speaker state his source for his 

ruling that debate is restricted to one time? yeah, I knew you 
were going to do that, but I a u l d  not find it in our rule book, 
and I am curious as to where the parliamentarian found that. 
I knew he did- 

ne SPEAKER ne gentleman is in order to make the 
interrogatory. 

Mr. RYAN. -because you not have found such a 
not unconstitutional. 

As far as whether this violates the, I guess the maker of the 
motion is saying the 14th Amendment, due process, equal 
protection, under the U.S. Constitution, I would just state very 
shortly that there is no merit whatsoever in that, and I would 
be surprised if any attorney would say that there is, but then 
there are always attorneys that will give you both sides of the 
issue. 

Although I am rising to support the constitutionality, I will 
look forward to eventually voting against this amendment, 
probably on much different grounds, on a much different basis, 
than Mr. Cowell, but I think on the question of 
constitutionality, this is not an issue, and if we want to make 
a sham, a real sham, out of questions of constitutionality, then 
this is one where we can do it. We can easily declare it 
unconstitutional, avoid the melits, avoid the issue, and pretend 
that we have dealt with it. 

This amendment is constitutional, and I urge you to vote 
for its constitutionality. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Ixe, on 
constitutionality. 

Mr. LEE. ' b n k  you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to recommend that the House find this w. 

amendment tobe constitutional. I, like Representative Masland, 

and Panic Act. If you do not want strikes, we will give you a 
bill to vote on, but this is an unfair amendment, and it should 
be voted as being unconstitutional,  hank you, k~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Masland, is 
recognized on constitutionality, 

Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in suppolt of the constitutionality of tlus amendment. 
As I look at the Pennsylvania Constitution, I see, as has 

been noted, that it is our duty, the duty of the General 
Assembly. to "...provide for the maintenance and support of a 
thorough and efficient system of public education to serve the 
needs of the Commonwealth." Now, it may be debatable as to 
whether or not this particular amendment on its merits will 
ultimately meet that purpose, but I do not believe that it is 
debatable that that is the intent of the amendment and that 
therefore the intent of the amendment is purely constitutional. 

I would point out for the House that before we had Act 
195, before we did all that-and I am looking at a copy of Title 
24, the Education Code-this General Assembly used to set 
minimum salaries. We used to have a salary scale for teachers. 
Was that unconstitutional? Well, if that was unconstitutional, 
then maybe this is, but I would suggest to you that that was 
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plan to be voting against tlus amendment. Rut I think we have 
to watch ourselves a little bit here, because as we have done 
in the past, it gets a bit confusing to thc voters if we take a 
vote on this issue and some of us say, well, we think it is 
constitutional, and it goes down on constitutional grounds. 
Well, people will think we were for getting rid of school 
strikes, thngs like that. I know Representative McNally had a 
problem one time like that. 

Let us get past t h s  issue. Clearly, this is constitutional. We 
have done it before. It has never been held to be 
unconstitutional. 'Therefore, let us get past this issue, vote it to 
be constitutional, and then let us get on to the merits of the 
issue. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKRR. On constitutionality, the gentleman, Mr. 
Cowell. 

Mr. COWli1,L. ?hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
'Ihe SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield momentarily. 
The gentleman is disallowed from speaking because he has 

already spoken on one occasion. 
Mr. COWEI.1,. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. COWEL.L,. Mr. Speaker, if I recall correctly, I was 

speaking to the Clark amendment initially. I have not spoken 
subsequent to making the motion that it was unconstitutional. 

'The SPEAKER. The Parliamentarian advises me that the 
chairman from Allegheny County made the motion and then 
continued to speak. It was an abbreviated comment, but you 
did speak. 

Mr. COWEL.1,. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman for his 

understanding and cooperation. 
On the question of constitutionality, those who believe this 

to be constitutional will vote "aye"; those who believe it to be 
unconstitutional will vote "no." 

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

amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-106 
Adolph Fajt Lawless Kohrer 
Allen Fargn Lee Kuhley 
Argall Farmer Leh Ryan 
Armstrong Pichter I~vdansky Sather 
Baker Fleagle Lynch Saurman 
Barley Flick Maitland Saylor 
Birmelin Gamble Mandenno S c h e  
Blaum C.ks Markosek Schuler 
B r o u ~ ~  Cierlach Marsico Semmel 
Hunt Cladeck Masland Serafini 
Carone Godshall Merry Smith, S. H. 
Cawley Gordner Micome Snyder. D. W. 
Cessar Haluska Miller Steil 
Chadwnsk Hanna Nallar Stem 
Clvera Harley Nickol Stcittmatlcr 
(:lark llasay Nyce TangMti 
Clymer Hennesrey O l a e  Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohm. I.. 1. Herman Peml Tigue 
Conti Hershey I'~4tit Tomltnson 

I cornell Hess Phillips Trw 
Dehca  Hutchinsan Piscol~ Tulli 
Dem~ssy 
Dent 
D N E ~  
Durham 

Ace* 
Bani* 
Bpbko-Jones 
klerdi 
Bplfanti 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Bums 
Buxtoo 
Caltagirone 
Capbtanca 
Cam 
Cohen. M. 
Colafells 
Cola,m 
corngan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
D e d y  
Donatucci 
Fee 

Taylor, J. 

Bush 
Butkovitz 

Jadloula: Pi- 
Kaixr Platts 
King Raymood 
Kidand Reber 
Krebs Reinad 
l a b  

NAYS-90 

Freeman McNally 
Gsnnon Mclio 
George Mishlovlc 
Cidiat i  Mihalich 
Glwla Mmdy 
G ~ P  O'Brien 
Hughs Oliver 
ltkin Pnri 
lama Pararca 
Jarolin Pdmne 
losephs Pisldlella 
Kasunic Pmdoo 
Kella Ricbnrdson 
Kenoey Riegn 
Kukovish Riller 
LaGrolta Roberts 
Laughlin Robinsw 
Lederer Roebuck 
LPscovitz h o e y  
Lloyd Santooi 
Lucyk S c r i m t i  
McCall Smith. B. 
McGeehao Stnback 

NOT VOTING-I 

EXCUSED-5 

Evans Mayemik 

Sfairs 
Sleelman 
Steighner 
S t d l a  
Stish 
W s  
S u m  
n o m a s  
Trello 
Trish 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washingloo 
William 

DeWeex, 
Speaker 

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

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

REQUEST 'TO DIVIDE AMENDMEN 

The SPEAKER. Does Mr. Schuler seek recognition on the 
Clark amendment? 'lhe gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. SCHULEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Ihe  gentleman will please state his point 

of parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. SCHULER. Mr. Speaker, would we be able to divide 

this amendment, page 3, number (3), ending with the word 
"binding" as one amendment, and then "Section 1131-A" as 
the second amendment? 

Ihe  SI'EAKER. The Parliamentarian indicates to me that 
the answer is no, and he indicates that there is no page number 
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or line number that could be referred to, and that is the reason 
that he has made that decision. 

Mr. SCHULER. Excuse me, Mr. Speaker. I am not sure I 
understand. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield momentarily. 
Mr. SCHULER. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The test for an amendment to be divided 

is that the amendment has to be able to stand by itself. If we 
were to divide where you have indicated above "Section 113 1- 
A," and use the rest of the amendment as a separate 
amendment, there is no indicator as to what page or what line 
that would be inserted into the bill. 

Mr. SCHULER. I understand. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Washington 
County, Mr. Daley, on the Clark amendment. 

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to tlus amendment. 
Basically, what this amendment is doing is taking away the 

right to bargain from the collective-bargaining units. It is 
something that many of us worked for many years to provide 
an equal playing field. What we see here and something we 
have been striving for is an equal partnership at the table. This 
takes that away. There will he no longer an equal partnership 
at the table. 'lhere will be no more right to bargain. It puts a 
cap on people that are teachers in school districts that are 
making $80,000 and those teachers making $22,000. It treats 
everyone equally. 

It is absolutely unfair, it is blatantly wrong, and I ask for 
a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Adolph is recognized on the Clark 
amendment. 

Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Clark amendment. 
At the present time the Marple Newtown School District is 

on strike. We have gone through Act 88; they have gone 
through the measures. Meanwhile, the teachers went out on 
strike; our children did not go to school. 

The previous speaker talked about collective bargaining. 
Let me explain to the House members the collective-bargaining 
method in the southeast. 

The Marple Newtown Education Association wanted a 
mere 20 percent over 3 years. Our school board wanted to give 
them zero percent the first year, I percent the second year, and 
3 percent the third year. Now, a year and a half later, the 
teachers are working without a contract; the community is at 
odds with each other. 

I do not believe that this is in the spirit of collective 
bargaining. I believe Representative Clark has come up with a 
fair, rational regulation. The teachers will receive a raise, our 
children will he educated, and once and forever, we will be 
done with school strikes. 

Let us wake up Pennsylvania and join the rest of America. 
Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, is recognized 
on the Clark amendment. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker. I rise to oppose the amendment. 
I just wanted to remind memhers of what we would do if 

we would actually pass this amendment and it should become 
the law of Pennsylvania and I want members to think about 
the kinds of inequities that we will be fostering on school 
employees across the State. 

'The amendment that is before us will freeze wages after 
current contracts expire. Now, first of all, what that means is 
that in some school districts, this freeze is not going to apply 
for 2 or 3 or maybe 4 years, and in those d~stricts, school 
employees are going to be able to get whatever land of 
contract increase or salary increase they previously negotiated. t 
They are going to get their 4 percent, their 5 percent, their 6 -~ ~ 

percent. In the meantime, we are going to tell other unfortunate 
souls who are in districts where, maybe in the intcrest of 
keeping kids in school, they agreed to a I-year contract last 
year, a contract that will expire soon, and we are going to say, 
you are going to be penalized, we are going to hold you to a 
3-percent increase now, wlule those other folks that got longer 
contracts are going to get the benefit of much bigger increases 
often, cenainly bigger than 3 percent. 'That is the first kind of 
inequity. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, if you compare the rural districts of 
the State and the richer districts of the State, we are going to 
say that for those folks down in Montgomery County that 
might have negotiated contracts where at the end of the term 
of the contract they are going to be making $80,000 a year, we 
are going to freeze you at $80,000 a year, and we are going to 
make sure you get a $2,400 increase every year. 'Those school 
employees that are working in some other district - a district 
that might not have been a pan of this problem; a district that 
did not give away money like some of the folks in 
Montgomery County did, that has k e n  more protective of its 
taxpayers, perhaps - we are going to say to school employees 
in that district that if your salary happens to he $40,000 or 
$45,000 or $50,000 at tops, you are going to be frozen at a 3- 
percent increase; you are going to get $1,500 in contrast to 
those folks in Montgomery County that are going to get the 
big $2,400 increase. Even within districts, Mr. Speaker, we are 
going to say to the clerical staff, we are going to say to the 
janitorial staff that might be making $12,000 a year, we are 
going to freeze you, and we are going to hold you to a 3- 
percent increase, so that that secretary or that janitor is going 
to be eligible for a $360 increase, and meanwhile, the teachers 
that might be making $40,000 or $50,000 or even $60.000 a 
year are going to be treated much more generously. 

As we try to solve a problem-and it is a real problem, a 
problem of school strikes-I am suggesting not that we walk 
away from the issue but that we not, in our zeal to prove as 
politicians that we are doing somethng, apply a most 
inappropriate answer; an answer that is. I think, 
unconstitutional hut celtainly an answer that is not fair. 

Mr. Speaker, between school districts, within school 
districts, we are creating inequity. We are even going to - 
cripple the ability of school districts to structure their salary 
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schedule in such a way that they might he able to create 
starting salaries that are more attractive to younger people in 
their community or younger people generally who might want 
to work in their community. We are going to say, in some way 
that is not vety clear in this legislation, that we are going to 
apparently freeze those salaries as well. 

What is not clear here is, are we freeing the salary of 
position? or of individuals? Are we saying, if we are freezing 
the salary of positions, that a school &strict is never going to 
somehow be able to readjust the salary schedule so that they 
can better rward younger folks or folks at other levels within 
a school &strict? We are really going to cripple the ability of 
a school &strict to structure its salary schedule in a way that 
will be best serving the interests and needs of that district. Or 
arc we going to say that actually we are just freeing the 
wages of individuals and then thereby creating a system that 
works to the advanrage of the new person or the person who 
quits and comes back? ' l h s  language is vety unclear about 
how we are going to apply this freeze and then this increase to 
indviduals in contrast to positions. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
( e R E N  A. RITTER) PRESIDING 

Mr. (IOWEL,L. Madam Speaker, I would like to ask the. 
gentleman, Mr. (:lark, if he would consent to interrogation. 

'The SPEAKEK pro tempore. Thc gentleman, Mr. Clark 
agrees to stand for interrogation. 'lhe gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. (:OWEL,I.. I'hank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I think you just heard some of my 

remarks about whether or not this free= and ths  increase 
applies to indwiduals or to positions. What is your intent? 

Mr. CLAKK. l'hs would apply to individuals. 
Mr. (:OWI:l,l,. Docs that mean then, Madam Speaker, that 

it would be possible in a school district, particularly a &strict 
that wanted to conspire with its employees to circumvent this 
law, that if, for instance, a SeCretaty who was locked in at 
$10,000 a year and, based on your amendment, could not get 
an incrcase of more than $300, if that secretary would leave 
the position, go away, and then come back into maybe the 
same position at a later date or some other position in the 
&strict, the frecze would not apply to that individual? 

Mr. CLARK. 1 imagine that You can think of any number 
of horror stories, manipulation, to get around this law. 1 have 
not found that to be the case in our school districts with our 
superintendents, principals, and school boards. I guess any 
number of conceivable situations could occur with a certain 
amount of conspiracy and backroom brawling, but I think that 
in those situations, there are plenty of protections for those 
individuals through their union and through the Human 
Kelations (:ommission. 

Mr. COWk<I.I.. Madam Speaker, do you thlnk it is fair that 
we tell the clerical staff in the school mstricts that you 
represent that we arc going to hold them to a 3-percent 
increase because wc are not happy with the teachers' salaries 
in your district? 

JOURNAL - HOUSE 473 

Mr. CLARK. No. They would be able to request and be 
provided with merit pay in excess of the 3 percent. 

Mr. COWELL. So the individual teachers also would be 
able to get the kind of merit pay- 

Mr. CLARK. That is correct. 
Mr. COWELL. -that you are speaking of! 
Mr. CLARK. That is correct. 
Mr. COWELL. What keeps everybody in the district from 

getting merit pay increases? 
Mr. CLARK. Nothing. 
Mr. COWELL. Well, Madam Speaker, what I am 

concerned about is the way that dstricts end up circumventing 
what 1 think is your attempt to put a cap on the salary 
increases that are going to be experienced and paid for in a 
district. 

Mr. CLARK. That is not my attempt at all, Madam 
Speaker. When 1 thought through this, we have a problem with 
teacher strikes. If we take that right away from a teacher, what 
are we going to provide that teacher because of that loss of 
right? I propose to give them a cost-of-living increase capped 
at 3 percent so that they would be able to keep pace with 
rising costs, and in adhtion to that, they can be awarded - 
petition for, request, and be given - a check which would be 
merit pay and be over and above the 3 percent. 

M, COWELL, .m you,  ada am speaker. 
Madam Speaker, just in conclusion, 1 would urge again that 
defeat the amendment. m e  amendment agdn is well 

intentioned in terns of twng to deal with the teacher strike 
issue. 

I remind you of my opening remarks where the 
pennsy lv~d  school ~~~~d~ Association says the current law 
is working, that it is accomplishing its objectives. In addition 
to fewer strikes and shorter strikes and no selective strikes, the 
PSBA reports that the negotiated increases that have been 

this year and 1-1 year A'? 88 are less than 
the kinds of increases that were negotiated under the prior law, 

so on all fronts, it appears that the current law is making 
for improvements, 

If we want to further improve the law, in fact, if we want 
to eliminate strikes, we can do that by appropriately replacing 
the current process with something that is fair, such as an 
arbitration process, perhaps such as a statewide contract 
process, but to put into place this ill-conceived and grossly 
unfair approach that will treat everybody alike, tell them all, 
uIlless they can somehow gain favor with their employer, that 
they are only going to get 3-percent increases, whether they are 

teacher or the janitor, whether they live in the richest 
district or [he poorest district, whether they have been grossly 

to date or overpaid to date, whether they live in a 
district that has had lots of resources and has been vety 
generous with its employees, or whether they live in one of 
those districts where we are trying to some 
state money for school finance purposes so employes 
in [hose can be treated more fairly, we are going 
to tnat ,hem all alike and we are going to lock them all into 
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their current salaries, plus this arbitmy 3-percent increase that 
will be provided apparently year afler year. 

Madam Speaker, this is an inappropriate, unfair response to 
a real issue that we need to address, and I urge that we defeat 
the amendment. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thank you. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 1.awless. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to revisit a statement which 

was made earlier by the previous speaker. 
He suggested that teachers from Montgomery County are 

overpaid and used an example in support and used 
Montgomery County teachers as an example for his argument. 
I am glad he, as chairman of the House Education Committee, 
recognized the problem and hope that he will listen to his own 
arguments and support the taxpayers in Montgomery County 
and support the Clark amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. SNYDER Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Would the maker of the amendment please be subjected to 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Clark, 

indicates he will stand for interrogation. Mr. Snyder may 
proceed. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you. 
Madam Speaker, in the preceding debate you had with the 

gentleman from Allegheny County, you stated that the cap of 
3 percent a year would be based on an indvidual basis. Is that 
correct? What the previous speaker had asked you is, how do 
you apply the 3-percent cap, and you said on an individual 
employee- 

Mr. CLARK. An individual-named employee; yes. 
Mr. SNYDER. Okay. 
Madam Speaker, does this provide for a case in which an 

employee, a teacher, goes from having their bachelor's degree 
to a master's degree and would move up in the steps? Would 
this then limit that teacher to the 3-percent increase as well, 
even though the step may put them in a different job 
classification? 

Mr. CLAM.  That certainly can be addressed by the school 
board through a merit pay increue because that teacher may 
have proceeded to a higher degree level. 

Mr. SNYDER. But if the association had negotiated with 
the school board for steps in the contract based on longevity 
and based on educational requirements, you are basically 
sayng that this amendment would eliminate those steps unless 
the school board decided to do it on an indvidual basis on 
merit? 

Mr. CLAKK. 711al is correct. This amendment would affect 
the school district at the end of its current collective-hargaining 
agreement, and afler that, there would not be a contract with 
the word "steps" in. However, there would be merit pay to 
address your concern about advanced degree work. 

Mr. SNYDER. But, Madam Speaker, merit pay is only 
optional. Is that not correct? 

Mr. CLARK. That is correct. 
Mr. SNYDER. Okay. 
Madam Speaker, you talked about the contract. Would 

there still be a contract signed with the association representing 
the teachers and other employees in the school district? 

Mr. CI.AKK. There certainly could be. That would cover 
a myriad of other items, such as health insurance coverage, 
leave days, personal days, the number of days in in-service, 
and a number of other items. 

Mr. SNYDER. So, Madam Speaker, you are not 
eliminating collective bargaining through this amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. That is correct. 
Mr. SNYDER. But you arc eliminating, Madam Speaker, t 

is that not correct, final-best-offer arbitration; you are 
eliminating the right to strike, and you are eliminating other 
means of leverage that a collective-bargaining unit may have 
to negotiate. Is that not correct? 

Mr. CLAM. What I am doing is, I am removing a 
leverage which many peoplc feel amounts to overreaching. 

Mr. SNYDER. Madam Speaker, let me get it clcar. If, for 
instance, a school board decides not to provide medical 
benefits in the next year, what alternative would the employees 
have if they decided that they do not wish to work under those 
types of conditions? What are their alternatives under your 
amendment? 

Mr. C1.AKK. Their alternative could be to take that issue 
to the public; their remedies could be to, you know, request 
addtional merit pay to cover that expense. But I think what 
you are indicating is a possibility but not a probability. We are 
today living in a more enlightened age than when we first had 
to introduce and provide teachers with the right to strike 
because their salaries and benefits were being artificially 
suppressed by less than enlightened school boards. I believe we 
are past that stage, and of course, you can come up with a 
number of scenarios where something horrible would happen 
and be unjust to the teachers, but I do not believe those 
scenarios are probable nor will the general public permit them. 

Mr. SNYDER. Madam Speaker, that ends my interrogation. 
I would like to address the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. SNYDER. Thank you. Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, as a result of the interrogation, I think the 

members should realiz that we are doing more in this 
amendment than just reducing one of the options available in 
a bargaining unit and a school board by eliminating the right 
to strike. We are taking away all opportunities for balance in 
the negotiating process, and some members may say that that 
is good, but then let us eliminate the negotiation process 
totally, if that is what we want to do, and go back to each 
individual employee working out their own contract with the 
school district. 

Madam Speaker, the maker of the amendment is trying to 
address a concern that many of us have in our districts 
concerning the rising costs of salaries and the fmstration that ,, 
taxpayers have about what they see to be the inability to put 
some controls on those costs, and certainly t h s  idea that he 
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proposes has some merit, but put in the context of what he is 
doing, he is basically disarming the entire negotiating process 
in return for a maximum 3-percent cost-of-living increase each 
year. As he noted, this does nothing to address the 
nonmonetary issues - classroom size, hours of work, benefits, 
other types of working condtions - which are then totally 
subjected to the will, as he said, of the public. 

Madam Speaker, I think that t h s  issue and the complexity 
associated with it was made known to this body when we 
debated Act 88 last session. To try to simplify this process by 
one amendment and think that it is going to cure the problems 
that our taxpayers are facing is a fallacy. 

I a5k thc members to opposc this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'l'he C h r  thanks the 

gentleman. 
.me Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Kaiser. 
Mr. KAlSEK. Madam Speaker, I would like to interrogate 

the maker of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Clark indicates he will so 

stand. The gentleman, Mr. Kaiser, may proceed. 
Mr. KAISER. I have several questions. One is, as far as 

merit pay, how would that work? 
Mr. CLAM.  Merit pay would be established on a local 

level by what I am hoping would be a committee of school 
board members, teachers, principals, parents, and input from 
students. 

Mr. KAISER. Would that cover everyone from the cafeteria 
worker, bus dnvcr, schoolteacher, and professional personnel? 

Mr. CLARK. Evcrykxly that is currently covered by Act 
195 would be covered by this provision because it is an 
amendment to Act 195. 

Mr. KAISER. What would happen if a teacher or an 
employee thought that they were being unfairly treated during 
the process of merit pay? How would they- Would there be 
any remedy to that? 

Mr. C1,AKK. Well, I would assume that they would be able 
to proceed through their union. However, I do not know or 
believe that we can address and micromanage at a State level 
every dispute between a teacher believing that they may be 
worth more than what a committee of their peers, school board 
directors, principals, parents, and students hclieve. You know, 
in the real world when you have a job and you are looking for 
a raise or you arc lcwlang for a bnus  and you may not get 
what you think you are worth, generally you hitch up your 
bootstraps and try a little harder. 

Mr. KAISEK. I agree with some of the thngs that you say, 
but you arc covering such a large amount- You are doing it in 
three sentences in a piece of legislation. It is not even three 
sentences; three lines. 

That is the end of my interrogation. Thank you. 
'lhe SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Clark, for the 

second time. 
Mr. CI,AM. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

A number of points were bmught up here today, and I 
would like to address those in some kind of order and 
semblance. 

Despite what our School Boards Association thinks of this 
current proposal, our current law is not working so long as 
there is one strike in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
which hinders our children's education. Act 88 cannot be a 
solution when there is no closure and it continues year afler 
year afler year to the extent that it has permanently altered our 
school calendar so that school now begins on October 6 each 
year and ends at June 30. 

You talk about inequities. Well, I guess it depends on 
where those inequities lie. Right now the inequities are with 
our citizens and our student. and our parents and our 
taxpayers. When you can strike and you can cause the 
confusion, the anxiety, and the ill will in a community, that is 
not an equal balance. 

My amendment has sought to eliminate the right to strike, 
still provide salaries and additional salaries through merit pay. 
The unfortunate souls in today's strike and collective- 
bargaining agreement are not the teachers or the cafeteria 
workers; it is our children. 

If Montgomery County was perceived to having overpaid 
their teachers, everything is relative. We are not all alike 
across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We have different 
costs of living; we have dfferent communities which can 
afford to pay hfferent amounts of moneys; and of course, we 
have different salarics, and I honestly feel that the sakaries paid 
our schoolteachers are in line and on par with the other 
professionals in our commu~ty. 

Now, I understand that Mr. Cowell may not like this bill or 
Mr. Snyder may think this bill needs some refinement, but 
when is that going to occur? Probably never. I was not sworn 
in in this legislature yesterday. I know that the only way to 
address this subject is through an amendment to an education 
bill. So what I say and what I pmpose is, let us pass my 
amendment, let us put it into legislative form, and then I 
welcome Mr. Cowell and Mr. Snyder to continue to work on 
this issue, and I will join them to amend my own amendment 
in legislation when we have reached a consensus. 

I would appreciate your support for this most important 
amendment to the Commonwealth, to our Commonwealth's 
children and to our future. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. DeLuca. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, 1 rise to oppose this amendment even 

though I voted for the constitutionality of it, because l think 
every member here should have a chance to vote on his or her 
bill. 

But if we want to address teacher strikes, we should 
address teacher strikes. We should not be addressing the 
cafeteria workers, the bus drivers, the secretaries who are at 
the bottom end of the scale. Vely seldom do we have a 
secrelm'al strike or a bus strike or a cafeteria strike, and very 
seldom are those wages as high as the teachers'. If we want to 
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in this body address the problems that we have with teacher 
strikes, then that is what we should be addressing, not the 
whole administration of the school district, all the workers. 

Le t  me say this: I thnk the percentage raises no matter 
who they address are the most unfair thing in our society 
today, because I know no one, no matter if he is making 
$50,000 or if he makes $20,000, he still has to go out there 
and pay the same thing for the goods he is buying; he still has 
to send his children to school, and he is still a worker, and I 
find it very unfair that we want to put percentage raises. we 
want to give the schoolteachers, who are making $60,000, an 
$1,800 raise, and we want to give a cafeteria worker, who 
makes $15,000, $450. That is totally unfair. 

I personally would ask the members of ths  body to oppose 
this amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Fajt. 
Mr. FAJT. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I would like to follow my colleague from Allegheny 

County, Mr. DeLuca, and also voice my concern about this 
amendment. 

I really believe that today the teacher strike should be over. 
I am looking at legislation to do that, but I do not think that 
this amendment solves the appropriate problem. I think it goes 
too far. I am concerned that the provision to eliminate the right 
to strike does not replace it with anything, there is no last best 
offer that Mr. Cowell talked about before of binding 
arbitration, and 1 also am concerned about the general cost-of- 
living language in there. I think it is unfair to say that nobody 
in the State who works for a school district deserves more than 
a cost of living. I know in my &strict there are teachers that 
are well paid; they are very well paid in my district, but there 
are a lot of teachcrs in the outlying areas of our State that are 
not well paid, t k r e  are cafctcria workers that are not well 
paid, and to say to them that they can have no more than a 3- 
percent raise I think is painting with too broad a brush. 

1 am going to oppose this amendment, but I will say what 
I said earlier, that the day of the teacher strike I think should 
be over, but I do not believe that this bill is the appropriate 
vehicle to eliminate that right to strike. Thank you. Madam 
Soeaker. 

written. By the time this legislation goes through the Senate, 
if it ever goes through the Senate, or it gets to the Governor, 
it will find that it has been changed enormously, hut the end, 
I hope, will be reached, and that will be that we have a final 
solution to achieve a settlement when teachcrs, taxpayers, and 
school boards have a problem that seems to be unsolvable. 

I would hope that a conference committee can be formed 
to achieve this end and design a more formal and more 
effective manner of handling school strikes and restricting 
salaries. Hut until then, this is a message that must be given to 
the people who are going to make those decisions in the 
Senate and in the Governor's Ofice, and I plan to suppon it. 
Thank you. t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thc Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

'lhe Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Pettit. 
Mr. PETITT. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I had not intended to speak on this subject, but aRer 

listening to the debate, I feel compelled to. 
In 1970 the General Assembly passcd Act 195, the 

beginning of a noble experiment. We had resistcd granting 
teachers the right to strike for many years. For the next 22 
years the teachers enjoyed the right to strike. Pennsylvania has 
had the dubious distinction of leading the Nation in teacher 
strikes, an unbroken streak of 22 years. Act 88 was passed 
with a promise that it would reduce the number of strikes, and 
of those that occurred i t  would limit their duration. 
Ilnforiunately, it has done neither. 

Clearly, as Represcntative Cowell pointed out, the number 
of teacher strikes since Act 88 has declined, but it has declined 
throughout the United States, not just in Pennsylvania, and as 
a result, even with the lower number of Pennsylvania teacher 
strikes since the passage of Act 88, Pennsylvania has clung to 
its lead. We still lead the Nation in teacher strikes. 

1 agree with Representative Fajt that it is time that we do 
something about teacher strikes. We have experimented with 
our chldren and with our taxpayers for 24 years, and I thnk 
it is time that we  st^ the process of stopping the abuse of our 
children and of our school system by eliminating the right of 
teachers to strike. Thank you. Madam Swaker. 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. The Chair thanks the 
eentlemu. 

Mr. SERAFINI; Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I have a district which has a strike that 

has continued for over a year now. It has strained the students, 
the taxpayers, the teachers, and the families of all of those 
individuals. It is an ongoing strike that seems to have no end. 
It is the school board against the teachers union, and it has 
strained both the community and the people in it. 

I believe Mr. Clark realias that this is a beginning and it 
is a sign that something still has to be done. Act 88 docs not 
work, and I do not believe Mr. Clark believes that his 
amendment will ever become law in the way that it is currently 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Char thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Serafim. 
'The following roll call was recorded: 

- 
On the qucstion recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

Adolph 
Blaum 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen, L. I. 
I h rham 
Fairchild 
Fichter 
Flick 

Gamble 
Cerlach 
Gladeck 
Cjaishall 
Hanna 
Harley 
tiaray 
Hennessey 
flershey 

YEAS-35 

Jarolin 
t aub  
lawless 
Levdansky 
Markosek 
Micozie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Pettit 

Phillips 
Pitts 
Platts 
Kubley 
ssumn 
Serafini 
Taylor, E. 
rug 



As"& 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battiao 
Hebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Hirmelin 
Bishup 
Boycs 
Brown 
Hunt 
Buxton 
Caltaarone 
Cappabanca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwrck 
Clymer 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaino 
Conti 
(:omell 
Comgan 
Cowoll 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
Del.uca 
D ~ ~ P s ~ Y  
Ilent 
Demwdy 
Donatucn 
Uruce 
Egolf 

Bums 

Bush 
Butkovltr 
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NAYS-161 

Pajt Mamico 
Fargo Masland 
Fanner McCall 
Fee MsGeehan 
Fleagle McNally 
Freeman Melio 
Cannon Merry 
Geist Michlovic 
George Mihalich 
Gigltotti Nailor 
Gordner Niskal 
Gruitzs Nyce 
(;rupp, O'nnen 
Haluska Olasz 
tierman Oliver 
Hess Penel 
Hughes Pcsci 
Hutchinson Pdrarca 
Ilkin Pdrone 
Jadlowiec Rssda 
James Rstella 
Juxphs Preston 
Kaiser Raymond 
Kasunic Reber 
Keller Keinard 
Krnn~y Richardson 
King Rieger 
K~rkland Ritter 
Krebs Robcns 
Kukovlch Rhnson 
LaCma Roebuck 
Laughlin Rohrer 
Lederer Kooney 
I s e  Ryan 
Leh Santooi 
I.es~oyltr Sather 
Lloyd Saylor 
Imcyk Sch& 
I.ynch Schuler 
Maitland Scrimenti 
Mandenno Semmel 

N O T  VO'I'ING-I 

t<XCIJSED-5 

Evans Mayemlk 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Staim 
Steelman 
Steighna 
Steil 
Stem 
Stdler 
Stish 
St"1Lmater 
Sturla 
suma 
Tangrdti 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
T ~ l l a  
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Liliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
veoo 
Vitali 
Washinson 
Waugh 
Williams 
wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R 
Wrighl, M. N. 
YandrisPvlts 
Yw'?c 

Rudy 

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

On the qucstion recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on t h ~ r d  considerdtion as 

amended? 
Mr. l'AN(;KF.'ITI offered thc following amendment No. 

A1031: 

Amend l i t le ,  pagc 1. line 6. by removlnp the period after 
"records" and inscrtlng 

and fur transferred programs and classes. 
Amend 13111. page 2, by insort~ng between lines 3 and 4 
Sectton 2. Section I1 13 of the act, amended August 5. 1991 

(P.l.219. No.25). 1s amended to read: 
Section 11 13. Transferred Programs and('lassrs.-(a) When 

a program or  class 1s transferred as a unit from one or more 
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school entities to another school entity or entities, professional 
employes who [were assigned ta the class or program immediately 
prior to the transfer and are classified as  teachers as  defined in 
section 1141(11 and are susoended as  a result of the transfer and ~~~~~~~ ~~ , 
whd arc pra,purly cer11i1catr.d shall be offered employment in the 
program < > r  class by the recut\mg entlty or enlltles when servlccs 
,,I a p r u i e s s ~ ~ ~ n ~ l  e n ~ p l d y ~  are needed ttr sustaln the program ur 
class'transferred. as  lo& as  there is  no suspended professional 
employe in the recelvlngUentlty who 1s prope;ly certificated to fill 
the posltlon m the transferred class or  program 1 are classified as  
teachers as  defined m sectlon 1141(1) and who are properly -- ~ ~p-~~~ 

d ~ d  and paraprofr.ss~cnal <mployes who were asslunrd lo lhc 
&ss 3.r l)r'lgr8111 mn~cdlatelv prtor lo the transier and w h m  
buapunded ar a result 01 thr. lransier shall be ol'lc.rrd employment 
~ l h s  prs>granl or class by th-e recelvlng cnllly or ent!!lrs& 
Terv~ces of professional or a paraprofess~onal employe are needed .~ . . 
tu > U + J I ~  the prdgram .,r class !;ansfcrreJ a: I S ~ R  as  there- .. 
su>punJeJ protjess~onal umplove or parapn,less~onal in the 
recclvlng gntltv wha ~ > ~ r . > p e r l y  cert~ficated or q u a l ~ f ~ e d  lo 1111 the 
position in the transferred class or  program. 

(a.1) ~ r a n s f e r c u n d e r  the provisions of this act shall only 
occur once a year at the beeinning of each school year and shall 
be included in the district's soecial education plan if the receiving 
entity i sa  s c h g o p  
not be implemented uil&s the transfers are approved by the 
Department of Education on-or before March 31 of the year 
prcueJ!ng!he propt,sr.d trao,lcr. 

( b )  I r an1~r r r .d  prc,lus\l.*nal and paraprc,kss~c,nal employrs 
shall be ~ r r . J ~ t r . d  b y  the reLet\rng unltty only fl,r thew slck leave 
accumulated in thk sending entity and also for their years of 
service in the sending entity, the latter for purposes of sabbatical 
leave eligibility and placement in the salary schedule: [Provided, 
however, That such] 

(1) Provided. That these employes shall not utilize the 
sabbatical leave until they have taught in the receiving entity for 
a period of three (3) [Such] - 

(2) Provided, That these employes shall transfer their 
accrued seniorin in the area of certification required for the 
~ransierrcd prokram o r  class only1 I 0 n the u _ + u f  
-?I:+.s.\~.enals, !c,"ls>rlty in the !ntcrn~ed~atc unlt. 

3 l'r<,v~dr..J, l'hat ihesp employes shall n d  be-paid Ies5 
than what their salary was in the sending entity. In the event that, 
in order to satisfy this provision the receiving entity must place 
the transferred employe on a hiaher step on its salary schedule 
than the employe would otherwise have been entitled. such 
placement may be ma~ntained by the receiving entitv until the 
employe's years of service in the receiving entity are sufficient to 
place the employe at the salary step at which the employe was 
placed at the time of transfer. 

(b.1) Professional employes who are classified as teachers 
and parairafessional emol&ei who are not transferred with the 
classes to which they are assigned or  who have received a formal 
notice of suspension shall form a pool of employes within the 
school entitv. No new professional employe who is classified as  
a teacher a; paraprofe'ssional employe shall be employed by a 
school entity assuming program responsibility for transferred 
students while there is: 

(1) a properly certificated professional employe who is 
classified as  a teacher or paraprofessional e m ~ l o y e  suspended in 
the receiving entity; or 

(2) if no person is quahiled under clause (I) ,  a properly 
certificated member of the school entity pool who is willing to 
acceat emnlovment with the school ehtitv assuming proGam 

~ . , - .  - 
r r . ip~ ,n~~bl l r l )  lranalkrrr.J students. Mcnlbers of the pool shall 
hs\ r. IIIC r~ght  It, rr.iusc cmplt>ymcnt o i k r s  irom such ichdol enl~ty 
and remaln in the pool. Refusal to accept work under this 
subsection shall not be grounds for denial of unemployment 
conlpensatian under sections 401 and 402 of the act of December 
5, 1936 (2nd Sp.Sess., 1937 P.L.2897, No.1). known as  the 
"Unemplayment Compensation Law." 

( c )  Nothing contained in this section shall be construed to 
supersede or preempt any provision of a collective bargaining 
agreement in effect on February 4, 1982, and negotiated by a 
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Intermediate Unit, pan of which is represented by Mr. 
Tangretti, there is consideration being given to school districts 
taking back some programs. So for some individuals, 

school entity and an exclusive representative of the employes in 
accordance with the act of July 23. 1970 (P.I..563. N0.195). 
known as the "Public Employe Relations Act." 

Lc.1) If a receiving entity returns a unit to the entitv 
within hvo academic years of the first transfer. professional and 
paraprofessional employes assigned to the unit shall be given the 
opportuni to return with the unit. 

(d) AS used in this section, the term -school or 
"school entities" shall mean an  intermediate unit and its 
participatin school districtsor an area vocational-technical school 
and its sen& school districts. 

(2) As used in this section, the term "unit" shall mean a 
program or class whose membership falls within the minimum and 
maximum class size as defmed in Department of Education 
standards and where the rrroaram or class can be identified as 
being substantiallv intact in accordance with standards of the 
department. 

(3) As used in this section, the term "~ara~rofessional 
employe" shall mean an instructional aide, classroom aide, special 
education aide, teaching assistant or associate teacher who is not 
defined as a rofessional em lo e. 

AmendPsec. 2, page ike 4, by striking out -2" and 
inserting 

3 

concern about job protection, if you will, but because there 
was concern about progrdm protection 
There was concern that even as school districts would take 
hack these programs, these special education programs from t 
intermediate ,,,,its, that those districts would not then in some 
wholesale fashion slash away at the staff and replace a 
professional staff, a staff that in many cases, in many areas, 
was a staff with longstanding experience, and replace them 
with new, young, cheap hired help, and so we provided that 
extraordinary protection for that transition Wried. 

The question now is whether we should apply that same 
kind of protection to some paraprofessionals in the hture, 
because if I understand the amendment correctly, this is t~ 
prospective in nature; it is not retroactive. So all of those 
paraprofessionals who have not had this protection during the 
last couple of years will not he helped, and it really was during 
the last couple of y e m  that we probably have seen the greatest 
changes occur. 

Now, I understand that in the case of the Westmoreland 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Tangetti. 

Mr. TANGRETII. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, a few years ago when the funding stream 

for special education was changed, there was a companion bill 
that worked its way through the legislature that protected 
teachers in terms of them losing their positions as a result of 
special ed classes being transferred to school districts. 11 was 
called the transfer-of+ntities hill. 

Inadvertently. I think, the paraprofessionals, the teachers' 
aides, were left out of that consideration. I think it was 
eminently unfair, and I believe that they should be included; 
they should be afforded the same rights that their special ed 
teachers, whom they work with every day, have if their 
classmms are in fact transferred to the districts. 

As a consequence, Madam Speaker, this amendment would 
deal with that issue by amending the transfer-of-entities act and 
include the paraprofessionals, and 1 would ask my colleagues 
for an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

'Ihe Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cowell. 
Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment. 
I understand that Representative Tangretti is motivated by 

a sense of fairness when he offers this amendment, and it is 
hard to q u a d  with that, hut I want to remind members that 
when we in this House, along with our colleagues in the 
Senate, made adecision toprovide transfer-ofentity protection 
to professionals a couple of years ago, we did not inadvertently 
leave out the aides, or the paraprofessionals.  hat was a 
conscious decision that was made by the legislature when we 
decided to reserve or restrict this extraordinary protection to 
the professional staff, and we did it not just because there was 

particularly in the Westmoreland N, this prospectively creates 
a crisis in their lives, but we will help them through ths  
amendment whle we provide no help to the many others 
across this State who were already disadvantaged, if you will, 

the changes that OCCurred with how we treat special 
education. 

So our decision was not inadvertent; it was very conscious. 
11 had student protection and Program protection as much as 
teacher protection in mind, and this amendment does not help 
the many, many ~rd~mfessionals  who have already been 
disadvantaged. 

The other problem with this amendment, Madam Speaker, 
is that this amendment will perpetuate some of the problems 
that we have with the transfer-of-entity law. It was only a 
couple of months ago that this House approved Representative 
Jarolin's amendment that sought to cure some of the problems 
in the system. Keep in mind that we have got some problems 
in this system that 1 do not think those of us who helped to 
craft the transfer-of-entity language a couple of years ago 
anticipated or intended. 

For instance, under the current transfer-of-entity law, a 
school district that takes back a program is obligated to a pool 
of employees, professional now and paraprofessional with the 
amendment hefore us, forever. It is a perpetual obligation, not 
Just to the pool that is created when the school district takes 
back employees and programs hut to any other pool that 
happens to be created sometime in the future. But 1 do not 
think it is fair to obligate any one of our school districts that 
takes back a program and does what it should do-it draws 
from the Pool, the professional staff, to staff that progiam they 
took back and perhaps even helps to exhaust the pool-to then 
tell that same district that forever, under the current law, they 
have got an obligation to subsequent pools and professionals, 
and now paraprofessionals, who get dropped into thosc pools 
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in the future because of what some other districts do. We 
never intended that, it is not fair, and we certainly should not 
he making that piece of the problem worse. 

We also have a problem where some of our professionals 
literally shop around. lhey get put into a pool and a school 
district offers them a job, and they say, no, I do not want that 
job, and they do not want the next one, and they do not want 
the next one, and in some cases, they even go out of State. 
IJndcr the current law, they claim, and the courts have upheld 
their position, they claim they have a right to some future 
position in some school district where they might want to 
work. So for years and years and years under the current law, 
these professionals, and now these paraprofessionals under this 
amendment, can literally shop around waiting till the right 
position in the right school &strict opens up. That is not fair 
to the districts; it is not fair to most of the other employees 
that we tried to protect and help through the transfer-of-entity 
language. 

So with those lands of problems with the current law still 
needing to be corrected, I think it is a mistake to compound 
the problem. I think it is a mistake to create this additional 
mandate for our school districts that really is not necessary and 
that really will enhance or broaden a system that is not 
working the way we intended it to work in all cases, hecause 
the courts and others have too liberally construed it and to too 
great a degree are now hamstringing the ability of our school 
districts to employ the very hest teachers, the very hest staff 
that they need and want, not just for their special ed proglams 
now but for all of their programs. 

So, Madam Speaker, while I express some sympathy and 
empathy for the purpose of the 'Pangretti amendment, and I 
understand that he is trylng to protect some constituents in 
Westmoreland County in particular as well as others around 
the State and he is doing so out of a sense of fairness, we 
really are not k ing  very fair if we adopt ttus amendment, and 
we are inappropriately and unnecessarily encumbering our 
school dstricts' ability when it comes time to hiring staff. 

1 would urge that we defeat the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the llouse agree to the 

amendment? On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Roberts. 

Mr. ROHEKI'S. 'hank you, Madam Speaker. 
I rise in support of the amendment. 
Reprcscntative Cowell spoke of fairness, and I have to 

stand and suppon Represenlalive Tangretti on his amendment, 
because when we speak of fairness, we have to think about 
how ths  affects our children. I have been approached in my 
district by a number of paraprofessionals, and they tell me that 
the children's sake is at hand here. 

I helieve that we need to look at this amendment for what 
it is worth. If we have pardprofessionals who could move with 
the students and keep the program worlung the way it was 
designed to work, then I think that would be good -good for 
I'emsylvania and g o d  for our students. 

I would suggest that we support thls amendment. 
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The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

Will the House agree to the amendment? On that question, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Stairs. 

Mr. SI'NRS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I certainly rise to support this amendment. This legislation 

has been in the Fducation Committee for a long time now, and 
1 cenainly am glad we have an opportunity to vote on this. 

A while back we enabled the professional employees the 
equity of transferring, and so I think it is only fair that the 
paraprofessionals, those people, the teachers' aides who work 
very diligently and work very hard with the special needs 
children, also are able to go to the local school districts if 
indeed there is a transfer from the IU. 

So I support this idea, and I think it is a plus for special 
education to help strengthen our education program in 
Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro Lempore. Will the House agree to the 
amendment? On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Tangretti, for the second time. 

Mr. TANGRETIT. Ihank you, Madam Speaker. 
1 would just like to address a couple of the issues that 

Representative Cowell has raised. 
It is prospective; certainly we cannot go back, but I would 

suggest and submit that the recent proposal by the Governor in 
terms of early intewention would have a very negative effect 
on the paraprofessionals if in fact that were to sustain itself 
through the budget process. The possibility of additional 
paraprofessionals losing their jobs as a result of this new 
change would be very, very significant to that group of 
individuals. 

Additionally, let us talk for a moment about what these 
folks do for a living. They are in a classroom along with a 
teacher, and they are there every day trying to maintain the 
discipline of those children wtule the teacher teaches. Now, 
maintaining discipline in the kinds of classrooms that they 
have is a little more d~fficult, and perhaps significantly more 
difficult, than it would be in a regular classroom with kids of 
the same age. 

In addition to that, they perform other duties that you and 
I would not perhaps even consider. They do hygenic kinds of 
things for those kids that perhaps are very distasteful for some 
of us, but they do them without complaint. They do it because 
they like their job, thcy like the kids, and they want to 
continue to do it. 

And I will tell you somethng else. They sure are not doing 
it for the money. These folks are just earning barely minimum 
wage as it is, between $5 and $6 an hour at the most; $1 1,000. 
$12,000 a year, and i f  they are lucky, they may have benefits. 
But I will tell you, when the school district takes back the 
classrooms, they do not even get the benefits. So although I 
appreciate Representative Cowell about shopping around, I do 
not know what they wwld shop around for -whether they are 
going to get 10 cents more an hour or not? 

It is a question of fairness, it is a question of what we 
should have done 3 years ago, and I think we need to do it 
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now. 1 would ask my colleagues to s u p p a t  the amendment. 1 EXCUSELk5 
~ ~ 

Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Bulkovltz 

b 
The question was determined in the negative, and the 

amendment was not agreed to. 

VOTE CORRECTION 
Y E A S 4 7  I The SPEAKER om temwre.  The Chair recoenizes the 

Bishop Hanna 
Blaum Hennessey 
Ws Jsrolin 
Bwrton Kswnic 
Cappabianca Kukovlch 
Cawley Levdansky 
Cohen, M. Markosk 
Daley McCall 

AW'l Dent Melio Steel- 
Wko-lanes Gigliatti Mihalich Steigber 
Belsrdi GNFP Mundy Stish 
Belfanti Hilush Nvce Tanpreni 

Acda 
Adolph 
Allen 
A m m n g  
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Birmelin 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bums 
Caltakrone 
Cam 
Carone 
Cmnr 
Cbadwick 
Civm 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohcn, L. I 
Colafella 
Cola- 
Coati 
Cornell 
comgan 
Cowell 
coy 
Curry 
DeLuca 
D e m ~ s e ~  
Demady 
Donatucn 
Druse 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fsjt 
Fargo 

Rmoey 

- 
lady, Ms. Bums. For what purpose does the lady rise? 

Ms. BURNS. Thank you. 
I was not in my seat at the time of the vote, and 1 wanted t 

0 i a e  Tiligue 
Pesn T"sh 
Pdrarca Uliaoa 
ROWS Van Horne 
Robinson Vmn 
S e m l  W-ak 
Staback Yandrisevtts 
Stain 

F a m r  Leh 
Fee Lescowlz 
Fichter Lloyd 
Fleagle Lucyk 
Flick Lynch 
Freeman Maitland 
Gamble Mandenno 
Gannoo Marsim 
Geid Masland 
Gmrge McGeehan 
Gerlech McNally 
Gladeck M e w  
Gcdshall Michlovis 
Gordner Miccmje 
Gruitza Miller 
Harley Nailor 
Hasay Nickol 
H e m  O'Brien 
Hershey Oliver 
Hess P a l  
Hugbe Pdmoe 
Hutchiom Pettit 
ltkin Phillips 
Jadloulw Piccola 
James Pistella 
Josephs Pitts 
Kaiser Plans 
Keller Prestoo 
Kpnoey Kaymond 
King Reber 
Kirkland Reinard 
Krebs Richardson 
LaCmtta Rieger 
h u b  Kilter 
hughlin Roebuck 
Lawleas Rohrer 
Lcderer Rubley 
Lee Ryan 

N O T  VOTING-I 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saurmao 
Saylor 
Sch& 
Sshuler 
Sc"menti 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Steil 
Stern 
SWer 
Slnamaner 
Sturla 
Sum 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Todinson 
Trello 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Washington 
wsugh 
Williams 
Wogao 
wnght, D. R 
wnght, M. N. 
Ywcie  
zu% 

DeWeese, 
Speaker 

the record to indicate that I would have voted in the negative 
on the Clark amendment, which is 854. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady's remark will be 
spread upon the record. Thank you. 

Ms. BURNS. Thank you. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1245 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. BELFANTI offered the following amendmcnt No. 

A I M :  

Amend T~tle ,  page 1, line 6. by removing the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and for certain arbitration with injunctive 
relief. 

Amend Bill. page 2, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. Section 1161-A of the act. added July 9, 1992 

(P.L.403, No.88). is amended to read: 
Section 1161-A. Injunctive Relief-(aJ When an employe 

organization is an  strike for an extended period that would not 
permit thc school entity to provide the period of instruction 
required by section 1501 by June 30, the Secretary of Education 
may initiate, in the appropriate county court of common pleas, 
appropriate injunctive proceedings providing for the required 
period of instruction. 

~ b )  l i  ihc court a r l '  comnlun p l c ~ s  grantllnlurlcll\.u rcl~u_! 
pursuant tu the r c q ~ c s t  !!I' the cmploy:r or ,,f the Secrula* 
Kducatmn. 11 may. In a~ld~t lon  to any +her cqu~~ahlc& 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Belfanti. 

Mr. BELFANI'I. Thank you. Madam Speaker. v 
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Madam Spakt.1, that amendment was drafted in case the 
Clark amendment was adopted. Since the Clark amendment 
was defeated I am withdrawing that amendment. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thank, the 
gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Mr. FAIKCIIILL> offered the following amendment No. 

A4858: 

Amend Tltle, page 1, line 6, by romov~ng the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and for liability for tuitton, enforcement a f  
payment and cost of tuition; and making 
editorial changes. 

Amend 8111, page 2, line 4. by striklng out all of said line 
and inserting 

Scction 2. Section 1305 of the act, amended February 17. 
1956 (1955 P.1..1065, No.342) and January 14, 1970 (I969 
l'.L.468. No.192). is amended to read: 

Section 1305. Non-resident Child Placed in Home of 
Resident.-(a) When a non-resident child is placed in the home of 
a resident of any school district by order of court or by 
arrangement wlth an association. agency, or institution having the 
carc of neglected and dependent children, such resident being 
compensated for keeping the child, any child of school age so 
placed shall be entitled to all free school privileges accorded to 
resident school children of the district, including the right to 
attend the public hlgh school maintained in such district or in 
othcr distrtcts in thc same mannor as though such child were in 
fact a resident school child of the district. 

(b) Any residcnt of any school d~strict,  before accepting 
custody o f a  nun-resident child of school age for compensation by 
order of court or by arrangement with an association, agency, nr 
institution having the care o f  dependent or neglected children, 
must secure, frnm the superintendent of schools or school board 
in that district, a statement in writing that the child can be 
accommodated in the schools of the d ~ s t r ~ c t  or that the child can 
nut be accommodatrd and the reasons therefor. If such statements 
arc not furn~shed within two weeks after a request in writing has 
been made to the board's secretary, the superintendent ufschools, 
the board's assent shall he assumed. and the child shall be 
admitted to the schools o f  thc district as a pupil. If such statement 
arts forth cunditlvns such as to cxrmpt the distr~ct under this 
section from accepting the child as a pupil, and if such exemption 
is not disapproved on appeal by the [Superintendent of Public 
Instruction] Secretary of Education, and if other arrangement for 
the child's schooling satisfactory to thc district superintendent is 
not made. the child may not he placed in the district. 

Appeal from the claim of any school district for 
exemption, as provided in this section. may be taken to the 
Superintendant of Public Instruct~on, and his decision thereon 
after invest~gation shall be final. 

(d) If a bill submitted under sections 2561 and 2562 for 
students attending a district under subsection (a) and (b) remains 
unpaid fur more than sixty (60) days. the district submitting the 
bill may request that the Socrctarv of  Education transfer the 
amount bllled. iJpon receipt of such request, the Secretary of 
Education shall withhold. from any moneys due. the amounts 
owed by the district charnod under this section and sections 2561 
and 2562, and shall pay that amount to the request in^ district. 
Such action of the Secretary of Education shall be final. 

( e )  The provisions of other sections notwithstandine. if  a 
chtld attendine a school district under subsect~ons (a) a n d m  
an cxcc~tianal  child, the district in which the institution is located 
may charee the distrtct of residence, and the district of residence 
shall pay a special education charee in addition to the applicable 
tuitlan charec. 'I'hls s ~ c c l a l  education charge, when added to the 

gonorally ap~licable  tuition charge, shall equal the actual cost of 
such 

Section 3. The amendment of section 1305 of the act shall 
be retroactive to July 1, 1993. 

Section 4. This act shall take effect as follows: 
(1) This section shall take effect immediately. 
(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect in 15 

days. 

On the q u e s t i o ~  
Will the House agree to  the amendment? 

AMENDMENT WI1HDRAWN 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Fairchild. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I am withdrawing that amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

' lhe SPEAKEK pro tempore. This bill has been considered 
on three different days and agreed to  and is now on final 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
rescind9 its announcement that the bill has been agreed 10 for 

the t h i d  time and is in possession of a reconsideration motion. 

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A1031 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been moved by the 
gentleman, Mr. Nyce, that the vote by which amendment NO. 
1031 was defeated should be reconsidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-193 

Fargo Lescovitz Ry~n 
~ d ~ l ~ h  P a m r  LNdansky Santoni 
~ l l ~ , ,  Fee Lloyd Sather 
Argall Fichter Lucyk Saurman 
hm,,g Fleagle Lynch Sayfor 
Baker Flick Msitland % h e  

Freeman Mandedno SEhder 
Ballisto Gamble Markosek Scrimenti 
Bebko-,ones Gamon Marsico Semml 

Geist Masland 
Belfaoti 

Smfioi 
George McCall Smith, B. 

Bimelin Gerlach Mffieehan Smith, S. H. 
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B-o 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabiancs 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
C-r 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clywr 
C a h q  L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola,m 
Conti 
Comell 
Comgao 
Cowell 
Coy 
C w  
Dsley 
DeLuca 
Dempw 
Dent 
D e d y  
Dooatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Bishop 
Reinard 

Godshall Merry 
Gordner Michlovlc 
Gruitza Micome 
G ~ P P ~  Mihalich 
Haluska Miller 
Hanna Mundy 
Harley Nailor 
Hasay Nickol 
Henoessey Nyce 
Herman O'Brieo 
Henhey Olasc 
Hess Oliver 
Hughes Perrel 
Hutchinson PeSn 
Itkin Petrarca 
Jadloulec Parone 
James Patit 
Jarolin Phillips 
Josephs Piccols 
Kaiur Pisiella 
Kasvnic Pitts 
Keller Platts 
Kenney Preaon 
King Kapond 
Kirkland Reber 
Krebs Richardson 
Kukovich lOeger 
LaGrotU Ritter 
Laub Roberts 
Laughlin Robinson 
Lawless Roebuck 
Lederer Rohrer 
Lee Rmney 
Leh Rubley 

N A Y S 4  

N O T  VO'I7NG4 
Snyder. D. W. 

Stabask 
Stain 
Steelman 
Sttighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Staler 
Stish 
Stnttmatter 
Sturla 
Sums 
T a n m i  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tayior, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
To~ioson 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washinglon 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wamiak 
Wright, D. R 
WIight, M. N. 
YaodriJevlts 
Yew& 
zug 

DeWew, 
Speaker 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Butkovl~ 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agrce to  the amendment? 
The clerk read thc followtng amendment No. A 103 1: 

Amend Title, page I,  line 6, by removing the period after 
"records" and inserting 

and fnr transferred prugrams and classes. 
Amend Bill, page 2. by insertmg between lines 3 and 4 
Section 2. Section 11 13 of the act. amended August 5, 1991 

(P.L.219, No.25). is atnendrd to read: 
Section 11 13. Transferred ProgranlsandClasses-(a) When 

a program or class is transferred as a unit from one or more 
school entities to another school entity or entities, professional 
employes who [were assigned to the class or program immediately 
prior to the transfer and are classified as  teachers a s  defined in 

\r.ctb~>n 114111, bnd are suspzndcd as  a result ol ' thc tranrier dnJ 
wh., ard properl) ccr~iiicateJ %hall he ~,l ' icreJ em~luvtiicni in the 
p r o g r m i r  class by the receiving entity o r  entitie; when services 
of  a professional employe are needed to sustain the program or 
class transferred, as long as  there is no suspended professional 
employe in the receiving entity who is properly certificated to fill 

~~ ~ 

the position in the transferred class or proaram.1 are classified as . - .- 
tcdcl~ers a s  dsitned in wct!on 1 1 4 1 ~ ~ 1 ~  &vh~, src. prrrpcrly 
ccr1~i~e.l  and psrapr~ric.ss~onsl ernnl~?>r.a \r hll w<rr a i i t < ~ ~ ~ . r l  111 t t x  
ula*For,pr.~yram t.ninierl~btely prwr 1 3  the transfer an,l *<re 
suspended as  a result of the transfer shall be offered egployment 

receiving entity who is properly certificated or qualifiedto fill the 
~ ~ ~- -- - 

porltion )ti the tr_~nrierre.i cla,s or pr.,iram. 
( a  I,  I'rar~sicrs under tbr. p r ~ \  I M n s  ~fi, .+;I ~ l ~ h l l  only 

~ c u u r  once a w a r  at the hr.*tntl~r~r! CXII s?.~ho.&r i ~ x l j A l  
be included in the district's special education plan i f t h e d v i n y  - p~ . - 
$nlim..,~ho,?l dlstr~ct S p < ~ u c a t t t ~ n  pr.)iro!n lrstiq- 
pat he ~mplrmcntcJ unlcsr Ow Ir~nnl'c.rr :Ire a~r!lvc.! h)  Ihe 
1)epartrnenl ot Ildurat~.>~l .jn hdi.!rc M a r ~ h  31 t h e m  
p r e c e d i n ~  the ~ r o p o s e d  transfer. 

(b) Transferred professional and ~araprofessional employes 
shall bc credited by the receiving entity only for their sick leave 
accumulated in the sending entity and also for their years of 
service in the sending entity, the latter for purposes of sabbatical 
leave eligibility and placement in the salary schedule: [Provided. 
however, 'That such] 

I )  Provided, That these employes shall not utilize the 
sabbatical leave until thev have taught in the receivina entitv for ~- - ~, ~~~ 

a period of three (3) [ ~ u c h l -  
(2) Provided. That these employes shall transfer their 

accrued seniority in the area of certtfication required for the 
transferred program or class only[.] or, in the case of 
paraprofessionals, seniority in the intermediate unit. 

(3) Provided, That these employes shall not be paid less 
than what their salary was in the sending entity. In the event that. 
in order to satisfy this provision the receivlna entity must olace 
the transferred employe on a higher step on its salary schedule 
than the employe would otherwise have been entitled, such 
placement may be maintained by the receiving entitv until the 
employe's years of  service in the receivine. entity are sufficient to 
place the employe at the salary step at which the employe was 
placed at the time of transfer. 

(b.1) Professional employes who are class~fied as teachers 
and paraproCessianal employes who are not transferred with the 
classes to which they are assigned or who have received a formal 
notice o f  suspension shall form a pool of  employes within the 
school entity. No new professional employe who is classified as  
a teacher or paraprofessional employe shall be employed by a 
school entity assuming program respons~bility for transferred 
students while there is: 

(1) a properly certificated professional employe who is 
class~fied as a teacher or naraprofessional emplove suspended in 
the receiving entity; or 

(2) if no person is qualified under clause ( I ) ,  a propcrly 
certificated member of the school entity pool who IS willing to 
acceDt emolovment with the school entitv assumine oroeram . , - .  .. 
rcap~ ,n r~br l~ t )  i 5 > r  I ranslr rcd ituJr.ntc Members .>I' the p.h,l shsll 
hate  the right 1.5 rciusc cn,pl.lynicnt *,iferr lrsjm S U L ~  ~cIi,>.11 z11111) 
and remain in the pool: Refusal to accept work under thcs 
subsection shall not be grounds for denial of uncmployment 
compensation under sections 401 and 402 of the act of  December 
5. 1936 (2nd SpSess.. 1937 P.L.2897. Nu.l), known as  the 
"Unemployment Compensation Law." 

(c) Noth~ng contamed in this section shall be construed to 
supersede or preempt any prov~sion of a collective bargaining 
agreement in effect on February 4. 1982. and negotiated by a 
school entity and an exclus~vc representative of the employes in 
accordance with the act of  July 23. 1970 (P.12.5h3, Na.195). 
known as  the "Public Employe Relations Act." 
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c I I i ; r  r<r<l \  lltr c n l ~ t s  r c t ~ r n r  a ullll lu 1 1 1 ~  >ctlrlln~ e n l a  l l ~ n v q  ffitkland R A Y  W~ll~.,mr 
I r I I I I ,  p e a l  a n  I)cnl Krhs  Rrmard Wogaa 
pl?~:,pr.,id%.#.m:rl L,mpl.,)u.< ar;itgne,l 1.3 ths  unit shall hr. ,!,\en the lkrmvdy Kuk.x~ch k c  hardson Wnpbt. I )  K. 
opportunity to return with the unit. D O ~ ~ ~ U C ~  LaGm~a Rieger Wnghl. M. N. 

(d) (1 1 A s  used  in this section. the term "school entity" o r  I Dmce Laub Riner Yandnsevlts 
"school  entitles" shall mean an  intermediate unit and  its I Durham Laurhlin Robinson ~ m n s  
participating s chuo ld r s t r~c t so r  an  arcavocational-technical school 
and  its sending school districts. 

(2) As used  in thls section, the term "unit" shall mean a 
program or c lass  whose  membership falls within the minimum and  
maximum c lass  size a s  defined in Department o f  Education 
standards and  whcre  the prunram or c lass  can be identified a s  
h o ~ n n  substantially intact in accurdance  wtth standards of the 
department.  

(3)  A s  used  in this section. the term "paraprofessional 
employe" shall mean an  instructional aide,  classroom aide, special  
education aide,  teachina assistant or associate teacher who is not 
defined as a professional employe.  

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

3 

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

'The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-34 

Argall Cohen. M. Melio Stain 
Mihalich Steelmn Bebko-Jones Gigliotti 

Belardi G ~ ~ P P O  Mundy Stish 
Belfanti Hanna O lae  Tangretti 
Blaum Hennessey PeSn Tigue 
Boyes Jaroltn Koberts Trich 
Buxton Kasunlc Semmel Van Home 
Cappahanca lrvdansky Staback Wurniak 
Cawley McCall 

NAY S-162 

Acosta Farmer LescoWlz Ryan 
Adolph 1:- Lloyd Santoni 
Allen Pichtcr I.ucyk Sather 
Amtrong Flea& I,pynch S a u m n  
Baker 1:lick Maitland Saylor 
Barley Freeman Manderino Schee(l. 
Battlsto Gamble Markosek Schuler 
Rirmelin tiannon Marsico Scrimenti 
Bnshop (iwst Masland Serafini 
Brown G x g e  McGeehan Srmth, B. 
Bunt (irrlach McNally Smith. S. H. 
Bums Fladeck Memi Snyder. D. W. 
Caltagjrone Godshall Michlovis ~ t n l  
Cam Gordner Micuaie Stem 
Carone Gruitvl Miller Staler 
C-r Haluska Nailor Stcinmatter 
Chadwick Harley Nickol Sturla 
Civera Hasay Nyce Sum 
Clark Horman O'Bnen Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Henhey Oliver Taylor. J. 
Cohen, L. I .  Hess Penzl Thomas 
Colafalla Hughes Pararca Tomlinson 
Colaion Hutchinson Parone Trello 
Conti ltkin Pettit Tme 
Cornell Jadlowiec Phillips Tulli 
Corrigsn James Piccola llliana 
Cowell Josephs Pistella Vance 
coy Kaiser Rtts Vson 
(hrry Keller Platts Vitali 
Ilaley Kenney Preston Warhnngton 
I)el.uca K~ng Kapond Waugh 

" 
Egolf Lawless Raebuck zu8 
Fairchild Iederer Rohrer 
pajt Im Rmney DeWeese. 
Fargo lah  Rubley Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

Steighner 

EXCUSED-5 
Evans Msyemik Rudy 

Butkovitz 

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 ternpore. This hill has been considered 
on three different days and agreed to and is now on final 
passage. 

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-196 

Acosta Fargo Lloyd Sather 
Adolph Fanner h c ~ k  S a m o  
Allen Fee Lynch Saylor 
Argall Fichter Maitland S c h d  
A d m n g  Flrade Maaderino Schuler 
Baker Flick Markosek knmenti 
Barley Freeman Marriw Semmel 
Battiino Gamble Madand S d n i  
Behko-Jones Gamon McCall Smith, B. 
Bclardi Geiaf McGeban Smith. S. H. 
Belfanti George McNally Snyder, D. W. 
Biml in  Gerlach Melio Staback 
Bishop Gidioni Merry Stain 
Blaum Gladeck Michlovis Steel- 
Boyes Godshall Mic-e StRgbaer 
Brown Gordner Mihalich StRl 
Bunt Gruitza Miller Stem 
Bums GNFV Mundy Stder  
Buxtoo Haluska Nailor Stish 
Caltagjmne Hama Nickol StriIImatter 
Cappabianca Harley N ~ c e  Sblrla 
Cam Hasay WBrien Surra 
Carone Hennessq, Olasz Tan@ 
Cawley Herman Oliver Taylor, E. 2. 
Cessar Hershey Penel Taylor, I. 
Chadwick Hess PeSn llamas 
Civera Hughes P e t m a  Tigw 
Clark Hutchinson Pamne Trella 
C l p e r  ltkin Pettit T"ch 
Cohen. I.. I. JadloWrec Phillips Tme 
Cohen. M. J a m  Piccals Tulli 
Colafells Jamlin Pistella Uliana 
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Colaiao J-hs Pi- Vaoce Fichter Marnico SPmmel 
Conti Kaiser Platts Van Home Baker Fleade McCall Serahni 
Come11 
cotrigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
curry 
Daley 
DeIuca 
D e w  
Dent 
D ~ Y  
Dooatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Kasunis 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovlch 
LaGrolta 
Laub 
Laughlio 
Iawless 
Loderer 
Leo 
Leh 
Lescovllz 
Lwdansky 

Reston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinsrd 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Roooey 
Rubley 
Ryan 
Ssn& 

Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R 
wnght, M. N. 
Yandrisevits 
Ywnc 
Zug 

DeWeex. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

Tomlinson 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Bulkovllz 

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 
concunence. 

711e House proceeded to third consideration of SB 375, PN 
398, entitled: 

Barley ~ h a i r t o  
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B i m l i n  , Bi* 
Blaurn 
noyes 
Bmwn 
Buot 
Bums 
Buxtoo 
Calta~moe 
Cappatianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadunck 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
C o l b  
Cooti 
Cornell 
Cotrigan 
Cmuell 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
D e m ~ s e ~  
h d y  
Dooatucci 
Druce 
Durham 

~ l i c i  McGeehao 
Freeman McNally 
Gamble Melio 
Cannon Merry 
c a r t  MichloGc 
Gmrge Micolme 
G d a c h  Mibalish 
Cngliotti Miller 
Cladeck Muody 
Godshall Nailor 
Gordner Nyce 
Cmitla O'Brieo 
GW Olasz 
Haluska Oliver 
Harley Peml 
Hnsay P e d  
Hennessey Pdraxa 
H e m n  Pe(mne 
Hess Pdtit 
Hughes Phillip 
Itkin Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pirtella 
James Pins 
Jamlin Reston 
Josephs Ray7-d 
Kaiser Reber 
Karunic Reinard 
Keller Richardson 
Kenney Rieger 
King Rinn 
Kirkland Roberts 
Kukovlsh Rcbiosoo 
LaCrolts R&ck 
Laub Rohrer 
Lsughlin Rmney 
Lederer Rubley 
Leh Ryan 
Lescovltz Santooi 
Levdaoslry Salher 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Sleighner 
%em 
Stdler 
Stish 
Shlrla 
S u m  
Tangrettr 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
nomas 

t 

Tiguo 
Tomlinson 
Trello 
Trich 
l'me 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogao 
Womiak 
wnght. D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandriwils 
Yewcic 
zug 

DeWeese, 
Speaker 

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

An A c t  amending the act of March 10. 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 
14). entitled "Public School Code of 1949." further providing for 
use of funds by the State Public School Building Authonty; and 
providing for financing for school building property and for 
leasing of telecommunications and distance learning equipment. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cowell. 

Mr. COWELL. Madam Speaker, I move for a suspension 
of the rules for the immediate consideration of amendment 
A1086. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 78 

Acos(a Egolf 1,loyd Saurman 
Adolph Fairchild Lucyk Saylor 
Allen Fajt Manderino Schuler 
Argall Fee Markowk Scrimenti 

NAYS-18 
c.,,, Hutshinsoo Maitland Scheetz 
D~~~ Krebs Masland Steelman 
Fargo Lawless Niskol Steil 
Farmer Lee Plans Strittmatter 
Hanna L p s h  

NOT VOTING-I 

Hershey 

EXCUSED-5 
Bush Evans Mayernik Rudy 
Butkovltz 

t 

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 lo the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. COWIiLL offered the following amendment No. 

A 1086: w 
Amend Title, page 1. llne 7, by strtktng out "and  and 

inserting a comma 
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Amend Title, page I ,  line 8, by remov~ng the period after 1- 
"equlpmmt" and lnaertlng 

and for thc weather emergency of 1994. 
Amend Sec 2 [Sec 784 I ) ,  page 2, line 10. by lnsertlng I 

M 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.1). page 2. line 21, by inserting 

before "m 
M 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). page 2. line 30, by inserting 
before "m 

fd 
Amend S e c  2 (Sec. 784.2). page 3, line 14, by inserting 

before "A*" 

rntermed~ate u n ~ t  or area vucatlonal-technical school shall excuse 
a studcnt to ~rbscrve or participate in a religious activltv or 
funct~on, upon the written not~ficatian of such observance or 
part~cipatiun by the student's parent or guardian. A student's 
absence from school pursuant to this subsection shall be 
cons~dered an instructional day and shall not be recorded as  an 
absencc on the student's attendance record or on the record of any 

partici ation. 
The chief cummiss~rrnsd officer of a school district. 

group or class of whrch thc student is a member. There shall be 
nu penalty attached for any such absences pursuant to this I 

I 

subsection. 
ig) As uscd in this section. a school entlty shall be any 

publ~c.  pnvate ilr nunpublic school a child attends in order to 
fulfill the compuls~~ry  attendance ruqu~rements uf this act. 

Section 5. Scctmn 1502 of the act. amended January 24. 
1966 (19h5 1'.1,.1508. No.529). 5s an~cnded lo read: 

Secllon 1502. Ilays Schools not lo be Kept Open.-[No1 fd 
Ilxccpt as p r ~ ~ ~ d c d  tn S U ~ S C C ~ I O D  (b). no s c h n ~ ~ l  shall be kept opcn 
on any Saturday ior  the purpose of ordinary instruction, except 
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when Monday is fixed by the board of school directors as  the 
weekly holiday, or  on Sunday, Memorial Day, Fourth of July, or  
Christmas nor shall anv school be kept open in any district during 
the tune of holding .the teachers"in&itute for such district. 
Whenever Memorial day shall be on a Sunday, the following 

line and inserting 
Section 7. This act shall take effect as follows: 

(1) The amendment or  addition of sections 1501.6 
and 1502 of the act shall take effect immediately. 

(2) This section shall take effect immediately. 
(3) The remainder of this act shall take effect in 60 

days. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentlema Mr. Cowell. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I want to thank the members of the House 

for the courtesy in suspending the rules so that we could 
consider this amendment today. 

This amendment, amendment ,41086, is intended to deal 
with the problem that many school districts are facing as a 
result of the weather crisis this year, that problem being, how 
will they get a full school year in as required by the law by 
June 30 and remain eligible for their full State subsidy? 

In crafting this amendment, Madam Speaker, we have tried 
to balance two primary concerns: one, the concern that we do 
everything possible to maintain the 180-day requirement and 
insure that children in all school districts across this State have 
the advantage of a full school year prior to June 30. At the 
same time, we have tried to balance a desire that I think is 
shared by all members of this House - that we not cause 
districts and their taxpayers some type of financial penalty 
because they cannot fit the 180 days of school in as we would 
usually require under the School Code provisions. 

This amendment, we hope, can be approved today. 
Obviously we are amending a Senate bill. If we manage to 
keep this bill relatively noncontroversial, it is our hope that the 
Senate will very promptly approve the amendment that we add 
today and send the bill on to the Governor for his signature so 
that we will very clearly indcate to school districts the rules 
of the game for the remainder of this school year. 

In ;ln attempt to help school districts get a full school year 
in  prior to June 30 and remain eligible for their full subsidy, 
we would provide them some additional flexibility. 

First of all, school districts would be able to offer school 
on no more than one Saturday per month during April, May, 
and June and have that Saturday count toward the calculation 
of the school year for subsidy purposes. I want to emphasize, 
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this is permissive; it is not mandatory. The school district does 
not have to do it. It will be up to a local schwl district to 
decide if they want to use that optional authority. 

Secondly, we provide that a school district can meet the 
full requirements of the law for a full school year if they will 
meet the definition of "school year" or "full school yea? as 
we find it elsewhere in the law aside from the 180-day 
requirement that we are most familiar with. 

The law requires that school districts have 900 hours of 
education or inst~ction for elementary children and 990 hours 
of instruction per year for secondary students, and this 
amendment would make that 900 hours and 990 hours the 
ultimate test for whether a school &strict has had a full year 
or not and whether they will get their 1 1 1  subsidy or not. So 
by putting the emphasis on the 900 hours, we create the 
possibility that a school district can get 900 hours in for 
elementary and 990 for secondary in something less than 180 
days if they extend the school year in some fashion, and some 
school districts have requested permission to do that. 

so in a really unprecedented way, we are 
flexibility to school districts to expand the schoolday or to use 
Saturdays, in some cases or to a limited extent, to get the 900- 
and 990-hour requirement met. 

There are two other protections, if you will, for students 
that are built inlo the amendment, There is language in the 
amendment that says that in circumstances where a student has 
an opponunity to in some postsecondary ed 
program or some type academic and where, 
with notification from the parent to the district, a 
request is made for the student to be excused from school, and 
that typically will occur in the laner part of June, the 
district will give permission for the student to be excused 
school. 

~ , , d  it also provides protection for thwe students who may 
in fact miss school for religious reasons. ~t says-and this is 
really language that we have taken from Kepresentative Lita 
Cohen's legislation-it says that a student who misses school, 
perhaps on one of these Saturdays, for instance. for religious 
reasons and that absence is requested by the parent or 
guardia  that the student will be excused, and in fact it will be 
an unrecorded absence so that it will not appear on the 
student's record that he or she missed school that day where 
they have missed for religious reasons. 

so that is the essence of this amendment, I think it is 
language Ulat Stairs has agreed to as well as 
representatives over in the Senate. We have been having 
ongoing discussions with them. Although we do not have a 
formal okay from the Department of Education at this moment, 
I think it is language that is consistent with our discussion with 
the department last week, and I think they will be able to agree 
to it. 

I urge that we approve the amendment. Thank you, Madam 
Speaker-or Mr. Speaker. 
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THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(FRED A. TRELLO) PRESIDING 

I'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
w gentleman. 

The Chair recogluzes the lady, Mrs. Cohen. 
Mrs. COIIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the maker of the amendment stand for 

interrogatio~ please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicatcs that 

he will stand for interrogation. The lady may proceed. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the language in there which will t 
penalize a student and not count as an absence if, for 

religious purposes, astudent does not attend these classes if the 
&strict opts for one Saturday per month. 

My question, Mr. Speaker, is, not only will the student not 
be marked absent, but will that student be permitted to make 
up any tests or receive any awards or be granted any other 
opportunities that he may miss by being absent on that 
Saturday or by not attending on that Saturday session? 

Mr. COWELL. In response to the question of whether a 
student who misses school for religious reasons and is granted 
this unrecorded absence will also be protected from any 
inadvertent penalties, it is the intent of the language in 
paragraph (0, the last sentence, to provide that protection 
where it says, "There shall be no penalty attached for any such 
absences pursuant to this subsection," and I think it is 
important that we Put on the record as you suggest with your 
question, that we mean that in its broadest sense. Students 
should not be penalized for missing a test or any other schwl 
activities, and I will be asking and I am sure Representative 
Stairs will join me in asking the department to make it clear in 
their notifications to school districts that that be the principle 
that is applied that no penalty of any form whatsoever will be 
experienced by that student. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the 
COU*eSY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Stairs. 
Mr. STAIRS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I certainly support this amendment that is offered, because 

many people from my district and I am sure each one of the 
legislators here today have had many contacts and requests to 
offer assistance or to provide a way for our schwl districts to 

lhis that lhey are now facing. Y 
By keeping the 180 days intact, we are sending a very 

im~*an t  signal regarding the integrity of education and not 
letting any reduction in the number of days in refening to 
hours that they can make up by extending the schoolday and 
also by going a limited number of Saturdays. 

I am particularly pleased that there is a part of this 
amendment that addresses activities that school students may 
take part in during the month of June when activities are 
scheduled that would normally be thought of the schwl to be w 
over, and these activities are educational activities. 1 think of 
the FFA (Future Farmers of America) as a good example 
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where they take pall in their State day programs, and other 
groups, I am sure, would also be included here that they would 
not be declared an absence from school. 

I really thnk t h s  is a great idea and I would like it to pass 
today, because time is of the essence. Each day we prolong 
this and each time we delay doing somethng on this makes it 
that much more difficult for our school d~stricts to make up 
these days. So I would hope that we could speedily vote on 
ths  today, send it to the Senate, and they can also be 
expedtious and also get this to the Governor's desk to get this 
into law to help our school districts resolve a very critical 
problem that they will be facing if we do not give them relief. 
'lhank you. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

'lhe Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. k h .  
Mr. I.EH. Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May 1 spcak on the amendment, please? 
The SPEAKEK pro tempore. I he  gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. I .  I would just like to rise to suppoll the Cowell 

amcndment and to inform the members, those members that 
cosponsored my hill, HB 2584, that this would do basically the 
same things, and that is lengthen the schoolday by transmitting 
the 180 days to 900 hours for primary education, 990 hours for 
secondary education; transmit that to allow the local school 
districts to lcngthcn their days if they wish. Also, it includes 
the Chck 'Tulli amcndment to opt to use Saturday once a 
month to also make up those snow days. 

Should the Cowell amcndment pass, and I would hope that 
~t does, I will be withdrawing my amendment, which is 
amendment 1000, to t h s  bill. 

So I would encourage my colleagues to support this 
amendment. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Nyce. 

Mr. NYCE. 'Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wonder if the maker of the amendment would stand for 

interropalion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'l'he gentleman, Mr. Cowell, 

indicates that he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman 
may procced. 

Mr. NYCE. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in the amendment, is there ,any effect on 

existing tcacher contract obligations? 
Mr. COWliLL. Mr. Speaker, the question is, is there any 

effect in this amendment on tcacher contracts? You said 
negotiations, hut I think you m a t  contracts? 

Mr. NYC'F,. Yes. I am sony Contracts; yes. 
Mr. COWELL. 'lhe answer is no. This does not speak to 

district contracts. It does not supersede or override or in any 
way direct any attention to the issue of contracts. 

Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker, thcn is it fair to assume that, for 
erdmple, if a contract required 183 days of contractual work 
and. hy comparison. the number of days of instruction are 

shortened but the hours of the day are lengthened, the district 
could deal with that on its own? 

Mr. COWELL. I think it is fair to understand or think that 
if school districts are going to use the additional flexibility that 
we are giving to them, particularly with respect to a longer day 
that might be in lieu of a full, separate set of 180 schooldays, 
they are probably going to have to talk to their employees 
about that, and they are going to have to come to some kind 
of mutually agreed-to arrangement to use the additional 
authority. 

We are silent on that issue. We are providing flexibility for 
school dstricts to work things out. We really think because of 
the variables in place in 501 different districts, it would be 
erroneous and probably impossible for us to address that issue. 
We are silent on the issue. 

Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker, then I believe I heard you say 
earlier that this is not a mandate, this is completely optional for 
the districts, and that it would not prevent any district that 
wanted to go 180 days from doing so, without altering their 
schedule, as long as they can do it before June 30. k that 
correct? 

Mr. COWELL. Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. Evelything in this 
language is optional. A school district may use those three 
Saturdays or one of them if they wish. A school district may 
extend the schoolday if they wish. A school district can keep 
on doing what they have planned to do and get 180 separate 
days in before June 30. Our objective is to give them 
reasonable, additional flexibility to make sure that kids get a 
full 900 hours of schooling and to make sure the &strict and 
its taxpayers get their full State subsidy. 

Mr. NYCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the amendment. 
The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker, I think that the winter we have 

just experienced certainly does drive us to install specific 
regulations that would help us to deal with these 
circumstances, and I think that Representative Cowell attempts 
to do that and leaves the option of dealing with contractual 
obligations at the local district, where it belongs, and I would 
urge the members to support the amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The C h r  recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Lawless. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I make a brief interrogation of the maker 

of the amendment? 
'The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, 

indicates that he will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on page 2, section 4, letter (e), of your 

amendment, it suggests that they will "...excuse any student 
from school attendance if such student has the oppo~tunity to 
receive a program of advanced instluction ...." Could you tell 
me or clarify for me if this does include a summer college 
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program of early entrance into a college or university of that 
student's choice? 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, in the case of a student who 
is in a grade earlier than their senior year, if I understood your 
question correctly, the answer is yes; this would provide the 
flexibility for a student to begin their college comes or a 
colleee course without oenaltv. In the case of a senior. vou - . , 
might construe this language that way, but in fact, the situation 
affecting graduating seniors is already taken care of outside of 
this law thmugh other authority that the Department of 
Education already has and that they are exercising in 
cooperation with school districts. 

Mr. LAWLESS. So therefore, you do not foresee a problem 
with any early entrance into colleges or universities. 

Mr. COWELL. That is correct. I do not foresee a problem, 
and 1 think between this language for undergraduates and the 
action of the department for seniors, the problem is taken care 
of. 

Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I support 
this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment, 

please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he 

will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. GODSHALL. I just have two questions that I want to 

make absolutely sure that I understand in this amendment. 
The first question I have deals with the top line on page 2, 

where it says that this "...applies only to the school year 1993- 
1994 as a result of the weather emergency of 1994." Tbis 
would indicate to me that the school year can be extended, the 
days can be extended the hours can be extended, only because 
of the weather emergency, not because of school strikes or 
anything in that line. Is that a correct statement? 

Mr. COWELL. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. The extra 
authority that we are giving to school districts to use Saturdays 
or to extend the schoolday is intended to accommodate the 
needs of school districts to make un d m  losl because of the . . 
weather problems. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
And then also another question: If indeed the school cannot 

make up or, say, chooses not to make up the 180 days by 
going on Saturdays and so forth then they lose reimbursement. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, if I understood your question 
correctly, you asked what happens if a school district cannot 
make up the days or chooses not to make up the days. 

Mr. GODSHALL. That is correct. 
Mr. COWELL. If they do not make up the days-and we 

are talking about weather days, I assume- 
Mr. GODSHALL. Right. 

Mr. COWELL. -and they do not get in the 900 hours or 
990 hours, then they will lose a portion of their State subsidy, 
as pmvided by law. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. t 
That is all the questions I have. Thank you very much. 
?he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

eentleman. 

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

'The following mll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 

A h  Fargo Lloyd S a u m n  
Adolph Farmer Lucyk Saylor 
Allen Fee L p c h  Sch& 
A d 1  Fichter Mailland Schuler 
Armstmag Fleagle Mandenno Sc"menti 
Baker Flick Markosek Semmel 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jooes 
Belacdi 
Belfanti 
B i m l i n  
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY- 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Burns 
B w o n  
Csltagimoe 
Cappahanca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cesrsr 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I.  
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Conti 
Comell 
Comgan 
Cowell 

COY 
cuml  
Dsley 
DeLucs 
D e w e y  
Dent 
Demwdy 
Donatucn 
Dmce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Freeman 
Gamble 
Gsnnon 
GRst 
George 
Gerlach 
GigliMti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
GmitZa 
G m w  
Haluska 
Hanns 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinsom 
Itkin 
Jadlawiez 
James 
Jsrolio 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunlc 

Marsim 
Masland 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlhlavis 
Micome 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
NY- 
0'B"eo 
Olasz 
Oliver 
P a l  
Peso 
Pdmrca 
Pdrooe 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
matts 
Preston 

Keller Raymond 
Kenney Reber 
King Reinard 
Kirkland Richardson 
Krebs Kieger 
Kukovich Kilter 
LaGrotta Raberts 
Laub Robinson 
Laughlin Roebvck 
Lawless Rohrer 
Lederer h n e ~  
I s  Rubley 
h h  Ryan 
Lescavifz Ssntaoi 
Levdansky Sather 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

Serafini 
Srmth, B. 
Smith. S. II. 
Snyder. U. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steclman 
Steighner 
StRl 
Stem 
Sldler 
Stish 
Slnttmaller 
Sturls 
Sum 
Taogdti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trello 
T"ch 
Tme 
Tulli 
llliaoa 
Vance 
Van Home 
veoo 
Vitali 
Washington 
Wsugh 
Williams 
Woean 

DeWeese, 
Speaker 
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EXCUSED-5 I The SPEAKER ~ r o  temuore. The Chair thanks the 

Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
HutkoG17 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

amendment was agreed to. 

On the question, 

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 

Mr. D. R. WRIGHT offered the following amendment No. 

A0309: 

Amend T~tle, page 1 ,  line 7, by strik~ng out " a n d  and 
lnsertlng a comma 

Amend Title, page 1, ltne 8, by removtng the period after 
"equipment" and inserting 

and for the Center for Rural Pennsylvania. 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). pagc 2, line 30, by striking out 

"Matn1enance.-Atly" and tnserting 
Maintenance.-(a) The General Assembly finds and declares as 
follows: 

I )  Due to a small populat~an base, rural schools and 
busmesses are often unable to provide the specialized courses or 
training nccdcd for tomorrow's economy. 

(2) 'Tclccommunications offer a largely untapped potential 
to cross-renrraphic boundaries to connect specialized teachers and 

in telecommunications devela~ment. 

Amend Sec. 2 ( S e c  784.2). pagc 3, line 14. by inserting 
before "m 

&I 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec 784.2), page 3, line 28, by inserting 

before "m 

gentleman for his withdrawal, and you may proceed on the 
amendment. 

Mr. D. R WKIGHT. Mr. Speaker, my amendment has a 
single virtue, and that is that it is at least one amendment today 
that is related specifically to the bill that we have before us. 

It is a simple amendment; it simply does two things: First 
of all, it c lkfies the purpose of the bill, and the second thing 
that it does is that the amendment requires that the Center for 
Rural Pennsylvania act in an advisory capacity in providing 

training and coordination to help districts utilize the distance 
teaching technology that this bill proposes. 

For that reason I would simply ask that we adopt the 
amendment. 

' h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

On the question recurring, 
Will t h e - ~ o u s e  agree to~the  amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

Acorn Fargo Lwdanshy 
Adolph Farmer Lucyk 
Allen Fee Lynch 
Argall Rchter Maitland 
Armstrong Fleagle Mandenno 
Baker Flick Marlosek 
Barley F m m o  Marsico 
Battido Gamble Masland 
Bebkc-hnes Gamon McCall 
blsrdi Geid McGeehan 
Belfanti George McNally 
Birmelin Gerlash Melio 
Bishap tiigtiotti MrnY 
Blaum tiladeck MicUovic 

Sather 
S a m "  
Saylor 
Sch& 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 

Amend Sec. 2. page 4. by inserting between lines 3 and 4 

administrators and businesspeople to participate effcctively in 

---, ~- - ~- ~p 

Brawn Gordner Mihlich ~teii' 
Bunt Gruifla Miller Stem 
Burns GNPP Mu& St4er 
Buxton Haluaka Nailor Stish 
Caltagirone Hanns Nick01 Striamatter 
Camhianca Hnrlev Nvce Sturla 

DBSIS. 

L C )  'The center shall provide coordination, training and 
adv~ce to the ilepartment of Education and the Public School 
Building Authoritv concern in^ distance learning opportunities. 

d For the purposes of this section. "center" means the 
Center for Rural Pennsylvania. 

and pilot prowams. 
(b) The center may continue to provide arants to training 

centers. postsecondary institutions, intermediate units nr other 
appropriate or~anizations in order to provide local technical 
support and tra~nina coordinat~on for the proaram on a regional . 

On the question, 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

--rc------~- ,~~ ~ ~~ 

Cam Hasay O'Brieo Surra 
Cawley Hennessey Olae Taogretti 
cessar Herman Oliver Taylor, E. 2. 
Chadwlck Hershey P-1 Taylor, J. 
Civera Ress Pessi Thomas 

' h e  SI'EAKEK prn tempore. I'he gentleman, Mr. Wright, 
is in order and may proceed. 

Mr. D. R. WRIGFI?'. Mr. Speaker, 1 have withdrawn 

amendments 216, 217, 218, 220, 221, 222, 223, and we are 
now considering 309. 'lhank you. 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola- 
Conti 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Cowell 
Coy 
curry 
Daley 
DeLucs 
Dem~sey 
Dent 
I I e d y  

Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovlch 
LaGroffa 
Laub 

Petram 
Petrooe 
Pmit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Plans 
Preston 
Raymond 
Rebe, 
Reinard 
Kichardson 
Kieger 
Kim 
Roberts 
Robinson 

Tomiinson 
Trello 
T"ch 
True 
Tulli 
Ulima 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
ViWi 
Washington 
Waua 
William 
w o w  
Womisk 
wngbt. D. R 
Wright, M. N 
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" 
~ g o ~ f  ~ e e  ~ u b 1 4  
Fairchild Leh Ryan Dew-, 
Fajt Lescovitz Saotoni speaks 

Donatucci Laughlin R h c k  Yandnrevlts 
Druce Lawless Rohrer Yew"= 
Durham Iaierer Rmnev zug 

NAYS-3 

Camne Lloyd Tipe 

On the questioq 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

NOT Vo'rrNG-0 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Waugh on the 
amendment. b 

Mr. WAUGIS. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker. 

I 
, 

I am going to be brief. 7his is the same amendment that I 
offered earlier on HB 1245. 1 believe it was. We have been 
through all the arguments. I only hope that folks have thought 
a little bit since earlier. Thank you. 

EXCUSED-5 I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

Bush Evans Maymik Rudy 
Butkovitz 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. WAllGH offered the following amendment No. 

A004 1: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "thereto,"" 
providing for certain matters relating to 
prevailing wage; 

Amend Bill, page 1, by insert~ng betweon lines 10 and I I 
Section 1. The act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14). 

known as the Publlc School Code of 1949, is amended by adding 
a sectinn tn rend. 

. . -  . . , 
inserting - 

L 

Amend Sec. I ,  page I .  lines I I and 12. by striking out "of 
March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known as the Public School 
Code of 1949" 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2,  line 9 ,  by strik~ng out "2" and 
inserting 

1 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.1). page 2, line 10. by inserting 

after "Propertv.-" . . 
&I 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.1). page 2, line 21, by inserting 
before "w 

m 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2), page 2, line 30. by Inserting 

after "Maintenance.-" 
Ld 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2), page 3, line 14, by inserting 
before "w 

,I.\ 
lxl 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). pago 3, l~ne  28, by inserting 
before "w 

fd 
Amend Sec. 3, page 4. line 4, by strtking out "3" and 

inserting 
4 

Amend Sec. 4. page 4, line 22. by striking out "4" and 
inserting 

5 

gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cowell. b 
Mr. COWELL. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am searching through my book here, but my 

understanding is, this is language very similar to what we just 
defeated in the context of the prior bill. 

Again I would urge, for a]l the reasons that we stated a 
couple of hours ago, that we defeat the amendment in the 
context of SB 375. It was inappropriate and it was rejected by 
the members of the House earlier. I suggest we take the same 
action now. ']hank you. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizss the 
gentleman, Mr. Waugh, for the second time. 

Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just to clarify, thls would increase the threshold for 

prevailing wage from $25,000 to $150,000, a. the earlier 
amendment did. 

I would appreciate your support. 'thanks. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ?he Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Pairchild Lee Saurman 
Allen F a r ~ o  Leh Saylor 
Areall F a m r  Lvnsh Sch& " 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
B i m l i n  
Brown 
Bunt 
Carone 
C~jsar  
Chadwick 
Civem 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. I.. I 
Conti 
Comell 
Coy 
D e m ~ s e ~  
I)enl 
Druce 
Egolf 

Fichter Maitland 
Fleagle Msrsico 
Flick Masland 
Gamble Merry 
GRst Micomie 
Gerlach Miller 
Gladeck Nailor 
Godshall Nickol 
Hanna Pelt11 
Harley Phillips 
Hasay Piccola 
Hennessey Pittr 
Herman Plattr 
Hershey Raymond 
Hess Reber 
Hutchinson Reinard 
Jadlowiec Rohrer 
Krebs Rubley 
lauh Ryan 
Lawless Sather 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snvder. D. W. . . 
Steelman 
StRl 
Stem 

t, 
St"ttmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Todinson 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vifali 
Wau& 
W.&t. M. N .  
Zug w 
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Asusta 
Haltisto 
Bebko-Jones 
B e l a d  
Ilrlfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buyes 
Bums 
Huxton 
(:allairone 
Cappatianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cuhsn, M. 
Culafella 
Colaim 
Corigan 
Cowell 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
I ) e d y  
Donatucci 
1)urharn 
Fajt 
Fee 

Freeman 
Cannon 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
Gruita  

Gluppo 
flaluska 
Hughes 
ltlun 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiwr 
Kasuois 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Kukovlch 
IaCrotta 
laughlin 
Lzdederer 
I,escovltz 
LPvdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Mandorino 
Markosek 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Mishlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Nyce 
O'Brieo 
Olasc 
Oliver 
Peml 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petmne 
Pistella 
Preston 
Richardson 
Kieger 
Killer 
Robells 
Robinson 
Kabusk 
Rmney 
Santoni 

Scrimeoti 
Staback 
Stalrs 
Steighner 
Stdlel 
Stish 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangdti 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tiye 
Trello 
T"ch 
I!liana 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Washington 
Wtlliams 
Wogan 
Waniak 
Wright. D. R 
Yandriwvlts 
Ywnc 

DeWeew, 
Speaker 

N O T  VDI'1NC;-0 I 

'l'hc qucstion was dctcrmined in the ncgdtive, and the 

amendment wits not agreed to. 

On the qucstion recumng, 
Will the Housc agrcc to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. STRI'ITMA'17'ER offend the following amendment 

No. A4207: 

Amcnd T~t le ,  page 1, llne 6 .  by striking out "and" 
Amend Iltle.  oavc 1. line 7. bv strikinr out "and" and . . , - 

inserting a comma 
Amend 'rttle, page I,  ltne 8, by removing the period after 

"equipment" and inserting 
an4 f i r  thc awarding of acontract or contracts, specifications and 
lowest respons~ble blds for the construction or lease or purchase 
of buildmgs. 

Amcnd 8111. oaee 1, lmes 11 and 12. bv stnkmu out all of 1 
said lines and ms&ti& 

- 
Sectlun I .  Section 701.1 of the act of March 10, 1949 

(P.1..30. No.14). known as thc l'ublic School Code of 1949, added 
June 27. 1973 (1'.1..75. No.34), is amended to read: 

Section 701 . I .  Referendum or Public Hearing Required 
Prior to Construction or Lease.-@-) Except where the approval of 
the electnrs is obta~ned to incur indebtedness to finance the 
construction of  a school project. the board of schoul directors of 
any schuol district of the second, third or fourth classes. shall not 
construct. entcr into a contract to construcl or enter tnlo a contract 
to lease a new school buildlng or substantial addition to an 
existing school bullding without the consent of the electors 
obtained by referendum or wtthout holding a public hearing as 
hereinafter provldcd. In thc event that a new school building or a 
substantial addition to an cxlsting building is to be constructed or 

leased, the school board shall, by a majority vote of all its 
members, authorize a maximum project cost and a maximum 
building construction cost to be financed by the district or 
amortized by lease rentals to be paid by the district. Building 
construction cost shall consist of the cost of all building 
construction including penera1 construction costs. olumbinn. . . 
heating, electrical. VeGilating and other structural costs; 
equipment and fixtures and architectural and engineering fees 
relating thereto, but not including costs for site acquisition and 
development. rough grading to receive the building, sewage 
treatment facilities or equivalent capital contributions, and 
architectural and engineering fees relating thereto. In all cases, a 
public hearing shall be held not later than thirty (30) days before 
the school district submits the initial building construction cost 
estimates to the Department of Education for approval. Notice of 
the hearing shall be given not later than twenty (20) days before 
the date of the scheduled hearing. In the event that the maximum 
building construction cost authorization exceeds the aggregate 
budding expenditure standard hereinafter specified, the aforesaid 
authorization ofthe school board shall be submitted to the electors 
of the school district for their approval within six (6) months prior 
ta submission of the final building construction cost bids to the 
Department of Education for approval. Such referendum shall be 
held in the same manner as provided by law for the approval of 
the incurring of indebtedness by referendum. The question as 
submitted shall spec~fy the maximum project cost, the maximum 
buildtng construction cost and the annual sinking fund charge or 
lease rental to be incurred by the school district and the portion 
of such charge or rental expected to be reimbursed by the 
Commonwealth. If the final building construction cost bids to be 
submitted to the Department of Education for approval are less 
than the aggregate building expenditure standard hereafter 
specified but exceed by eight (8) per cent or more the initial 
buildlug construction cost estimates submitted to the Department 
for approval, a second public hearing shall he held before the 
Department shall give its final approval. 

@J The applicable aggregate building expenditure standard 
shall be a total amount calculated for each building or substantial 
addition by multiplying the rated pupil capacity under the 
approved room schedule by the following: two thousand eight 
hundred dollars ($2.800) for each pupil of rated elementary 
canacitv: four thousand two hundred dollars fS4.2001 far each ~, ~ , .  
pup11 . , I  raied ~cc.lnJsry capacity i r t  grades se \en ,  e ~ g h t  and ntne 
:and il\c th.,u.i;litJ t\ro hundred dt,llarj (S5.2UU) fslr each puptl ~f 
rated secondary capacity in grades ten, eleven and twelve and five 
thousand two hundred dollars ($5.200) for each auoil of rated . . 
~ .~c~t~~nn i l l - rc .1~ ,~~ :n I  capacir) In grades ten, ulrvan and twclvr. to 
n.11 incluJe the u.),t ~ iequ lpmunt  and fixtures in such \ocattuoal- 
tcchniual sih<l.>ls I'rm lrled. h,rwe\er, 'lhat cach t t t  the preccdmy 
per pupil amounts shall be adjusted by the ~ e p a i t m e n t  of 
Education on July 1. 1974; and annually thereafter by multiplying 
said amounts by the ratio of the composite construction cost index 
compiled and published by the United States Department of 
Commerce for the o reced in~  calendar vear to such index for the 

~ - 
I W A I  prcccJing ~dlr.l~.Iar year Rated elementary pup11 uspaclty J r  
rated ec,,nJary pup11 Lapaolty for any schoal bulldmg shall b< the 
rated pupil capacity detcrmiied on the basis of the method used 
by the Department for school building reimbursement purposes 
during the school year 1971-1972. 

jc) The State Board of Education shall, by regulation. 
establish for leased buildines a method for determination of 
standards of measurement, includin~,  without limitation. the 
maximum buildine construction cost. the maximum proiect cost 
and the aaareaate building expenditure standard. which are 
c,,mparablc tu ! h : w u l r i X  b y  ihls section fur thi~sonstrucuun 
.,I b u i l d ~ n ~ i .  I 'cnJl! l r&~tl , ,n  .lnJ ~ u w n  of final rules and 
re~ulati~ns,!heSiate 1~odr.I %,f l ~ , ~ u c a l ~ ~ ~ n  shall ha \e  thu power and 
duth.jrlry to PIC)IIIU&~J.)~I. publi&and us< rntrrmt re~ulat1jyn2 
it>r 1Rd ~ ~ n ~ l e ~ ~ ~ c n l a t ~ o n  0 1  thti provwon [or ? . ~ e r ~ c ) d  of one year . . 
4 1 ~ t e I y  io!luhlny !lie eifectlvr daic o i t h ~ s  subsccttue o d  
&.dtic!!\r. datc o i  i~n+4lb and regulations, wh~chever first 
~ S ~ ! l w ~ t l ~ ~ l a ~ i J ~ n ~  any oth<r provtrton of law 1s) the .- !hcl@r.rlm rc*ulatlolts pr.,pc,sed undcr tlte aulhor~ty df 
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Lbj I'he..lr.are ayr~cment  must. be- e~e~u1uleJ prwr &I& 
w m $ r . m c . n l  . ,ianv ~~~r_k,~:n!hr.conrlrucl~~>n JI a nem butid~ng 
,>r the cc,nlmencem<nt dfuny work for thc. alterat~~to.drrenovatl<~n 

this subsection shall not be subiect to review pursuant to the act 
of June 25, 1982 (P.L.633, No.181). h o w n  as  the "Regulatory 
Review Act." 

(dJ For purposes of this section: 
(1) "Site acquisition" includes the cost of land and mineral 

rights, demolition and clearing, rights-of-way and related utility 
relocations, surveys and soils analysis, and the cost of all fees 
relating thereto. 

(2) "Site development" includes excavation, grouting or 
shoring, special foundations for buildings, access roads to site. 
utilities on site, extension of utilities to site. 

(3) "Equipment and fixtures" means property fixed or  
movable which is incidental and necessary to conduct the 
educational program, and includes, but is not limited to movable 
equipment such as desks, chairs, tables, portable physical 
education equipment. audio-visual equipment and science, 
homemaking. industrial art and business equipment and 
instructional materials and fixtures such as casework, laboratory 
equipment, kitchen equipment. auditorium seating and any other 
special fixtures or  equipment required to conduct a particular 
educational program. 

(4) "Substantial addition" means more than twenty (20) per 
centurn of the area and replacement value of the structure to 
which the improvement is to be added. 

Section 2. Section 703.1 of the act, added December 6, 
1972 (P.L,.1445. No.323), is amended to read: 

Section 703.1. Lease of Buildings or Portions of Buildings 
Constructed or  Altered for School U s e - M  'The board of school 
directors of any district is heroby vested with the power and 
authority to lease for an extended period of five (5) years or more, 
with or  without provisions for acquisition of same, buildings ar 
portions of buildings constructed for school use andlor other 
buildings or  portions of buildings altered for school use provided 
such buildings comply with standards and regulations established 
by the State Board of Education and the Department of Labor and 
Industry. 

(b) The board of school directors in any school district may 
perform any construction, recanstruction, repairs, or work a f  any 
nature, whcre the entire cost or value, including labor and 

particular prefabricated unit, including all utilities such as 
plumbing. heating and ventilating, and electrical work, and may 
advertise far a single bid on all the work and award the contract 
therefor to the lowest responsible bidder:] The board of school 
directors shall, in its discretion, have prepared separate 
specifications for construction, plumbing, beating and ventilatin 
and electrical work, or separate bids on each of the branches ogf 
work or combinations thereof or a single bid on all the work. The 
board of school directors shall award the contract or contracts to 
the lowest responsible bidder or  bidders: Provided, That if due to 
an emergency a school plant or any part thereof becomes 
unusable, a competitive bid or competitive bids for repairs or 
replacemant may be solicited from at least t h e e  responsible 
bidders, and upon the approval of any of these bids by the 
Secretary of Education, the board of school directors may proceed 
at once to make the necessary repairs or  replacements in 
accordance with the terms of said approved bid or bids. t 

(21 For the DUIDoSeS of this subsection. "emergency" means 
an unforeseen event such as a fire, tornado, flood, explosion or 
other unforeseen event as may be determined by the Secretary of 
Education. 

(a.1) Written or telephonic price quotations from at least 
three qualified and responsible contractors shall be requested by 
the board of school directors for all contracts that exceed four 
thousand dollars ($4,000) but are less than the amount requiring 
advertisement and compet~tive bidding, or, in liou of price 
quotations, a memorandum shall be kept on file showing that 
fewer than three qualified contractors exist in the market area 
within whlch it is practicable to obtain quotations. A written 
record of telephonic price quotations shall be made and shall 
contain at least the date of the quotation, the name of the 
contractor and the contractor's representative, the construction, 
reconstruction, repair, maintenance or work which was the subject 
of the quotation and the price. Written price quotations, written 
records of telephonic price quotations and memoranda shall be 
retained for a pe r~od  of three years. 

&IIII any llmf prl.!! ~ h ?  occupaniy dl' the hurld~ny. Any 
provlslon <I' the Irasr.~rr.mc@.nl~r.?\ ~ d l n p  Idr n i s l y n m ~ ~  
rrqutre prntr urltten c!?ns,nt 01 thc ha~arJ .>I' r~h.~old- 

of any existing building. The term of the lease agreement must 

, . 
1990 (~.1. .164:~0.38) ,  is amended to read:' 

Section 751. Work to be Done Under Contract Let on Bids; 

I material, is less than five thousand dollars ($5000). by its own 

Exception.-(a) All construction, reconstruction, repairs, 
maintenance or  work of any nature, includ~ng the introduction of 
plumbing, hea t~ng  and ventilating, or lighting systems, upon any 
school building or upon any school property. or upon any building 
or portion of a building leased under the provisions of section 
703.1. made by any schuol distr~ct. where the entire cost. value. 
or amount of such construction. reconstruction. reoairs. ~. ~ ~~~~-~~~~ . ~~~, 
maintenance or work, includtng labor and material, shall exceed 
ten thousand dollars (IE10,000), shall be done under a lease 
contract or separate contracts to he entered into by such school 
district with the lowest responsible bidder, upon proper terms. 
after due public notlce has been given asking for competitive bids. 
[Whenover a board of school directors shall approve the use of a 
prefabricated unit, complete in itself, for a school building or 
other proper structure to be erected upon school property, the 
board of school directors may have prepared appropriate 
specifications detailing the size and material deslred in a 

maintenance personnel. The board of school directors in any 
school district may authorize the secretary of the board or other 
executive to award contracts for construction. reconstruction, 
repairs. or work uf any naturc, where the entire cost or value. 
including labor and material, is tcn thousand dollars ($10.000) or 
less, without solrciting compotit~ve bids, subject, however, to the 
provis~ons of subsection (a.1). 

(c) Every contract for the construction, reconstruction, 
alteration, repair, improvement or  maintenance of public works 
shall comply with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1978 
(P.L.6.  NO.^), known as the "Steel Products Procurement Act." 

(d) The board o f  school directors ofany school district may, 
in addition ta the power granted in subsection (b), utilize also its 
own maintenance or other personnel to perform maintenance work 
irrespective of the entire cost or value o f  such work. 

(e) No person, consultant. firm or corporation contracting 
with a schuol district for purposes o f  rendering personal or 
professional services to the schoal district shall share with any 
school district officer or employe, and no school district officer or v'. 
employe shall accept, any portlon of the compensation or fees 
pald by the school district for the contracted services provided to 
the school d~strict exceot under the followins terms or condit~ons: ~. 

1 1  I .ul l  J~rcl.~.,ure .>l'all relcvdnl inl,trntall.ln regdrrllng the 
hsr l l ig  .lithe .. mpens.4l.>n .,r i;er shall he maJc 11) !he b ~ u r d  .,I' 

prtor to the performance of satd services. 

( 3 )  No See or compensation for ~ e r s o n a l  or ~rofeaslonal 
services may be shared except far work actually pe;formed. w 

(4) No shared fee or compensation fur personal or 
professional services may be paid at a rate In excess of that 
commensurate for similar personal or professional services. 
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(1) No board of school dircctors shall evade the provisions 
of thls section as to advertising for bids or purchasing materials 
or contracting for services piecemeal for the purpose of obtaining 
prlces under ten thousand dollars ($10,000) upon transactions 
whlch should, in the exercise of reasonable discretion and 
prudence. be conducted as one transaction amounting to more than 
ten thousand dollars ($1 0,000). This provision is intended to make 
unlawful the practlce of evading advertising requirements by 
makrng a serles o f  purchases or contracts each for less than the 
advertising requirement price, or by mak~ng several simultaneous 
purchases or contracts each below said price, when in either case 
the trnnaactlon involved should have been made as one transaction 
for one price. 

Section 4. Section 783 of the act, added May 9. 
Amcnd Sec. 2, page 2, linc 9, by striking out "2" and 

insert~ng 
5 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.1). page 2, line 10, by striking out 
"llropcrty.-Any" and insert~ng 

1'roperty.-(a) Any 
Amcnd Sec. 2 (Scc. 784.1), page 2, linc 21, by inserting 

betme ''W 
G?l 

Amend S e c  2 ( S e c  7842).  page 2, line 30, by str~king out 
"Maln1enancr.-Any" and inserting 

Maintenance-(a) An 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). page 3,'line 14, by inserting 

bcfore "a 
@I 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). page 3, line 28, by inserting 
before "W 

c!a 
Amend Scc. 3, pagc 4, line 4, by striking out "3" and 

inscrt~ng 
5 

Amend 8111. page 4, llne 22, by striking out all o f  said line 
and inserting 

Scction 6 .  Scction 791 of the act is amended by adding 
subsections to read: 

Scctlon 791. Grants, Conveyances, Appropriations to, 
(:ontracts with. and Lcases from. Profit or Nonprofit Corporations, 
Partnerships. Associations, or Persons.-* ' 

(c) A lease aerocment authorized by t h ~ s  sectlon must be 
cxecuted prior to the commencement of any work on the 
construction of a new buildine or the commencement of anv work 
for the alteration or renovation of  any existing building. The term 
of the lease aarecment must begin at any time prior to the 
occupancy of the building, Any provision of the lease agreement 
providinr for assignment must requlrc prior written consent ofthe 
board of school d~rectors. 

( d r  The board of school directors shall not execute any lcase 
a reemcnt under the author11 of  this or an other rovision of 
t:,s act unless the lease a)rreJment requires:y its e:press terms 
that preva~line minimum wages shall be paid during and 
throuuhuut the term of thc lease in accordance with the provisions 
of th~. act o f  Aurust 15, 1961 (P.L.987, No.442). known as the 
"l'ennsvlvan~a Prevailing W a ~ e  Act." 

Sectiun 7.  Sectlon 2574.2 of the act, added 1)ecember 6, 
1972 (P.1.1445. No.323). IS amended to read: 

Sectron 2574.2. Approved Retmbursablc Annual Rental for 
1,eases o f  Hu~ld~ngs  and Facilities fur Schnul U s e . - u  For 
extended leases o f  b u l l d ~ n ~ s  and facilities for school ose 
authar~zed under the provisluns o f  section 703.1 which have been 
approved by the Secretary of Education, the llepartment of 
Education shall calculate an approved re~mbursable annual rental 
charge. 

Approved rcin~bursable annual rental for such approved 
leases o f  bulldlny facilitzes cvnstructed for school use shall be the 
lesser of (i) thc product of thc annual rental payable under the 
provisions of thc approved lease agreement timcs the ratlo of the 
pupil scheduled area to the arch~tectural area. or (in) the product 
of the rated pupil capacity as determined by the Ilcpartment of- 
llducaticrn at the tlmo of inltlal lease times one hundred sixty 

dollars ($160) for elomentary schools, two hundred twenty dollars 
($220) far secondary schools, or two hundred seventy dollars 
($270) for area vocational-technical schools. 

Annual approved rental payable for approved leases of 
existing facilit~es altered for school use shall be the lesser of (i) 
the product of the annual rental payable under the provisions of 
the approved lease agreement times the ratio of the pupil 
scheduled area to the architectural area, or (ii) the product of the 
rated pupil capacity, as determined by the Department of 
Education at the time of initial lease, times one hundred twelve 
dollars ($1 12) for elementary, one hundred fifty-four dollars 
($154) for secondary, or one hundred eighty-nine dollars ($189) 
for area vocational-technical schools. 

(d) The State Board of Education shall. by renulation, 
establish for leased buildings a method for calculating 
reimbursement for leases relating to construction proiects 
contracted for after the effective date of this act which shall 
provide reimbursement comparable to the reimbursement 
allowable for the construction of buildings. Pending adoption and 
publication of final rules and regulations, the State Board of 
Education shall have the power and authority to ~romulaate ,  
adopt, publish and use interim renulations for the implementation 
of this provision for a period of  one year immediately following 
the effective date of this subsection or until the effective date o f  
final rules and regulations, whichever first occurs. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law to the contrary. the 
interimreaulatians proposedunder the authoritv ofthis subsection 
shall not be subiect to review pursuant to the act of June 25. 1982 
(P.L.633. No.181). known as the "Re~ulatory Review Act." 

Section 8. (a) All provisions of prior acts with respect to 
the separation of construction specifications, construction bids or 
construction contracts are hereby repealed insofar a s  they are 
inconsistent with the amendment of sections 701.1, 751, 791 and 
2574.2 of the act. 

(b) All additional and otherwise applicable statutory 
provisions relating to projects of public work, public construction. 
school construction or public buildings are applicable to projects 
undertaken under the amendment of sections 701.1,751.791 and 
2574.2 of the act, except to the cxtent to which the amendment of 
sections 701.1, 751, 792 and 2574.2 of the act are specifically 
inconsistent. 

Sect~on 9. Thls act shall take effect immediately. 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter, is in order 
and may proceed. 

Mr. S T R I T I ' M A T k R .  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment, A4207, is an amendment that 
we have had befon: us before in the subject matter in order to  
save money for our taxpayers in our school districts. What this 
would do is, it is a provision for school bard directors 
to help them meet the needs of  tight fiscal finances. What this 
would do is, with school construction for buildings, it would 
allow those school districts to have the option to  have a lease 

acquisition of the school builhng. It would allow them to  not 
have to go through the tradtional Separations Act. 

The AFIrCIO incorrectly over the years has said, well, w e  
are agaimt ,his because this is prevailing wage. On two 
occasions we have put in the provision where it would be 
prevailing wage on that, so I would hope that the Democratic 
members especially would not be abut voting for this 
amendment at this time, 

I would ask for an afirmative vote. 'thank you. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Reifanti. 
Mr. BELFANI1. 'Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not know if this is like just a deja vu day 

or what, but we keep voting on things we have been voting 
and voting and voting on, and if the members of the House 
will recall, on June 23 of last year, we had this amendment 
before us; we spoke resoundingly against it by a vote of 75 to 
124. Nothing has changed, Mr. Speaker. 

It is critical to this State that heating and ventilating, 
electrical and plumbing contractors be allowed to separately 
bid on large construction projects. If we had a good Mechanics 
Lien Law in this State, which we have been working on since 
I have been here, it may not be that critical, but to force all of 
these specialty contractors to have to submit bids to a general 
contractor and thereby make them all subcontractors -whether 
they be union heating contractors or nonunion heating 
contractors, whether they are a union electrical contractor or a 
nonunion electrical contractor - to put them under the thumb 
of a general contractor in all instances on school construction 
projects is a big mistake. The work will not be done as 
correctly, it will not be done by as qualified of people, and we 
will have the same problems that all the other subcontractors 
in this State have now, trying to collect from the general 
contractors after their work has been performed. 

Once again, we have a lousy Mechanics Lien Law, and that 
makes this proposal even worse. 

As I said, we defeated this by over 50 votes the last time 
it ran. I would hope we can increase the margin of defeat this 
time. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The C b r  thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 

Mr. GODSHALL. 'Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also rise to oppose this legislation, specifically for the 

reasons that were enunciated by Representative Belfanti. 
I have served on my local school board for 17 years and 

went through numerous building projects. We have always bid 
out the general contracts, sheet metal, electric, and plumbing, 
and I really think that is the way to do it. 

With this bill, you would have the general contractor 
become all powerful, and all other contractors would be 
subcontractors, and these people do have a hard time getting 
paid. I serve on the Business and Economic Development 
Committee. We have had at least two hearings on this subject. 
Subcontractors have a hard time getting paid and this would 
put y o u  electricians, your plumbers, and your sheet metal 
workers at a serious disadvantage. 

I would ask for a negative vote on ths  bill. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman. 
The Chair recogniies the gentleman. Mr. Cowell. 
Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago we took a big step 

forward in resolving a problem that is confronting school 
districts all over this State: what they need to do now, what 

kind of decisions must they begin to make now, to reshape 
their calendars for the next several months so that the 
taxpayers in those dstricts will get their full share of State 
funds and kids will get their full sham of instruction. 'lhis 
amendment, if it were to be approved today. because of the 
tremendous controversy about this issue, will get in the way of 
us expeditiously sending this bill to the Governor. 

We have rejected this language in the past, as recently as 
8 or 9 months ago. It is very controversial. It raises issues 
around which thcre is no consensus. I urge that we defeat this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thank7 the 
gentleman. t 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter. 
Mr. S T m m A T I ' E R .  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just to correct a couple of the members' statements from 

before. 
'There have been things that have changed. One of the 

members talked about, well, nothing has changed since this 
amendment was defeated. I think that there is a change. The 
taxpayers know that they are tired of paying extra when they 
do not need to. It is ridiculous that just because we do a school 
building, you pay twice as much as what needs to be done. 
This could equate into a 20-percent savings on every school 
construction project. That affects a lot of members. 

The School Boards Association has made this one of their 
top priorities when we are talking about mandates. They come 
and they always complain about the fact that we have all these 
mandates. This is one of those areas where you can respond to 
your education community. Help out the education community 
- the teachers, the school boards, and the taxpayers - by 
voting for this bill and this amendment to this bill. 

The other thing that has changed is-and 1 would hope for 
apositive vote, not being dilatory about this-because what has 
changed since the last time we brought this up is, other 
legislation that Representative Cowell and others and I think, 
most members voted for was to allow school districts to have 
building construction managers. Now, why do they need to 
have building construction managers? Because they found that 
there was all this waste. The other times when this amendment 
was voted down, they said oh, there are not going to be any 
savings; oh, there is no waste; oh, nothing could be done. 
Well, it turns out that a lot of school construction projects have 
saved money by having building managers. Where did they 
find this? Because they have too many cooks in the kitchen by 
having all these prime contractors on it. You need somebody W 
in order to sort through all the people that are on this job and 
no one in control. 

What we found was, in one school &strict alone, they paid 
$1.2 million for a building construction manager to take care 
of their building. Now, obviously, there is a lot of waste if you 
can afford to pay somebody $1.2 million to take care of a 
construction project. It would be the same- The analogy would 
be, in your home, if you wanted to put an addition onto your 
home and all of a sudden you had to have four or five prime w 
conttactors in order to do your home, and then you would have 
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to go out and you would have to hire somebody else then to 
watch over those four or five people that are supposed to be in 
charge of your project. 'lhat is what our school districts are up 
to now. 

I would have hoped that all the school hoard directors, the 
teachers, would have been coming to all of us on t h s  floor and 
sayng, hey. enough is cnough; it has been demonstrated that 
it saves. 

We did the same thing with building the prisons. We even 
had the Deparlment of General Services that advocated that we 
should be doing all public buildings the way we did with the 
prisons. 'l'his is one avenue of doing that. 

I think it is rid~culous to not pass ths  amendment. The 
reason it is on this bill now is, for 3 years we have k e n  trying 
to do ths; there has never been a good time to do it. l lus  is a 
Senate bill; t h s  is a bill that can get action; ths  is a bill with 
const~ction season staning. 'lhat is why we need to do it now 
and we cannot wait .  

1 understand, you know, the plight of the building trades. 
I do not think it helps the working men and women of the 
building trddes whcn'they do not get any work. I do not think 
it helps when you get contractors coming in from Arkansas 
and other pans of the Nation, coming into our State, taking 
away jobs that could be held by working men and women. It 
does not help when we delay school buil&ng construction jobs 
and wc force the children into churches rather than into the 
school buildings. Why'? Because of these outdated laws. 

It is time that we stand up and stop it. I was hoping in an 
election year, now with people running for primaries, that they 
would be more conscious of the tax dollars. That is why I 
thnk there is a change now and why I would hope that we 
would be able to pass this amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I he  SPEAKER pro tempre. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognirxs Mr. Belfanti for the second time. 

Mr. HELI:ANI'I. 'I'hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Like I said, Mr. Speaker. nothing has changed in the past 

vear sincc we defeated i h s  amendment bv 50 votes. Mavbe the 
gentleman, Mr. Strittmatter's hopes have been elevated 
somewhat. I do not know why. We did not defeat this 
amendment like wc did prevailing wage because of the bad 
timing. l'hat argument was used under prevailing wage, but 
Separations Act changes arc a lousy idea. It has nothng to do 
with timing. 

We believe that these four sets of contractors should be 
independently liable for any problem that they cause on a 
construction site. They should also be independently 
responsible to do a professional job. They should also 
independently be allowed to bid on separate specifications that 
the archtects and engineers lay out for those types ofprojects. 

1 worked on construction. Mr. Speaker, and I was a 
contractor as well. This is not a union-nonunion issue. It is an 
issue that many contractors, either union or nonunion, do not 
w a n t  to see changed. l'he only people that would like to see 
ths  changed arc a few general contractors out there that would 
like to be able to b ~ d  evcrythng and then not pay the~r bllls, 

not pay the subs. We have a big problem with that in this 
State, and we do not have a good Mechanics Lien Law to 
straighten that problem out. 

Many of you back in your districts have heard a b u t  your 
problems with mechanics liens. If the Strimalter amendment 
goes in, those problems are going to quadruple, and we are 
going to find ourselves back here on the floor trying to fix 
something that is already half broke, that is going to be 
shattered. We need to defeat the Strittmaner amendment not 
just now, not just 6 months from now, but every time it comes 
UP. 

'There is a reason we have specialty constluction trades. 
These people are specially trained. They use special equipment. 
They go through special apprenticeships. The contractors make 
sure that the employees working for them are specialists. They 
are not simply laborers. We cannot afford to allow laborem to 
be doing electrical work or laborers doing plumbing and 
heating and ventilation work. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. - 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Binel in 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Conti 
Dent 
I)mce 
Egolf 
Fareo - 
Fichler 
Fleagle 

Acosts 
Battiso 
BebkaJones 
Belardi 
Belfantl 
Bishop 
Blaum 
noyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Calta6mne 
Cappalianca 
Cam 
Camne 

Flick 
Gamble 
Geirt 
Gerlsch 
Gladeck 
H e n n e w  
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutshinson 
JadloGes 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Lpe 
Ish 
Maitland 
Mamso 

Durham 
Fairchild 
Faj1 
Farmer 
Fee 
Freeman 
Gannoo 
George 
Gigliotli 
<;&hall 
Gordner 
G m i m  
G w  
Haluslta 
Hanna 
Harlw 

YEAS-67 
Msslsod 
Mic-e 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Penel 
Piccds 
Pitts 
Platts 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Ryan 
Sather 
S s u m n  
Saylor 
Scheetr 

NAYS-130 

LesoMtz 
Levdanslty 
1,loyd 
Lusyk 
Lynch 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Merry 
Mishlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Nvce 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stnl 
Stem 
Stritlmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tomlinson 
Tme 
Tulli 
Vance 
waugh 
Wneht. M. N. 

Roebuck 
Rmney 
Santonl 
Scrimenti 
Serafini 
Stpback 
Slain 
Steeleelman 
steighner 
stater 
Stish 
Sturla 
S u m  
Taogreni 
Taylor, 1. 
noeelmar 

Cawley Hasay 0'Btien Tigue 
Cessar Hughes O l a e  Trello 
Civera ltkin Oliver Ttish 
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Coben, L. I. J a m  Pesci llliana 
Cohea. M. Jamlin Petrarca Van Rome 
Colafella losephs Pdmne Veon 
ColavzO Kaiser Pdtit Vitali 
Cornell Kasunic Phillips Washinson 
Conigaa Keller Pidella Willlams 
Cavell K ~ v  PRstoo Wogan 
COY King Raymond W m i a k  
curry Kirkland Reber ~ n g h t .  D. R 
D d e ~  KuLovich Richardson Yandnsvits 
DeLuca bcm( ta  Rieger Ywnc 
DenwY Laub Kilter 
MY Laughlin Roberts Dew-, 
hnalucci l h r  Rdinmo Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

Bush Evans Meyemik Rudy 
Butkovilz 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. FREEMAN offered the following amendment No. 

A1028: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 7, by striking out "and" and 
inserting a comma 

Amend Title, page 1 ,  line 8, by removing the period after 
"equipment" and inserting 

and for the weather emergency of 1994. 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.1). page 2. line 10, by inserting 

before "w 
m 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.1). page 2. line 21, by inszrting 
before "m 

fu 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). page 2, line 30. by inserting 

before "w 
m 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). page 3, line 14, by inserting 
before "m 

fu 
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 784.2). page 3, line 28, by inserting 

before "w 
m 

Amend Bill. page 4. line 22, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 

Section 4. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
Section 1501.6. Weather Emeraencv of 1994.-Due to the 

weather and enerav erneraency declared for January 19, 20 and 
21. 1994, the minimum number of davs requirement described in 
section 1501 shall be set at one hundred sevenw-seven (1 77) davs 
for the 1993-1994 school vear. 

Section 5. This act shall take effect as follows: 
( I )  The addition of section 1501.6 of the act shall 

take effect immediately. 
(2) This section shall take effect immediately. 
(3) The remainder of this act shall take effect in 60 

days. 

On the q u e s t i o ~  
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

I The SPEAKER pro tempore. l h e  gentleman, Mr. Freeman, 
is in order and may pmcced on the amendment. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Spraker. 
Mr. Speaker, t h s  amendment would excuse school districts 

from those 3 days when the State declared an energy 
1 emergency. As members are well aware, there was a very 

severe weather condition. I h e  State closed down its offices and 
encouraged other public institutions to close down those offices 
for 3 days this year to conserve energy. 

I do not feel we should lightly reduce the 180-day 
requirement, but this has been a very unusual winter, and we 
are only talking about 3 days that were the result of very 
severe weather conditions. I thnk wc should not be in a 
position to hold the school districts responsible for trying to 
meet a 180-day requixment under the current wc~ther  
condtions that we suffered this winter. 

There is precedent for this amendment as well. In 1985, 4 
schooldays were excused, reducing the 180-day requirement to 
176, as a result of severe flooding conditions that occurred in 
that year. 

1 think this is only fair to the school districts. I do not think 
those 3 days will make that significant a factor, hut it will 
obviously be a significant factor in the budgets of the school 
districts, and this will give them some leeway. 

1 urge the membership to support this amendment and to 
grant them those 3 days of grace because of thc scvere weather 
conditions. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thank5 the 
gentleman. 

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Cowell. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Freeman amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, a number of members of this House have 

spent a considerable amount of time over the last couple of 
weeks trying to find a way that we could accommodate the 
needs of school districts to make sure they get their full 
subsidy while at the same time, as Representative SVairs said 
earlier, p r e s e ~ n g  the integrity of the 180day requirement. We ' 
should not easily back away from the 180-day requirement, 
and we do not need to do it at all. 

A few moments ago we gave school districts unprecedented 
flexibility to make up the days, and particularly to make up the 
hours, that are necessary for kids to get a full school year and 
for taxpayers to get their full State subsidy. We do not need to 
do this. We send all the wrong messages if after we have 
provided flexibilily so nobody is going to miss the 180 days 
because of the flexibility we pmvided, after having done that, 
to back away and say, well, June 30 really is not so important; 
if you want to just get 177 days of school in so you can get 
out early, it will be okay. 

Mr. Speaker, I know the excuse that is being used is that 
the Governor declared these days to be emergency days. If he 
would not have done that, schools would have been closed J 

anyway. It is not that the Governor forced them to close. The 
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weather condtions forced them to close, as weather conditions 1 public facilities to shut their doors. We should not be holding 
d d  on several other days during the winter. 

It is tmponant for a lot of reasons, but especially for 
education reasons, that we maintain the 180-day requirement. 
'lhe other reason why we ought to be consistent is that a 
majority of the members of ths  Rouse and Senate, year after 
year aAer year, has said, if you have a strike, it is still 
important to have 180 days. How do we say in the one breath 
that if you have a strike, you have to have 180 days, hut if you 
have a storm, you do not need 180 days'? 

If 180 davs are imwrtant from an education standwint. we 

educationally unsound. It is going to catch us speaking out of 
both sides of our mouth when we have to sta~I to talk about 
reactions to strikes in contmst to reactions to weather, and we 
ought not to put ourselves in that position. 

I urge thal we defeat the amendment. 
The SPKAKEK pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

gentleman and recognirzs the gentleman, Mr. 'rulli. 
Mr. TIJLLI. 'lbank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose ths  amendment and any amendment that 

sholtenv the 180-day requirement. 
I want you to think. Mr. S ~ a k e r ,  of the message that you 

are sendng to kids, the message that you are sending to the 
young people of Pennsylvania that the school year is not that 
important; do not worry about it. We have consistently 
supported the 180-day rule telling the lads that it is imponant, 
their education is imponant, and I thnk we should not hack 
down from that position. lhank you, Mr. S ~ a k e r .  

' l l e  SISI'IJAKI;K pro tcmpore. 'The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

The Chair recognizs the lady from Allegheny County, Ms. 
Rums. 

Ms. BURNS. Ihank you. 
As a former school director of 10 years, kids need more 

time in school. I urge you not to vote for this. 
7he SPEAK1:R pro tempore. 'The Chair thanks the lady. 

the school districts responsible because of weather conditions. 
The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, referred to the situation that 

occurs with strikes. That is a once-in-a-while occurrence that 
comes up in the cycle of the contract negotiation. We are 
talking about an act ofnature here in terms of my amendment. 

I would urge the members to be consistent with what they 
did in 1985 and forgive these 3 days based upon the severe 
weather conditions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. . . 

need lo be consistent, and we have provided the flexibility so 
that it is a realistic target for every school district in this State 
now. There is no reason lo back away from it. It is 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-12 

Bimelin Gamble h u b  
Buxton Hanoa Pettit 
Freeman Kaiser Reber 

NAYS-182 

Acosta Fairchild Lloyd 
Adolph Fajt Lusyk 
Allen Fargo I.pch 
Argall F a m r  Maitland 
Armstmng Fee Maoderino 
Baker Fichter M a h s e k  
Barley Fleagle Marsiw 
Ballisto Flick Maslaod 
Bebko-Jones Gannan McCall 
Belardi tieid McGeehan 
Belfaoti George McNally 
Bishop Gerlach Melio 
~ ~ a u r n  Giglieti Merry 
Boyes Gladeck Michlovic 
Bmwn Godshall Micmzie 
Bunt tiordoer Mihalich 
Bums Gruitza Miller 
Caltagimno G ~ P P ~  Mundy 
Cappabianca Halush Nailor 
Cam Harley Nickol 
Camne Hasay Nyce 
Cawley Henoessey O'Brien 

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

Snyder. D. W. 
Stem 
Trich 

Saurman 
Saylor 
Sch& 
Sshuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelmao 
Sleighner 
Steil 
Stetler 
Stish 
Striamatter 
Stwls 
Sums 
Tan-i 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 

Just to clarify once again, 1 am a strong suppolter of the 
180-day rule, but we must realize that t h s  has k e n  a very 
severe winter; this has k e n  an extremely unusual winter in 
terms of the weather conditions. This legislature recognized 
that back in 1985 when it declared an emergency situation and 
forgave 4 days in light of flooding. 

All I am &.king for in ths amendment is that this 
legislature once again recognire thaf it has k e n  an 

The Chair recog&ms the gentleman for the second time, 
Mr. Freeman. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Spzaker. 

- - - 
extrdordnary winter, that not only schools but other facilities 
came to a grinrhng halt as a result of the severe weather 
conditions. I feel it is only fair to these school rhstricts that we 
forgive these 3 days whch the Governor saw as so severe that 
he declared an energy emergency, that he called upon all 

CeSSBr He-o Olasz l h m a s  
Chadwick Hershey Oliver Tigue 
Civera Hess Penel Tomlinson 
Clark Hughes Pesci Trello 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohon, M. 
Colafella 
Colaloo 
Canli 
Comell 
corngan 
Cowell 
Coy 
curry 
Ualey 
DeLucs 
Dem~sq,  
Deot 
1)ermody 
Donatuce 
Dtuce 

Hutchinson 
Ilkin 
Jadlowlec 
J a m  
Jaroltn 
Joscphs 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
 kin^ 
lrkland 
Krebs 
LaGmRa 
Isughlin 
lawless 
Lederer 
Lee 
l ah  

Peirarca 
Pelroue 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pilts 
Plans 
Prestoton 
Raymond 
Reinard 

True 
Tulli 
Ulisna 
Vance 
Van Home 
veoo 
Vitali 
Washingtoo 
Waugh 
Williams 

Rieger Wogao 
Ritter W-ak 
Robeds Wright, D. R. 
Rcbinson Wright, M. N. 
Roebuck Yandrisevlts 
Rohrer Y&c 
Rubley z ~ g  
Ryan 
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Durham Lescovitz Sanlooi Dew-. DeLuca Kukovich Ritter Wozniak I Egolf Levdansky Sather Speaker Dempsey LaGro(ta Roberts Wnghl, I). K. 

NOT VOTING-3 

Kukwich Richardson Rmney 

EXCUSED-5 
Bush Evans Mayemik Rudy 
Butkovitz 

Deot l sub  Robinson Wtighl. M. N 
Lauehlin Rabuck Yandnsevits 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

- 
1)onstucn Lawless Rohrer Yewcic k 
Druce Lederer Rmney 2 4  
Durham 1.m Rubley 
Egolf h h  Wan DeWeese, 
Fairchild LeJEavitz Santoni S p k e r  
Fajt Lwdansky Sather 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-5 t 
Bush Evans Mayernlk Rudy 
Bulkovitz 

Awsta Fargo Lloyd Saunnan 
Adolph Farmer Lucyk Saylor 
Allen Fee Lynch Scheetz 
Argsll Fishter Maitland Sehuler 
Armrtrong Fleagle Manderino Scrimenti 
Baker Flick Markosek Semmel 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered 
on h e  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. 

Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belad 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy- 
B w n  
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxton 
Calta~rone 
Capp~biaoca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwisk 
Civera 
Clark 
C l w r  
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Cooli 
Comell 
Cornsan 
Cowell 
coy  
C u m  

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the afirmativc, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the hill passed finally, 

Ordered That the clerk retum 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 
reauested. 

Freema" 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gerlach 
G~glidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruim 
G z u p  
Haluska 
Hama 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hes 
Hughes 
Hushinsan 
Itkin 
Jadloulec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 

Marslco 
Maslaod 
McCall 
Mccieehan 
McNally 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micame 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nick01 
N ~ c e  
O'Btien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Penel 
Pevi 
Pelrarca 
Petmne 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pinclla 
Pills 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
RAnard 
Richanison 

Serafini 
Smith. 8. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
SLlback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steighner 
StAl 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Sttillmatter 
Slurla 
Surra 
Taogretti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinson 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van florne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washinglon 
Waugh 
Williams 

The Sl'EAKER pro tcmpore. The Chair would like to 
inform the memberj that there will he no funher votes laken 
today. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

' f ie  SPEAKER pro tcmpore. The Chair recognizes the 
lady. Teresa Brown. 

Mrs. BROWN. To correct the record. 
Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
I was not recorded on final passage of HB 2398. 1 would 

like to be recorded in the affirmative. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady's remarks will be 

spread upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Phillips. 
Mr. PHIL1,IPS. 'I'hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 1245, amendment 0354, I was not recorded. I 

would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will 

be spread upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Raymond. 
Mr. KAYMONl). Thank you, Mr. Speaker. W 
On SB 375, amendment A0041, I was recorded in the 

affirmative. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will 

be spread on the record. 
'The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Civera. 
Mr. CIVEKA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On SB 375. amendment A0041. the Waugh amendment, I 

was reponed in the affirmative. I would like to be reported in 
the negative. w 

The SPEAKER pro temwre. 'l'he ~entleman's remarks will 
~ a l &  Krebs Rieger Wogan I be spread upon the'record.. 
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BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE. I 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED I 
HB 2329, PN 3327 (Amended) 

By Rep. CA1,TAGIRONE 
An Act amending the act of March 7 .  1901 (1'.1..20. No. l4 ) ,  

referred to as the Second Class City I.aw, providnng for the power 
of police officers to make arrests. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

'Ihe Sl'f:AKER pro tempore. The Chair recognirzs the 
gentleman, Mr. Buxton. 

Mr. BIJX'I'ON. Mr. Speaker, on HB 1245, amendment 
0354, 1 inadvertently voted "no." I would like the record to 
show that I would support the amendment. 

'lhe Sl1liAKI<R pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will 
he spread upon the rccord. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER I 
'The SPliAKER pro ternpore. Without objection, all 

remaining hills and resolutions on today's calendar will bt. 
passcd over. ' lhe Chair hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SI'EAKEK pro tempore. 'fie Chair recognizes the 
lady, Mrs. Miller. 

Mrs. MII.I.ER. 'lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. S ~ a k e r ,  I movc that t h s  House do now adjourn until 

Wednesday, March 16, 1994, at 1 1  a.m., e.s.1.. unless sooner 
recalled by the Spcaker. 

The SPk;AKER pro tempore. The Chair thdtk.7 the lady. 

On the question, 
Will the llousc agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 5:25 p.m., e.s.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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