
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

TUESDAY, MAY 17,1994 

SESSION OF 1994 178TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 31 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1 JOURNALS APPROVED 
The House convened at 11 a.m., e.d.1. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(KAREN A. RITTER) PRESIDING 

PRAYER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journals for the following 
dates are in print and will be approved: Monday, November 
22, 1993; Tuesday, November 23, 1993; Wednesday, 
November 24, 1993; Monday, December 6, 1993; and 
Tuesday, December 7, 1993. 'The Chair hears no objection. 

REV. CLYDE W. ROACH, Chaplain of the House of I SENATE MESSAGE 
Representatives, from Harrisburg, peAylvania, offered the 
following prayer. I 

God of our weary years, God of our silent 
tears, 

'Thou who hast brought us thus far on the 
way. 

Thou who hast by thy m~ght led us to the 
Ilpht. 

Keep us forever in thc path we pray, 
Lest our feet stray from the places. 
Our God, where we met Thee, 
Lest our hearts drunk with the wine of the 

world. 
We forget thee. 

Shadowed beneath Thy hand, may we 
forever stand, 

True to our God, true to our natlve land. 

Dear God, wc thank You for James Weldon Johnson, who 
penned these lincs, but even more, O God, we thank You for 
these legislators, who have cndured the rigors of campaigning 
and the burdens of office and who now serve You and their 
constituencies with honor and distinction. 

It is in Your dear name we pray. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the 
approval of the Journal of Monday, May 16, 1994, will be 
postponed until printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

In the Senate 
May 16, 1994 

RESOLVED. (the House of Reoresentatives concurrina). That 
when the Senate ai,<nrrni thls wcei l t  recdnvenc on ~ o n d i ~ .  May 
23. 1994. unle>% so.,n<r rrcsllcd by the I'resldcnt Pru Tempdre of 
the Senate; and be it further 

RESOLVED. That when the House of Reoresentatives ~~ ~ 

adjourn, thls week i t  rcc,,n\cnr. .In Monday. May 23. 1994. unless 
,.,c,ner recallr.,l hy the Speaker uf the Ilt~usc o f  Rupresentatives 

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

On the question, 
Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
Resolution was concurred in. 
Ordered, ' ha t  the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 2146, PN 3649 (Amended) By Rep. GEORGE 
An Act amending the act of January 24, 1966 (I965 P.L.1535, 

No.537). known as the Pennsylvania Sewage Facilities Act,adding 
and amending certain definitions; further providing for official 
plans, for grants and reimbursements, for permits and for land sale 
contracts; providing for soil mottling and for individual residential 
spray irrigation systems; further providing for the powers and 
duties of local agencies and the Department of Environmental 
Resources, for penalties and enforcement, for the disposition of 
fines, civil penalties and fees and for nuisances; and providing for 
civil actions. 

CONSERVATION. 
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SB 955, PN 2166 (Amended) By Rep. GEORGE 1 I would ask for leave for today only for the gentleman 
An Act amending the act of April 27, 1966 (1s; Sp. Sess., 

P.L.31, No.l), entitled "The Bituminous Mine Subsidence and 
Land Conservation Act." providing for the restoration or 
re~lacement of water suoolies materiallv affected bv minina: 
f&ther providing for t6d replacement-or repair if certar" 
struchlres affected by mine subsidence; further providing for 
appeals and departmental action; and making repeals. 

CONSERVATION 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

from Allegheny, Mr. M C N A L L Y , . ~ ~ ~  the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. OLIVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the leaves 
* 

of absence are granted. 
No leaves from the Republican Caucus? Thank you 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is about to take the 
master roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 

The following roll call was recorded: w 
The House proceeded to third consideration of BB 1620, PRESENT-198 

PN 1979, entitled: 
Fairchild Lcssovitz Sather 

An Act amending the act of September 1, 1965 (P.L.420, 
No.Z15), known as The Frozen Dessert Law, providing for low- 
calorie frozen desserts; and further providing for the rehydration 
of low-calorie frozen desserts. 

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

BILL TABLED 

711e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 1620 be 
placed on the table. 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 1620 be 
taken off the table. 

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

FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to advise 
the members that permission has been given to Robell Lang of 
Radio Pennsylvania, W I T ,  to take audio only on the floor of 
the House during the proceedings on HR 316. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there requests for leaves 
of absence? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Steighner. 
Mr. STEIGHNER Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

Adolph Fajt Levdunsky S a u m n  
Allen Fargo Lloyd Saylor 

Farmer Lucyk Scbeetz 
Anmlmng Fee L p c h  Schuler 
Baker Fichter Maitland Scrimenti 
Barley 
Banislo 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B i m l i n  
Bishq 
Blsum 
BOY- 
Bmwo 
Bunt 
B- 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagimoe 
Cappabiaaca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwlck 
Civera 
C l d  
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colakm 
Conti 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
Deb -  
D e m ~ s e ~  
Dent 
D m o d y  
Donatucn 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Gbst 
George 
Gerlsch 
GigliOai 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmim 
GNFP 
Haluska 
Hanna 

Maaderiaa 
Markmk 
Marsiso 
Msslaod 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehao 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mieonje 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
N ~ c e  

Harley O'Brien 
Hssay Olasz 
H e n n e w  Perre1 
Herman PesEi 
Hershey Petram 
Hess Petmne 
Hughes Pettit 
Hutehinroa Phillips 
ltkin Piscola 
Jadlowlcx Pistells 
James Pins 
Jamlin mans 
Josephs Prestw 
Kaiser Ray"mod 
Kssunie Reber 
Keller Reinad 
Kenney Richardson 
King Rieger 
Kirkland Ritter 
Krebs Roberts 
Kukovich Robinson 
LaGmtta Roebuck 
h u b  Rohrer 
Laughlin Rooney 
Lawless Rubley 
Lederer Rudy 
~ e e  Ryan 
Leh Saatoni 

ADDITIONS4 

Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Sleighoer 
StRl 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stisb 
Strinmatter 
Sturla 
Suna 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trish 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
vmn 
Vitali 
Washington 
waugh 
Williams m 
Wogan 
Wozluak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandriswits 
ywnc 
Youngblmd 
zug 



1994 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 93 1 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-5 
Bush  men^ Oliver T ~ I I O  
McNslly 

LEAVES ADDED-2 
Daley Scheefc 

LEAVES CANCELED-I 
Daley 

The Chair is very happy to welcome the Top of the Hill 
group from Williamsport, who are the guests of Representative 
Tom Dempsey and who are seated in the balcony. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Itkin, the majority leader, who calls an 
immediate meeting of the Rules Committee at the majority 
leader's desk. 

I BILL ON CONCURRENCE REPORTED 
GUESTS INTRODUCED FROM RULES COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is happy to 
welcome to the hall of the House, as guest pages on the floor 
today, along with their teacher, Janet Scott, the following folks: 
Carey Nestor, who is a senior at Riverview High School; 
Renee Long, who is a junior at Riverview High School; and 
Stacy Schrnitt, who is also a junior at Riverview High School. 
They are the guests of Representative Frank Dermody. Will 
they please rise along wilh their teacher. 

HB 991, PN 3569 By Rep. ITKIN 
An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284), 

known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, further providing 
for preferred provider organizations. 

RULES. 

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE) 
PRESIDING 

LOBBYIST LIST PRESENTED 

COMMUNICATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair acknowledges 
receipt from the Chief Clerk of the lobbyist list, which is 
pursuant to the Lobbying Registration and Regulation Act. 

I FILMING PERMISSION 

'The following communication was submitted: 

Senate of Pennsylvania 
May 2, 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 April 1. 1994 through April 30, 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, sec Appendix.) 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is happy to 
welcome to the hall of the House Mr. George Day and Ms. 
Karla Keffer from Camp IIill IIigh School, who are the guests 
of Representative Pat Vance. Will the guests rise. 

The SPEAKER The Chair would like to recognize the 
presence of John Sanks of WPVI, channel 6, on the floor 
filming with audio the impeachment resolution, HR 316; John 
Sanks of channel 6. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gen t l ema  Mr. 
Itkin, rise? 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, could y w  return to leaves of 
absence? 

The SPEAKER The gentleman is in order, and the Chair 
will at this time return to leaves of absence. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I request a leave of absence for 
the gentleman from Washington, Mr. DALEY. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Daley's name will be 
added to the leave list. 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE called up HR 316, PN 3646, entitled: 

A Resolution to prepare articles of impeachment. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 
Mr. MIIIALICH offered the following amendment No. 

A2026: 

Amend Resolve Clause, page 1, line 8, by removing the 
period after "office" and inserting 
; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the committee take no action until the 
earlier of the issuance, by the Judicial Conduct Board, of the 
report of its investigation of the Honorable Rolf Larsen or June 
24. 1994. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the gentleman from 
Westmoreland County, Mr. Mihalick is recognized. 

The members of the House will please be seated. This is 
the impeachment measure. The members of the House will 
please be seated. Members will take their seats. This is a rather 
singular moment in ow entelprise. The Sergeants at Arms will 
be more diligent. StafF will all be seated. 

Mr. Mihalich is recognized on the amendment. 
Mr. MIHALICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, first, let me point out what my amendment is 

not. My amendment does not address the merits of any 
impeachment proceedings against Larsen or anybody else. It 
does not pass a judgment. It does not attempt to sway 
judgment. What it does do is reaffirm the action and the 
actions this House, the Senate, and this Commonwealth 
took-and it took 2 years to do it-and that was to establish a 
judicial reform code which included the creation of the judicial 
review board. 

Currently, I believe that the sentencing on Justice Larsen 
will occur in the first week of June. Theredfler, the judicial 
review board may do something; they may not do something. 
They may try to do something. They may be unsuccessful. I 
have no idea. I am told there are a lot of legal issues which 
cloud up what their actions might be. But whatever happens 
with them, my amendment will allow approximately 3 weeks 
for something, whatever it might be, or nothing to unfold. This 
is what the General Assembly envisioned when they passed the 
constitutional amendment dealing with judicial reform. 

Regardless of what happens, this committee that is 
described in the resolution on the 24th of June would make its 
report and it would still allow this House of Representatives a 
full week of deliberation, even if we are going to be fortunate 
enough to pass the budget on time by June 30. 

I think this is a reasonable measure. I think it is an action 
that this General Assembly contemplated might occur 
sometime in the future, and that is the reason we took the steps 
we did and that is the reason we passed the constitutional 
amendment. I think this is totally, totally reasonable. 

I think not to adopt my amendment would sort of adopt an 
oxbow type of mentality that we are going to hang somebody 
or we are going to sacrifice somebody, rightly or wrongly, 
when there is an institution in place that is designed to handle 
this matter. For that reason I ask for the adoption of my 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman from 
Westmoreland and recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin, 
Mr. Piccola. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to oppose the Mihalich amendment. 
The effect of the Mihalich amendment would be simply to 

defer the action of the select committee set up under tlus 
resolution and to force them to report after or at June 24, 1994, 
and for no apparent reason. 

While the amendment speaks to the issuance of a report 
from the Judicial Conduct Board, the reality of the situation is 
that the Judicial Conduct Board-and it is not really the Judicial , 
Conduct Board, it is the Coult of Judicial Discipline, because 
they are the ones who really would make the final decision 
under our new judicial discipline system-but under the system 
that we have prescribed for judicial discipline, no final action 
on the Larsen matter can take place much before October of 
this year, and that is under the best of circumstances and if 
anything at all does occur. 

Right now the Court of Judicial Discipline is not scheduled 
to meet until about June 6, and assuming that some kind of , 
pleading or filing is made with that court at that time, under 
their rules that they have adopted temporarily, the accused-in 
this case it would be Justice Larsen, if something would be 
filed against him-has 30 days to respond and thereafter, after 
that 30-day period an additional 90 days to prepare for trial. 
So the effect of this amendment is simply to delay the action 
of the select committee or the special committee set up under 
the resolution until June 24. 

The gentleman made reference to two other procedures that 
are apparently under way at the present time concerning Justice 
Lawn. One is the criminal case, which is pending out in 
Allegheny County, in wluch sentencing has to occur and from 
which there will be appeals. no doubt. In addition, he made , 
reference and his amendment makes reference to the judicial 
discipline process, which we set up under our Constitution and , 
which we amended last year. Both of those procedures are 
different. There are different standards involved. there are 
different procedures, and there are different outcomes, 
potentially, in both of those procedures, different than the 
impeachment process which this House would be undergoing 
and which would be taken over to the Senate for trial. The 
standards are different. 

There is no reason to pass the Mihalich amendment, 
because all the Mihalich amendment does is say that the House 
is going to delay until June 24 and for no apparent reason. I - 
would urge that this House defeat the Mihalich amendment and 
proceed to the adoption of the resolution so that the special 
committee can bring forth the articles of impeachment that 
have been recommended by the House Judiciary Committee 
and so that this House can proceed in its constitutionally 
mandated process next week. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The subcommittee chairman on Courts 
from Allegheny, Mr. Dermcdy. 'I, 

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we must defeat the Mihalich amendment. 
As this House well knows, this investigation of Justice Rolf 

L.arsen has been going on for over a year. l'he House 
investigation began back in November and is now completed. 
You have all been issued a report, and that repon indicates that 
we have uncovered evidence of serious misbehavior in office, 
which is the constitutional standard we must live by in this 
House. The effect of the Mihalich amendment is just to delay ' 
this whole process for no reason. If we are to instill confidence 
in our Supreme Court, in our judiciary, and in this House, it is 
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necessary that we act on the information that we have 
obtained. 

Tlus amendment should be defeated, the resolution should 
be passed, and the committee should be allowed to go about its 
work so this House can go about its work and do the right 
thing for the people of Pennsylvania. I urge you all to please 
vote "no" to this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the committee, Mr. 
Caltagirone, from Berks is recognized on the Mihalich 
amendment. 

Mr. CAI.TAGIRONE. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, want to add my voice to objecting to the Mihalich 

amendment. 
I think all due d~ligence has been given to this issue by 

both the Subcommittee on Courts and the full committee. 
Many, many months of work have gone into this issue. 1 think 
we owe it to the taxpayers of this Commonwealth. The 
grounds for impeachment set forth in Article V1, section 6, of 
the State Constitution implicitly give the power and the sole 
power of impeachment to be initiated through this chamber, 
something which has not k e n  taken lightly, I might add, by 
any of the members that have served and the staff that have 
worked with the members. I do not think we need to delay any 
further the business about the appointment ofthe committee by 
the Speaker, and that is basically what ths  amendment would 
do. 

I would urge your consideration to vote "no" on the 
Mihalich amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Mihalich for the second time. 
Mr. MIIIALICH. Mr. Speaker, all three previous speakers 

are entirely correct on the interpretation of my amendment. 
.They are absolutely right. It is meant not to eliminate but to 
delay. With them there is no question on that. My amendment 
reflects my personal attitude that we should not mount these 
white chargers and go out and slay these dragons as quickly as 
we can. 1 am in no huny. 

As the previous speaker pointed out, this is an ongoing 
thing. It has been going on for over a year. What is the 
difference of a few weeks now? Why can we not wait for a 
few weeks to see what unfolds? 'Ihcre might be something 
unfolding here, and nobody can predict, nobody here can 
predict what might happen after the sentencing in the first 
week of June. So thcy arc entirely correct. My amendment is 
designed to delay. 

I do not see the haste after a year, as it has been pointed 
out by the previous speaker, I do not see thc urgency of this 
House taking such a significant action. I think impeachment is 
one of the gravest thngs that we can do as a Rouse. I think it 
is something we should take seriously. If there is one 
modicum, if there is one grain of doubt, not on innocence or 
guilt, but one grain of doubt as to the procedure and how we 
should do this, I think we should reserve judgment, at least for 
a few more weeks, until we see what unfolds. As I said, my 
amendment has nothing to do with guilt, innocence, with the 
good guys, the bad guys; it has nothing to do with that. I am 

very much concerned about the procedure that this House 
adopts, that we would be hasty in making decisions that could 
very well take place a few weeks from now. 

You know, Justice Larsen, to the best of my knowledge, 
has not made any travel plans to Slovenia or Ireland or 
anywhere else. 7his thing is not going to go away. It is not 
going to go away even when we take action, except we might 
deny this institution that we created the ability to exercise 
those functions which we asked them to exercise -the judicial 
review board. 

I thank you again, and I ask for an affirmative vote on my 
amendment. 

I he  SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Clark, is recognized 
on the Mihalich amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Mihalich amendment. 
Criminal sentencing issues are independent of what the 

House of Representatives can do or what they can control. 
Also, the Judicial Conduct Board and the Court of Judicial 
Discipline is a separate agency, has its own issues, and is 
independent. However, the House of Representatives has the 
sole power to impeach. That is our responsibility; it is our duty 
to decide, and it is our duty to go forward at this point. It 
selves no constructive purpose to delay this process another 
month, another 3 weeks, or another 2 weeks. 

I rise to oppose the Mihalich amendment and believe that 
the House should go forward with its work in answering its 
responsibilities to decide the issue on whether or not to 
impeach Justice Rolf Larsen. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER ?he Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Saurman, is 

recognized on the amendment. 
Mr. SAUKMAN. Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the issue before us is whether to go on with 

an impeachment process, which is our sole prerogative. This 
is not the trial. This is to move forward with that process. 
There is nothing that anyone outside, at this point, can present 
that will not be heard during the trial which actually will take 
place subsequently. But right at this moment each of us has to 
decide whether or not this process should go forward so that 
all the facts can be brought forward in a hearing and a decision 
made. It is entirely separate from anything else, any other 
charges, any other activities. 

Did Justice Larsen, Rolf Larsen, do something that rises to 
the level of impeachment, and if so, we have a responsibility 
to take action. This is the first step in that action, in terms of 
this resolution. We need to act now and not delay. Anything 
that may be uncovered subsequently can certainly he presented 
in the final hearing phase, and we should now move forward, 
however, and I would ask for a "no" vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
For what pulpose does the gentleman, Mr. Mihalich, rise? 
Mr. MIHALICH. Unanimous consent to speak for 30 

seconds more? 
'The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman is 

recognized. 
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Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Fa- 
Fishler 
FlesgIe 
Flick 
Freemn 
Gamoo 
GeiS 
George 
Gdsch  
G l k k  
Gadnhall 
Gordoer 
Gtwha 

G N P P ~  
Haluska 
Hama 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hmnessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlaviec 
J a m  
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasvnic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGratta 
Laub 

Mr. MMALICH. I just want to point out that the previous 
speakers, some of them have alluded to the fact that I am 
attempting to take a prerogative away from the House of 
Representatives. This is not so. Also, my amendment does not 
address the guilt or innocence of Mr. Larsen or anybody else. 
Please understand this. My amendment does not take the 
responsibility of action away from the House. It does not do 
anything except delay it for another couple of weeks. As was 
pointed out by a previous speaker, this has been going on for 
over a year. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-14 
[ h h c a  Laughlin Petrarca T a n m i  
Fes Melio Robnls Thomas 
Gamble Mihahch Robinson Veoo 
Giglidti Pesci 

NAYS-1 82 
Leh 
Lescovilz 
Levdaosky 
Lloyd 
h c y k  
Lynch 
Maitland 
Msnderino 
Mark06ek 
Marsico 
Maslaod 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Michlwic 
Micwnie 
Miller 
Muody 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nice 
O'Brietl 
Olssz 
P-I 
Pamoe 
P a i t  
Phillips 
Picwla 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymood 
Reber 
Keinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritler 
RDehuCk 
Rohrer 
Rmney 
Rubley 
Rudy 

Dmce Lawless Ryan 

i::;"' Ledem Santooi DeWeese, 
Lee Sather Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

AEorta 

EXCUSED-6 

Bush McNally Oliver T ~ l l o  
DdV Merry 

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

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

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER HR 316 will be over temporarily. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Coy, available for 

S a u m  
Saylor 
Seheelz 
S c h u l ~  
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sndth. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelma0 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Steler 
Stish 
Strinmatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliaoa 
Vance 
Van Hornc 
Vitali 
Washingloo 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Waniak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright. M. N. 
Yandriswits 
Ywcic 
Youngblwd 
ZUE 

a caucus announcement? 
Mr. Coy is recognized for the purpose of a caucus 

announcement. 
Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have a need for a Democratic caucus, a 

matter of some import to be discussed in the caucus. So I 
would like to have an immediate meeting of the Democratic 
Caucus beginning at noon in the majority caucus mom. The 
caucus should last no longer than half an hour. Then we will 
have a luncheon break and return to the floor for session at 
1:30. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Blair, Mr. Geist, is 
recognized. , 

Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
There will be a short Republican caucus beginning 

promptly at 1. We only have a couple bills to do, so we will 
be ready to be on the floor at 1:30. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to thank the 
strongest man in the legislature for that announcement. 

For anybody that did not read the clips, he was given a 
writeup recently for his endeavors and accomplishments at our k 

YMCA. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, is recognized. 
For what pulpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call a House 
Appropriations Committee meeting- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. b 

Mr. EVANS. -as soon as the House adjourns in the 
majority caucus mom. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentlema& Mr. Evans, calls a meeting I On the question, 
in the majority caucus room of the Appropriations Committee Will the House agree to the motion? 
immedately. Motion was agreed to. 

The Democratic caucus is a very imponant caucus, and all 
Democrats are ureed to attend todav's caucus: all Democrats 1 BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

please make certain that caucus attendance is substantial. I HB 2568, PN 3618 

- 
are urged to attend today's caucus. The leadership team - the 
whip, the secretary, the majority leader - will please make 
certain that caucus attendance is substantial. The whip will 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. B. SMITH I 

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

I he  SPEAKER. Does Mr. Smith rise? 
Mr. B. SMI'I'H. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have been asked to remind all the members that the third 

annual ice cream party for legislators is being held today on 
the East Wing p l m .  You are welcome to come with your staff 
and enjoy ice cream. Pennsylvania is the second leading 
producer of frozen desserts in the United States. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 
Smith. 

COMMITTEE MEETING CANCELED 

'The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mount Carmel, Mr. 
Belfanti. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Tlus is an important announcement for the members of the 

House Labor Relations Committee. 
The meeting scheduled for today has been canceled. 

Today's meeting of the House Labor Relations Committee has 
been canceled. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Labor Relations meeting canceled. Thanks 
to the gentleman, Mr. Belfanti. Thank you for the 
announcement. 

RECESS 

'Ihe SPEAKER. The House stands in recess until 1:30 

AFTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(KAREN A. RITTER) PRESIDING 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Itkin, the majority leader. 

Mr. ITKIN. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 2568, I'N 
36 18, be removed from the table. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Gmppo. 

Mr. GRUPPO. Madam Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules for the immediate consideration of HR 302. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 
Acosta Fajt Lwdansky 
Adolph Fsrgo Lloyd 
Allen Farmer Lucy* 
Arsall Fee Lynch 
Almstmng Fichter Maitlaod 
Bsker Fleagle Maoberino 
Badey Flick Markosek 
Battista Fmman M h c o  
Bebko-Jones Gamble Masland 
Belard Gaonon Mayemik 
Belfanti Geist McCall 
Bimelin George Mdjeehan 
Bishop Gerlach Melio 
Blaum Giglidti Mishlovic 
BOY- Ciadeck Misome 
Brown Godshall Mihalich 
Bunt Gordner Miller 
Bums G w i m  Mundy 
Butkovitz Gnppo Nailor 
Buxton Haluska Nickol 
Calta*mne Hanna Nyce 
Cappabianca Harley 0' Brim 
Cam Haray Olasz 
Camne Hennessy Penel 
Cawley Herman PeSn 
Cessar Hershey P d r a w  
Chadwick Hess Pdmoe 
Civera Hughes Peltit 
Clark Hutchinson Phillips 
Clymer Itkin Piccola 
Coheo. L. I. Jadloule Pistella 
Cohen. M. James Pi& 
Colafella Jamlin Platts 
Colaim Joscphs Preston 
Cooti Kaiser Raymond 
Comell Kasunic Reber 
Conigao Keller Reinard 
Cowell Kenney Richardson 
Coy King Rieger 
Cuny Kirkland Ritter 
Del.uca Krebs Robens 
1 ) e m ~ ~  Kukovich Robinson 

Saurmaa 
Saylor 
Scheelz 
Schuler 
Scrimeoli 
S e m l  
Serafini 
Smilh, 6. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Slerl 
Stem 
Staler 
Stish 
striumaner 
Studa 
Surra 
Tanpl t i  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinson 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veoo 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
W-ak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
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Dent LaGmtta Raebvck Ysndrisevits Cohen, M. Jmlin M o o  Van Home I MY Laub R o k  Ycwcic Colafella Josephs R a p n d  Veon 
Donshlcci Lauahlin Rmoev Younablmd I Colaizm Kaiser Reber Vitali . 
DNW ~aiiew ~ u b l &  zug 
Durham Ledm Rudy 
~ g d f  ~ s e  Ryan ~ e w e e ~ e ,  
Eva- Leh Santoni Soesker 
Fainbild Lescwitz Sather 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED4 

Bush McNally Oliver Trello 
Ddey M e n ~  

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. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. GRUPPO called up HR 302, PN 3558, entitled: 

A Resolution recognizing the month of May 1994 a s  "Older 
Pennsylvanians Month" in Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-193 

Acosla Fait Lucvk Saylor 
Adolph Fargo L G ~  Sc he&. 
Allen Farmer Maitland Scbuler 
A d  Fee Maadenno Scrimenti 
A",,dmog Fichter Markmk Semmel 
Baker Fleagle Manim Serafini 
Barlw Flick Madad Smith. B. 
Bani& 
Wko-Jones 
Belardi 
Balfanti 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOY= 
B m  
Bunt 
Bums 
Butkovllz 
Bluton 
Calkgmne 
Cappabiaaca 
Carn 
Camoe 
Cawley 

Freeman 
Gamble 
Gnnnoo 
Geid 
George 
Gerlsch 
Oiglidli 
Glsdeck 
Godshall 
Gordoer 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Haona 
Harley 
Hasay 
Rennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 

Msyemik 
McCdl 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlwic 
Mic-e 
Mihalish 
Miller 

Ndlor 
Niskol 
N ~ c e  
O'Brien 
01- 
Peml 
Perci 
Pelmrca 
Peimne 

Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Slairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Steller 
Stish 
Strittmattrr 
Shrrla 
Suna 
T a n e t i  
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tiple 

Cooti Kasunic Reinard Washinwn 
Comell Keller Richardson Waugh % 

Corrigm Kenney Rieger Williams 
Cowell Kina Riner Woasn 
COY ~ i i a n d  Roberts w-iak 
C ~ W  Krebs Robinson Wright, D. R 
Dempsey KuLovlch Roebuck Wright, M. N 
Dent Laub Rohrer Yaadrisevim 
D . ~ Y  Laughlin b n e ~  Yewcic 
Don~hlcci Lawless Rubley Ywogblmd 
Dtuce Lederer Rudy zu8 
Durham LLT Ryan 
Egolf Leh Saotoni Dew- b 
Evans Levdansky Sather Speaker I Fairchild Lloyd S a u m  

NAYS-0 

N O T  V O T I N G 4  

DeLuca Gmitza LBGmtfa Lescovitz 

EXCUSEb6 

Bush MsNally Oliver Trello 
Daley Merry 

The  question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

resolution was adopted. 

GUEST INTRODUCED , 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair welcomes to the 

hall of the Ijouse Mr. Jim Creehan, who is the guest of 
Representative Nick Colafella, seated to the lefl of the Speaker. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

I The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 333, PN 
1967. entitled: 

An Act amending the act o f  May 29. 1945 (P.L.1134, No. 
405), entitled "An act to create a commission to act jointly with 
commissions appointed for like purpose by the States of West 
Virginia and Maryland, the Commonwealth o f  Virginia and the 
District of Columbia, which, together with three members to be 
appointed by the President o f  the United States, shall constitute 
the lnterstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin, with 
power to cooperate in the abatement of the existing pollution, and 
in the contral of fuhlre pollution o f  the waters of the drainage 
basin o f  the Potomac River within the States o f  Maryland and '* 
West Virginia. the Commonwealth o f  Virginia and the District of 
Columbia; ....," further providing for the members o f  the Interstate 
Commission on the Potomac River Basin for the Commonwealth. 

On the question, 

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Ceasnr Hess Pettit ~oh insoo  
 hadw wick Hughes Phillips  rich 
Civem flutchinson Piccola Tme 
Clark Itkin Pisella Tulli 
Cl~mer Jadlowies Pitts Uliaoa 
Cohen. L. I. James Plpus Vance 

BILL REVERTED TO 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER % 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair r ecogn izs  the 

gentleman, Mr. Reber. 
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Conselvation Committee. 1 have now been advised by the 
Governor's Office that the intent behind those will certainly be 
considered, and I feel it is important that this hill move to the 
Govemor's desk. Therefore, I move to revert to the immediate 
prior printer's number so it can go right to the Governor for 
signature. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

Mr. KEBEK. Thank you, Madam Speaker pro tem. 
1 would move that SB 333 revert to the immediate prior 

printer's number, and thls motion is made for the simple fact 
that there were some technical amendments made by me in the 

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

Cuny ~ r e b s  Roberts wozniak 
DeLuca Kukavich Robinson Wright, D. R 
D e m ~ s e ~  ~ a c r o t ~ a  ~ o e b u c k  wright, M. N. 

Laub Rohrer Yandriswib 
Dermodv Laughlin Rooney Yewcic 

'the SPEAKEK pro tempore. On the gentleman's motion, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Madam Speaker, we support the gentleman's 
motion. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House & m e  to the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

AcoS~B 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Banida 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyer 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Butkowe 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cswley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
C l p e r  
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaimn 
Conti 
Comell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
Cay 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geia 
Gourge 
Gerlach 
G~gliotti 
Gladcck 
Gcdshshall 
Gordner 
Grurlw 
GrupPo 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hcnnessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Jorephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
KirWand 

Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lpch  
Maitlaod 
Manderino 
Markowk 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
MsGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoz5e 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
0' Brien 
Olasz 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Pdrarca 
Petrone 
Petlit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pidella 
Pitts 
Platts 
PresTon 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Fitter 

s a u m o  
Saylor 
ScheetZ 
Schuler 
Sctimmti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stern 
Stdler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
n~hom~ 
Tigue 
Tadinson 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Llliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Vilali 
Washingtoo 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 

Donatucci h$ess ~ u b l j  Ywngblmd 
Durham Ledera Rudy z u ~  
Egolf Lee Ryan 
Evans Leh Santoni Dew-, 
Fairchild Lescovltz Sather s* 
Fajt 

NOT VOTING-2 

Bush McNally Oliver Trello 
Daley Merry 

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

On the ouest io~ 
Will the-~ouse agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKEK 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? 
~ ~ r e e a h l e  to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

Acoda 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
A d m n g  
Baker 
Barley 
Battido 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Binnrlin 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Rums 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Calla@rone 
Cappatianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleaglo 
Flnck 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gamon 
GRd 
George 
Gerlach 
Giglimi 
Gladock 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmilw 

G ~ P P ~  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Ilennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 

Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Markowk 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCd 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Niskol 
Nyce 
OBrien 
Olasz 
Peml  
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 

S a w n  
Saylor 
Scbeetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
S e m e l  
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Sleighner 
Sleil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Slish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangrdti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
nlh~ms 
T i p e  
Todinson 
Trich 
True 
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c l y ~ r  ltkin Piccola Tdli 
Coheo, L. I. Iadlowiec Pistella Uliaoa 
Coheo, M. James Pius Vance 
Colsfella Ismlio PlaUa Van Home 
C O I ~  J-hs prestao Vmn 

Durham Lederer Rudy 
Egolf Lee Ryan DeWeese, 
Evans Leh Santoni Speaker 
Fairchild Lescovltz Sather 

be available for the members for several days to consider and 
to read before they have to discuss, dehate, and possibly vote. 

So I would ask all the members of the House to please 
s u ~ m r t  the resolution to prepare articles of impeachment to get * 

~ ~~ ~- 

Conti Kaiser Raymond Vilali 
Come11 Kasunic Reber Washington 
Corrigao Keller Reioard Waugh 
Cowell Kenoey Richardson Williams 
COY King Rieger wogan 
CUV Kirkland Ritter WomUak 
DeLuca Krebs Roberts Wright, D. R 
DempSey K u k e c h  Robinson wright, M. N. 
Dent LaGmtla Roebuck YandriMits 
D e h y  h u b  Rohrer YW"C 
Donatvsci Laughlin Rwney Ywngblaod 
Druce Lawless Rubley Zug 

NOT VOTING4 

the 'Process moving.  hank^ you, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The C h r  thanks the 

gentleman. 
Anyone else for dehate? 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 
b 

YEAS-197 

EXCUSED-6 

Bush McNally Oliver Trello 
D ~ I V  M e w  

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

Ordered, That the clerk retum the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. CALTAGIKONE called up HR 316, PN 3650, entitled: 

A Resolution to prepare articles of impeachment 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

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

Mr. DEKMODY. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, this resolution calls for the Speaker of the 

House to appoint a committee of five members of this House 
to prepare articles of impeachment against Justice Rolf Lmen 
of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. 

All the members of the House have received the report this 
week, and contained in that report are recommended articles of 
impeachment that have already been drafted. This resolution 
would require the committee to prepare articles consistent with 
the report of the Judiciary Committee that you have all 
received. 

This would be just the beginning point, just the drafting of 
articles. We expect those articles to be drafled forihwith and to 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amuzmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Binhap 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bmwo 
Bunt 
Bums 
Butkovitz 
Buxtoo 
Callagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civem 
Cla* 
CIymer 
Cahen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colsfella 
Colaim 
Conti 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cawell 
coy 
curry 
DeLuca 
D e m ~ v y  
Dent 
Dermody 
Donahlcn 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Fmman 
Gamble 
Ganooo 
Geid 
George 
Gerlach 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordoer 
Gnritza 
G N P P ~  
Haluska 
Hanaa 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
A e m n  
Henhey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
lames 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Kcller 
Kenoey 
King 
lrWand 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotla 
Laub 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Izderer 
Lee 
Leh 
Lessoviu 

Levdanslry 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehao 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micome 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickal 
N ~ c e  
O'Bnen 
Olasz 
Poml 
Pesn 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piscols 
Pistella 
Pins 
Platts 
Presto0 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardsoo 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Roberts 
R h n s o n  
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rmney 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Santooi 
Sather 

NAYS-0 

S a u m n  
Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Sc r im t i  
Semmel 
Serafinr 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Slaback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Sleil 
Stem 
SMler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangelti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vaoce 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Vitali 
Washington 
waugh 
Williams 
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

resolution was adopted. 

NOT V O T ' G - 0  

EXCUSED-6 

Bush McNally Oliver Trello 
Daley Mew 

Cohen, M. James Pitts Uliana 
Colafella Iamlin Plans Vance 
Colaizn Josephs Preston Vsn Home 
Conti Kaiser Raymond Veon 
Comell Kasunic Reber Vitali 

Cessar Hershey Petram Thomas 
Cbadwick Hess Petrone Tigue 
Civera Hughes Pmit Todinson 
Clark Hutchinson Phillips Tnsh 
Clymer llkin Piccolola Tme 
Cohen, L. I. ladlowis Pistdla Tvlli 

Goodling and Rill ~ i c k a r d  from Big Spring High School, who 

are the guests of Representative Al Masland and are seated to 

the left of the Speaker. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair welcomes Abbye 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

Conigao Keller Reioard Washingtoo 
Cowell Kenney Richardson Waugh 
COY King Rieger Williams 
cum Kirkland Rim Wwn 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1708, 
PN 1986, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of luly 29, 1953 (P.L.970, No.23.5). 
referred to as the Middle Atlantic Interstate Forest Fire Protection 
Compact Act. authorizing the admission of other states into the 
compact; and making an editorial change. 

~ e k a  

Dempsey 
Dent 
D e d y  
Dooatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Krebs 
Kkovicb 
LaOmtta 
Lauh 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledem 
Lee 
Leh 
Lpscovitz 
Levdansky 

Roberts 
Rdrinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rmoey 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Santooi 
Satha 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING-1 

A c o a  

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

Bill was agreed to. 

~dolph Fargo 1,loyd Saumn 'Ihe Rouse proceeded to third consideration of HB 2201, 
Allen Farmer Lucyk Saylor 
Areall Fee Lvnch Sshectz 

PN 3567, entitled: 

EXCUSEE-6 

nush McNally Oliva Trello 
Daley Mew 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered 

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

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

and nays will now he taken. 

Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Bdardi 
Belfanti 
Bimlin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buym 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Rums 
Butkovilz 
Buxton 
Caltagjrone 
Cappabanca 
Cam 
Camno 
Cawley 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 

the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 

and the hill passed finally. 

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

Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gei* 
George 
Gerlach 
Giglidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
<iruppo 
Raluska 
Hanna 
llarley 
Hasay 
Hhncssey 
Herman 

Maitland 
Mandenno 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehao 
Melio 
Michloic 
Misoee 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Penel 
Perci 

Schuler 
Scri~mnti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steghner 
st61 
Stem 
Sletlcr 
Stish 
S1"ttmatter 
Shlrla 
Sum 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for use of waters of the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission for swimming purposes. 

On the question, 

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. HASAY offered the following amendment No. A1952: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 748). page 2, lines 12 through 30, by 
striking out all of said lines and inserting - . 

(c) Private 1andowners.- 
(1) Swimmin~by private landowners and their bona 

Tide guests shall bc permitted in Commonwealth waters 
under the ownership or control of the commission where all 
of the follawiny criteria are met: 

(i) The vropertv of the private landowner 
adjoins. abuts and shares a common boundary line 
with lands or waters controlled bv the 
Commonwealth. 

(ii) The provertv of the private landowner 
contains a oermanent dwelling or cottage in which 
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On the question, 
W i l l  the House agree to the amendment? 

the  landowner  actually resides for al l  o r  part of the 
year. 

fiii) The  private landowner o r  h is  successors 
in  title c a n  demonstrate that the  private property was  
conveyed from the  s ame  nrantor who  conveyed lands 
and  waters  to the  commission,  and  that swimming 
w a s  permitted in  such  waters  prior to conveyance to 
the commission.  

The S P E A K E R  pro tempore. On that question, t he  Cha i r  

recognizes the g e n t l e m a  Mr. Hasay. 
Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Speaker Ritter. 
The amendment has k e n  drafted and agreed t o  by the  

Pennsylvania  F ish  and Boat Commission, and I wou ld  

appreciate a "yes" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The C h r  thanks the  

gentleman. 
Any fuxther debate? 

DeLusa Krebs Roberts Wright, D. R 
D c r n ~ s e ~  Kukovich Pabinson wright, M. N. 
Dent LaGrotta Roebuck Yandrisnits 
D e d y  h u b  Rohrer Yewcic 

Laughlin Rmney Youngblood . 
Donatuc" 
Druce 1,awless Rubley Zug 
Durham Lederer Rudy 
Egolf Lee Ryan DeWeese. 
Evans Leh Santmi Speaker 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Ac& 
Adolph 
Allen 
A r d l  
Amdrong 
Baker 
Badey 
Ballisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelio 
Bishop 
Blsum 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Butkovllz 
Budoo 
Caltagirone 
Capbianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cswley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Coheo. L. I. 
Coheo. M. 
Calafella 
C0leiZ.n 
Conti 
Comell 
Conigan 
Cwvell 
coy  
cuny  

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Flea& 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannoo 
Geist 
George 
Gerlach 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Oruilza 
G ~ P P ~  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 

b d a n s ~  
Lloyd 
Luqk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Marko~k  
Mamica 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
MsGeehan 
Melio 
Michlavlc 
Micoee  
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Peml 
Pessi 
Petrarca 
Pe t rm  
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Rek r  
Reinard 
Richardsm 
Kieger 
Kilter 

S a u m n  
Saylor 
SshePtz 
Schuler 
Scrimeoti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steighner 
stal  
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Slriltmatter 
Sturla 
S U " ~  
Tangetti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wceniak 

Fairchild Lescovilz Sather 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

Bush McNally Oliver Trella 
Daley Merry 

The question was determined in  the  affirmative, a n d  the 
amendment was agreed to. 

On the  question, 
Wil l  t he  House agree t o  the  hill 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 t he  bill pass finally? 

~ ~ r e i b l e  t o  the  provisions of the  Constitution, t he  yeas 
and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
A d r a n g  
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belard 
Belfanti 
Btrmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Butkovilz 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappdiawa 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civers 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gerlach 
Giglidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmitrs 
G ~ P P ~  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
H e m n  
Henhey 
Hess 
llughes 
Hutchinson 
llkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 

Lpvdaosky 
Lloyd 
L w k  
Lynch 
Maitland 
Msnderino 
Markosek 
Msmco 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Misohe 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Bnen 
Olasz 
Pelzel 
Pesn 
Pelrarca 
Pelrane 
Palit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pins 

Saurman 
Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seraiini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Staghner 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetlor 
Stish b 

Strittmatter 
Slurla 
SU"~  
Tangetti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
'Todinson 

Tulli 
llliana 
Vance 
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Colafella Jarolin Pldle Van Horn 
Cola- Josephs Preston Veon 
Cooti 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
DeI.uca 
D e w e y  
Dent 
Demody 
Donalucsi 
Dwce 
Ihrharn 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Bush 
Daley 

~ a i & r  Raymond 
Kasunis Reber 
Keller Reinard 
Kenney Richardson 
King Rieger 
Kirkland Rilter 
Krebs Roberts 
Kukovlch Rotinson 
LaCirotta Roehuck 
Laub Rohrer 
Laughlin Rwney 
Lawless Rubley 
Lederer Rudy 
Lee Ryan 
Leh Santooi 
I ~ o " i l z  Sather 

NAY S-O 

NOT VOTING-0 

E X C U S E M  
McNally Oliver 
Merry 

Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
William 
Wogao 
Womiak 
Wright. D. R 
Wright. M. N. 
Yandnswits 
Yewcic 
Younghlwd 
Zug 

Dew-, 
Speaker 

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 

Bimelin Gerlach Melio Stairs 
Bishw Gidiotti Mchlovic S k i h e r  
Blaum 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bums 
Buxtoo 
Caltaarone 
Cappabianu 
Cam 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Cahen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Calaizm 
Conti 
Cornell 
corngao 
Cawell 
Coy 
curry 
DeLuca 

D e m ~ s y  
Dent 
Demodv 

&deck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G n n b  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Hasay 
Hemessey 
Hershey 
Hughes 
Hutchinaon 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolio 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
IsGrofta 
Laub 
Laughlio 
Lawless 
Lederer 

M c c r i e  
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Pesei 
Pdrarca 
Pdrone 
Pettit 
Piccols 
Pistella 
Plans 
Presto0 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richadson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Rabetis 
Rcbinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 

s i  
Stish 
Shlrla 
S u m  
Tangetti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thorn 
Tigue 
Tomlinson 
Trich 
Ttue 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Van Home 
v a n  
Vitali 
Washingon 
Waugh 
William 
Wogao 
Wcmuak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N 
Yandnsmils 

Dooatucci Lee Rwoey Yewcic 
Druce Leh Ruhley Ywngblmd 
Durham I~scovitz Rudy 
Fajt Levdansky Ryan DeWeesp, 
Fargo Luqk Santoni Speaker 
Famer Lynch 

THE SPEAKER (H. WILLIAM DeWEESE) 
PRESIDING 

concurrence. I 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

NAYS-3 1 

The House proceeded to third considerdtion of IIB 2638, 
PN 3408, entitled: 

Allen Fairchild Nailor Smith, B. 
A d m n g  Geist Nyce Steelman 
Boyes Gruppo Penel Stern 
Carone Herman Phillips Stecler 
Cessar H e s  Pills ~trittmalter 
Clark King Ssther Vance 
Clymer Krebs S a u m n  zug 
Egolf Lloyd Semi 

NOT VOTING-6 

A n  Act  amctiding Title 34 (Game)  o f  the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, permitting Sunday hunting fur coyotes and  
Sunday hunting o n  noncommercial  regulated hunting grounds.  

Acosta Evans J a m  Kenney 
Butkovilz Harley 

EXCUSED-6 
On thc question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTED 

Bush McNally Oliver Trello 
Daley Merry 

The SPEAKEK. 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. 

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. 

Belad  Cannon ~ c ( s l l  Snyder, I). W. 
Belfanti Cvurgc MsGeehan Stabask I 

Adolph Fee Maitland Saylor 
Argall Fichter Manderina Schgtz 
Baker Flragle Markosek Schuler 
Barley Flick Mamco Scrimenti 
Battino Freeman Masland Serafini 
Bebko-Jones Gamble Mayernik Smith. S. H. 

The SPEAKER. It should be read into the record that the 
Speaker's appointments to the committee authorized by HK 
3 16, the resolution dealing with impeachment, the members of 
that entity will consist of Frank Dermody, chairman; Thomas 
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On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

Caltagirone; Daniel Clark; Jeffrey Piccola; and Michael 
Gruitza. 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to  tfB 1140, PN 3561, entitled: 

An Act authorizing the release of Project 70 restrictions on 
certain lands owned by Union Township, Lawrence County, in 
return for the imposition of Project 70 restrictions on certain lands 
being conveyed to Union Township; authorizing the release of 
Project 70 restrictions imposed on certain lands owned by the 
Borough of  Whitehall, Allegheny County, being conveyed by the 
borough in return for the imposition of Project 70 restrictions on 
certain lands being conveyed to the borough; authorizing the 
release of Project 70 and Project 500 restrictions imposed on 
certain lands owned by Allegheny County, in return for the 
imposition of Project 70 and Project 500 restrictions on certain 
lands to be conveyed to Allegheny County; and authorizing and 
directing the P e ~ s y l v a n i a  Fish and Boat Commission to convey 
a Project 70 tract of land in Northampton County under certain 
conditions. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

Clymer Hughes Pistella Tulli 
Coheo, L. I. Itkin Pitts Uliaos 
Cohen, M. Jadlowiec Preston Vance 
Colafells James Raymond Van Home 
Cola- Jsrolin Reber Veoo \ 

Conti Josephs Reinard Vitali 
Cornell Kaiser Richardson Washington 

:;''r Kmnic Rieger Waugh 
Keller fitter Williams 

COY Kenney Rabetts Wogan 
C ~ V  King Rolnnsoo Wmiak 
DeLuca Kirkland Rabuck Wright, D. R 

Kukovlch Rmaey Wright, M. N. 
Dermady LaGmtla Rubley Yandnsevita 

Laub Rudy Yewcic 
Druse Laughlin Ryan Youngblmd b 
Durham Lawless Santoni 
Egoif 

Zug 
Lederer Sather 

Evans h o v l f z  Saurman DeWeese, 
Lwdanshy Saylor Speaker 

NAYS-13 

Hutchinwo Leh Masland 
c,,, Krrbs Lyash Platts 
D e m ~ s e ~  Lee Maitlaod Scheetz 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Jarolin, is recognized 
for a motion. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

to  consider an amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
AnnsImng 
Baker 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebblonps 
Belsrdi 
Bplfanti 
Bimlio 
Bishop 
Blawn 

Bmwo 
Bunt 
Bwns 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Callagimne 
Csppabianca 
cstn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Ganooo 
Geist 
George 
Oerlach 
Giglidti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmitla 
GNPPO 
Haluska 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hmnesnsy 
H e m 0  
Hershey 
Hess 

YEAS-182 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderioo 
Markosek 
Marsiso 
Mayernik 
MeCali 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micwzie 
Mihalish 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Niekol 
N~ce 
0'B"ea 
Olaez 
Penel 
Pesci 
Pdrarra 
Petme 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piscola 

Schuler 
Scrimemti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stelman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stem 
Steller 
Stish 
sirinmatter 
Sturla 
SU"~ 
Tangelti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Time 

N O T  VOTING-2 

I 
EXCUSED-6 

Bush McNally Oliver Trello 
Daley Merry 

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 concur in Senate amendments? 
Mr. JAROLM offered the following amendment No. 

A1851: 

Amend Title, page I .  line 13, by striking out "AND" where 
it aooears the first time 
~ ~ r r  

Amend Title, page I .  line 15, by removing the period after 
"CONDITIONS" and inserting 

; and authorizing the conveyance of certain 
lands in Luzerne County. 

Amend Bill, page 14, by inserting after line 30 
Section 5. Luzerne County. 

(a) Authorization.-Under the requirements of  section ZO(b) 
of the act of June 22, 1964 (Sp.Sess., P.L.131, No.8), known as 
the Project 70 Land Acquisition and Borrowing Act, the General 
Assembly hereby authorizes the Pennsylvania Fish and Baat 
Commission to convey the Forrest Avenue right of way at Lily 
I.ake. Slocum and Convneham Tawnshios. Luzerne Countv. to ~~~ ~~ , . , 
Slu.um 'Torvnshtp i.,r s ~ ~ n t t n u c J  us< and cnjaym<nt #,I thd puhl~r  
at idrge and ~nc lus~un  m the Sl.rcwn lownsh~p roaJwa) program 

(bl 12rcc&~nl . t i  rcrtr~ct~unr-I 'hc I 'enns~lvdn~a Fish and 
Baat ~dmmiss ion  shall convey the Forrest  venue right of way 
from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for use of the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, to Slocum Township 
free of the restrictions on use and alienation orescribed bv the 

, Project 70 Land Acquisition and Borrowing k c t ,  provideh the 
v 

conveyance shall be subject to all easements o f  record and the 
fallowing conditions: 
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(1) If, at any time. Slacum Township shall abandon 
the Forrest Avenue r ~ g h t  of way or restrict its use in any 
way that it is not open to free public use and enjoyment, the 
said tract shall revert to the ownership of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for use by the Pennsylvania 
Fish and Boat Commission. 

(2) The Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 
shall retain at all times the unrestricted right of ingress. 
egress and regress over the said tract. 
(c) Execution.-The deed of conveyance from the 

Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission to Slocum Township 
shall be executed by the Executive Ilirectur of the Pennsylvania 
Fish and Boat Commission in the name of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania for use by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission and shall be approved for legality and form by the 
Chief Counsel of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission and 
the Office o f  Attorney General. 

(d) Land to be released from restrictions.-The Forrest 
Avenue right o f  way tract to be conveyed under this section is 
more particularly bounded and described as follows: 

All that certain oicce or oarcel of land situate in the 
Township of Slocum ahd  owns ship of Canyngham, County of 
Luzerne, and Spate of Pennsylvania, bounded and described as 
follows: 

Reginnmy at the point situated north 48 degrees 47 minutes 
48 seconds west a distance of 100.86 feet frum a cut stone 
(Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission Corner # I ) ,  said point 
being on the northerly right o f  way line of S.R.3005 (a 50 foot 
right of way), the centerline of the Pennsylvan~a Fish and Boat 
Commission Access Drive (a 20 foot paved cartway) and 
centerline of the Forrest Avenue right of way (50 feet wide) 
herein described; 

Thence along said S.R.3005 right of way north 72 degrees 
03 minutes 18 seconds west a distance of 25.01 feet to a ooint in 
lands of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission and kdge of 
the Forrest Avenue right of way; 

Thence along said lands of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission and said Forrest Avenue right of way (50 feet wide) 
the following three (3) courses and distances: 

(1) north 19 degrees 28 minutes 01 second east a 
distance of 11 2.43 feet to a point. 

(2) north 59 degrees 41 seconds east a distance of 
267.44 feet to a point. 

(3) north 72 degrees 58 minutes 10 seconds east a 
distance of  193.77 feet to a point in lands of others; 
Thence along said lands of others, and said Farrest Avenue 

right of way (variable width) the following three (3) courses and 
distances: 

( I )  south 19 degrees 25 minutes 25 seconds east a 
distance of 18.25 feet to aconcrete monument (Pennsvlvania 
Fish and Boat Commission Corner #55) 

(2) north 72 degrees 39 minutes 28 seconds east a 
distance of 657.84 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission Corner #60\ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - ~  ~ ~ ~~ 

(3) north 17 degrees i0 minutes 32 seconds west a 
distance of30.00 feet to a point in lands of the Pennsylvania 
Fish and Boat ~ommiss ioh ;  
Thence along said lands of'the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 

Commission and unnamed road right of way (50 feet wide) the 
following six (6) courses and distances: 

( I )  narth 20 degrees 02 minutes 01 second east a 
distance of 204.87 feet to a point, 

(2) north 44 degrees 09 minutes east a distance of 
262.99 feet to a point. 

(3) narth 37 degrees 54 minutes 01 second east a 
distance of 160.94 feet to a point, (unnamcd road right of 
way changes lo a var~able width) 

(4) north 52 degrees 05 minutes 59 seconds west a 
distance of 30.00 feet to a point at the edge of Lily Lake 
and along the said edge 

(5) north 30 degrees 08 minutes 23 seconds east a 
d~stance of  110.67 feet to a point at the edge of Lily Lake 
and leaving said Lake. 
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I (6) north 89 degrees 15 minutes 06 seconds east a 
distance of 55.00 feet to an iron pin (Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission Corner #46), in lands of others: 

I Thence along said lands of others and unnamed road right of 
i way (variable width) the following four (4) courses anddistances: 

(1) south 44 minutes 54 seconds east a distance of 
57.61 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 

I 
! Commission Corner #47), 

(2) south 28 degrees 43 minutes west a distance of 
100.30 feet to a point (Pennsylvania 'Fish and Boat 
Commission Corner #48), 

(3) south 37 degrees 54 minutes 01 second west a 
distance of 162.30 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission Corner #49), 

(4) south 82 degrees 34 minutes 01 second east a 
distance of39.30 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission Corner #50). in lands of the  Pennsvlvania Fish 
and 13oat ('~,ntnllsslon: 
Thence a l m g  , ad  lat~ds of thr Prnr~aylvan~a Fish and Uvat 

t'<rmmlss~.,n and unnamed r ~ a d  r~pht  of way (var~able wldth) the 
following five (5) courses and distances: 

( 1 )  south 44 degrees 09 minutes west a distance of 
80.00 feet ta a point. 

(2) narth 82 degrees 34 minutes 01 second west a 
distance of 39.1 I feet to a point, (right of way changes to 50 
feet wide), 

(3) south 44 degrees 09 minutes west a distance of 
176.50 feet to a point, 

(4) south 20 degrees 02 minutes 01 second west a 
distance of 132.72 feet to a point, (right of way changes to 
a variable width). 

(5) south 17 degrees 08 minutes 26 seconds east a 
distance of 52.92 feet to a point, in the Forrest Avenue right 
of way; 
Thence along said land of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 

Commission and said Forrest Avenue right of way (50 feet wide) 
the following three (3) courses and distances: 

( I )  north 72 degrees 51 minutes 34 seconds east a 
distance of 198.95 feet to a point, (right of way changes to 
a variable width). 

(2) north 58 degrees 06 minutes east a distance of 
294.20 feet to a point. 

(3) north 40 degrees 24 minutes 01 second east a 
distance of 102.00 feet to a point, in lands of others; 
Thence along said lands of others and said Forrest Avenue 

right of way (variable width) the following four (4) courses and 
distance: 

(1) south 20 degrees 29 minutes east a distance of 
180.00 feet to an iron pin (Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission Corner #52), 

(2) south 72 degrees 51 minutes 34 seconds west a 
distance of 1225.65 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission Corner #53), 

(3) north 20 degrees 42 minutes 32 seconds west a 
distance of 19.94 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission Corner #54), 

(4) south 72 degrees 58 minutes 10 seconds west a 
distance of 276.30 feet to a point (Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission Corner #61), in lands of the  Pennsylvania 
Fish and Boat Commission; 
Thence along said lands of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 

Commission and said Forrest Avenue right o f  way (50 feet wide) 
the fallow~ng two (2) courses and distances; 

(1) south 59 degrees 41 seconds west a distance of 
243.35 feet to a point, 

(2) south 19 degrees 28 minutes 01 second west a 
distance of 99.35 feet to a paint in the northerly right of way 
of S.R.3005 (a 50 foot right of way); 
Thence along said S.R.3005 right o f w a y  north 58 degrees 

43 seconds west a distance of 25.61 feet to a point. the place of 
beginning. 
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Containing 3.64 acres of land, as shown on Lily Lake - 
Forrest Avenue, Right of Way Disposition Plan, prepared August 
20, 1993, by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission. 

Being a portion andlor part of the same premises granted and 
conveyed to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania by deed of the 
Estate of Forrest A. Bovd. dated Mav 3.1968. and recorded in the 
Office of the Recorder of ~ e e d s  of ~bze'rne Cdunty, Pennsylvania. 
in Deed Book 1653, page 876. 

And under and subject to all easements of record. 
Amend Sec. 5, page 15, line 1, by striking out "5" and 

inserting 
6 

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

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

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment deals with the transfer of a 

road from the Pennsylvania Fish Commission to Salem 
Township up there for maintenance and use in the future. 

The SPEAKER. On the Jarolin amendment, the gentleman- 
Mr. JAROLIN. Correction; Mr. Speaker, that is a 

correction. That is Slocum Township. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the amendment, the gentleman. Mr. Fee, is recognized. 
Mr. FEE. Not this amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair retracts his recognition of the 

gentleman from New Castle. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-196 

Adolph 
Allen ~~~ 
M m n g  
Baker 
&ley 
Bsttiao 
Bebko-Jones 
B e l a d  
Belfanti 
Bi-lia 
Bishcp 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bums 
Bulkovitz 
B r n n  
Caltaamoe 
Cappabisnca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 

Farga 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freems" 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gearge 
Gerlach 
GigliotU 
tiladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jsdlowi~  

Lloyd 
LucVk 
Lynch 
Mailland 
Mmderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mawrnik 
~ c ~ a l l  
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micolzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Penel 
P e d  
Petmrce 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistells 

s a u m  
Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
S e m l  
Serafini 
Slrdth, B. 
Smith. S. H 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stsbaek 
Stairs 
Sleelmao 
Steighner 
Sthl 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
SulTa 
Taogretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinson 
T"sh 
True 
Tulli 

Cohm. M. 
Colafella 

Donahlcci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evaos 
Fairchild 
Fajt 

Aeosta 

Bush 
Daley 
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Jams Pills Uliaoa 
Jamlio Plans Vance 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laub 

Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
RAoard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 

Van Home 
Vmo 
Vitali b 

Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Wormiak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandrisevits 

Laughlia h n e y  Yewcis 
Lawless Rubley Y w n g b l d  
Lederer Rudy zug b 
Lee Ryan 
Leb Santooi DeWeew, 
I m o v i k  Sather Speaker 
Levclansky 

NOT VOTING-I 

EXCUSED-6 

McNally Oliver Trello 
M e w  

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

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fee, is recognized. 
Mr. FEE. Mr. Speaker, I also request that the rules be 

temporarily suspended for the inclusion of debate on my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the suspension of the rules for one 
final amendment, the gentleman, Mr. Fee, would request an 
affirmative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Battist0 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 

Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Achter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geia 
George 

Lloyd 
h c y k  
Mandenno 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
MsCall 
McOeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
MiccQie 
Mihalich 
Miller 

w 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Staim 
Steelman 
Steighner % 

Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 



Boyes 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Burns 
Butkovitz 
Buxbn 
Caltagmne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chaduick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola- 
Conti 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
Curry 
DeLuca 
Dent 
Demcdy 
Donatucci 
Dmse 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 

Bush 
Daley 
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Gerlach Mundy 
Gigliotti Nickol 
Glkezk Nyce 
Godshall O'Brien 
Gruitza Olasz 
G ~ P P ~  pemt 
Hatuska P e e  
Harley Petrarca 
Hasay Petmne 
Heno- Pettit 
H e m n  Phillips 
Hershey Piccola 
Hess Pi&lta 
Hughes Pins 
ltkin Preston 
Jadlouiec Raymond 
James Rekr 
Jarolin Reinard 
Josephs fiehardran 
Kaiser Rieger 
Kasunic fitter 
Keller R&fis 
Kenney Rhnsoo 
Kin8 Roebuck 
Kidand Rohrer 
Kukovich Rooney 
LaGrdta Rubley 
Laub Rudy 
Laughlin Ryan 
Lawless Santoni 
Lederer Sather 
l ~ s c o ~ t z  Saylor 
Lwdansky Schuler 

NAYS-14 

Hutchinson Lpch 
Krebs Maitland 
Lee Masland 
I z h  

NOT VOTING-2 
Saunnan 

EXCUSED-6 

McNally Oliver 
Merry 

Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlioson 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vifali 
Washington 
Waugh 
William 
Wagan 
Wouriak 
Wribt, D. R. 
wnght, M. N. 
Yandnsevits 
Yewcic 
Youngblwd 
Zug 

Dew-, 
Speaker 

A majority of the members elected to the House having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended? 
Mr. FEE offered the following amendment No. A1850: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "& 
authorizing the release of Project 70 rostrictions on certain lands 
owned by Lawrence County in return for the imposition of Project 
70 restrict~ons on certain lands to be conveyed to Lawrence 
County: 

Amend Sec. 1, page I ,  line 18, by inserting after "County" 
- Union Township 

Amend Bill, page 3. by inserting between lines 20 and 21 
Section 2. Lawrence County - Bessemer Borough and North 

Beaver Township. 
(a) Authorizdtion-Under the requirements of section 2O(b) 

of the act of June 22, 1964 (Sp.Sess., P.L.131, No.8). known as 
the Project 70 Land Acquisition and Borrowing Act, the General 

Assembly hereby authorizes the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission to exchange 6.25 acres of land, more or less, in 
North Beaver Township, Lawrence County, hereinafter described 
as Tract No. 1, at the project known as Bessemer Quarry Lakes, 
to Saint Anthony's Church for use as part of its cemetery in 
consideration of the transfer of 10.627 acres of land, more or less, 
in North Beaver Township, Lawrence County, hereinafter 
described as Tract No. 2, to the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission, which parcel would give the Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission control of the upper end of the Bessemer 
Quarry Lakes project. 

(b) Freedom of restrictions.-The Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission shall transfer Tract No. 1 to Saint Anthony's 
Church free from the restrictions on use and alienation prescribed 
by the Project 70 Land Acquisition and Borrowing Act, subject, 
however, to all easements o f  record, upon: 

(1) The execution and filing of a general warranty 
deed transferring Tract No. 2 to the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania for use by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission with good and marketable title, satisfactory to 
the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission. 

(2) The execution and filing of a deed transferring 
Tract No. 1 from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for 
use by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, to Saint 
AnthanyS Church. 
(c) Execution.-The deed of conveyance from the 

Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission to Saint Anthony's 
Church shall be executed by the Executive Director of the 
Pennsylvauia Fish and Boat Commission in the name of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for use by the Pennsylvania Fish 
and Boat Commission and shall be approved for legality and form 
by the Chief Counsel of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission and the Office of Attomey General. 

(d) Imposition of restrictions.-When Tract No. 2 is 
conveyed to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for use by the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, it shall be subject to the 
restrictions on use and alienation prescribed by the Project 70 
Land Acquisition and Borrowing Act. 

(e) Description of lands.-Tract No. 1 is more particularly 
bounded and described as follows: 

Tract No. 1 
All that certain piece or parcel of land situate in the 

Township of North Beaver, County of Lawrence, State of 
Pennsylvania, bounded and described as follows: 

Beginning at a point in the centerline of State Route 317. 
west of the Borough of Bessemer, at the southwestern comer of 
lands now or formerly a f  W. Summers and southeastern comer of 
lands herein described; thence, along centerline o f  State Route 
317, north 87 degrees 40 minutes west a distance of 179.06 feet, 
to a point in centerline of State Route 317, and southeastern 
corner of remaining lands now or formerly of the Pennsylvania 
Fish and Boat Commission; thence, leaving State Route 317 and 
alone remaininn lands now or formerlv of the Pennsvlvania Fish u 

and Boat commission the following (5 )  courses anddistances: 
( I )  north 07 minutes 24 seconds west a distance of 

999.33 feet. to a ooint. 
(2) south'87 degrees 40 minutes east a distance of 

80.58 feet, to a point. 
(3) south 88 degrees 58 minutes 23 seconds east a 

distance of 193.58 feet. to a ooint in lands now or formerlv 
M. and V. Cunningham; 

thence, along lands now or formerly of M. and V. Cunningham 
the following (2) courses and distances: 

(1) south 01 degree 02 minutes 18 seconds east a 
distance of 148 feet, to a point, 

(2) south 79 degrees 31 minutes 19 seconds east a 
distance of 115.36 feet, to a point on the Bessemer Borough 
line; 

thence, along borough line, south 01 degree I0  minutes 08 
seconds east a distance of 87.25 feet, to a concrete monument in 
centerline of cemetery drive and lands of the Junoslav Civil - 
( ' e ~ ~ ~ r . t c r ) .  t h c ~ ~ u c .  dlong centrrl~ne ol'ce~nctery dr~ve.  and land5 
,,f the Ju&s>al~v ( ' 1 ~ 1 1  ('vmctcry. south X Y  degrees 32 ntlnutes 07 
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seconds west a distance of 115.87 feet to a pipe post in concrete; 
thence, continuing along lands of the lugoslav Civil Cemetery, 
south 07 minutes 34 denrees east a distance of 368.07 feet. to an 
iron pln and common corner ol lands of lugoslav Civil ('emetery 
and S a m  Anthony C a l h o l ~  Cemetery, then'<. along land, of St 
Anthony Catholic Cemetery, south 07 minutes 24 seconds east a 
distance of 227.48 feet, to a point at northeastern corner of lands 
now or formerly of W. summers; thence, along lands now or 
formerly of W. Summers the following (2) courses and distances: 

(1) north 88 degrees 28 minutes 30 seconds west a 
distance of 99.95 feet, to a point, 

(2) south 01 degre; 22 minutes 15 seconds east a 
distance of 149.90 feet. to a min t  in the centerline of State 
Koute 117. and plhce of  bcginntng 
Containing 6 250 acres (272.255 square feet) 01 land as 

shown on "Saint Anthony's Council Cemetery Association's 
Pronertv Survev of the Pennsvlvania Fish Commission Land 
~xihange,"  prepared by the ~ e n n s ~ l v a n i a  Fish Commission, dated 
September 1983. 

Being a portion andlor part of the same premises granted and 
conveyed to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania acting through 
the Pennsvlvania Fish and Board Commission bv Declaration of ,~ ~~~ 

Taking from Marie E. Craft. Clarence B. ~ c k m i n ,  and Claud F. 
Eckman, dated November 28, 1967, and recorded in the Office of 
the Recorder of Deeds of Lawrence County in Deed Book 529, 
Page 638. Excepting and reserving any mineral rights to which the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania may hold title. And under and 
subject to any easements of record appertaining to the said Tract 
No. 1. , 

Tract No. 2 is more particularly bounded and described as 
follows: 

Tract No. 2 
Beginning at an iron pin at the corner of the D'Amico tract 

and the Pennsylvania Fish Commission; thence by the line of the 
Pennsylvania Fish Commission south 14 minutes 41 seconds east 
561 feet to a point; thence south 14 minutes 41 seconds east 250 
feet to an iron pin at the corner of the tracts of the Pennsylvania 
Fish Commission and S.M.E. Bessemer Cement, Inc.; thence by 
the line of S.M.E. Bessemer Cement, Inc., north 85 degrees 02 
minutes west 100 feet to an iron pin; thence north 14 minutes 41 
seconds east 250 feet to an iron pin thence north 85 degrees 02 
minutes west 89 feet to an iron pin then by the line of the 
remaining lands of S.M.E. Bessemer Cement, Inc., south 73 
degrees 24 minutes 29 seconds west 688.44 feet to an iron pin; 
thence north 23 degrees 18 minutes west 300 feet to an iron pin; 
thence north 55 degrees 07 minutes east 475 feet to an iron pin; 
thence north hl  degrees 26 minutes east 440 feet to an iron pin at 
the corner of the tracts now or formerly of S.M.E. Bessemer 
Cement. Inc., and D'Amico; then by the line of D'Amico south 85 
degrees 02 minutes east 189 feet to an iron pin the point of the 
beginning. 

Containing 10,627 acres being lands wholly within the 
boundaries of the land described in the deed recorded in Lawrence 
County Deed Book Volume 656, Page 1029. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3. line 21, by striking out "2" and 
inserting 

1 - 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7. line 19. by striking out "3" and 

inserting 
4 

Amend Sec. 4, page 12, line 2, by striking out "4" and 
inserting 

5 
Amend Sec. 5, page 15, line 1, by striking out "5" and 

inserting 
6 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the gentleman from 
New Castle is recognized. 

Mr. FEE. This amendment will authorize the exchange of 
Project 70 lands between the Fish and Boat Commission and 
a church in Lawrence County. 

b 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-197 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Alleo 
Argsll 
ArmStmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Battista 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfsnti 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boys 
Brown 
Bunt 
B m s  
Butkovltz 
Buxton 
Caltsgimoe 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwisk 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Conli 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
Cuny 
DeLuca 
Dewey 
Dent 
D e d y  
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Bush 
Daley 

Fajt h d a n s k y  
Fargo Lloyd 
Farmer Lucyk 
Fee Lynch 
Fichter Mailland 
Fleagle Mandenno 
Flick Markouk 
Freeman Manico 
Gamble Masland 
Gannon Mayernik 
Gist McCall 
George McGeehao 
Gerlach Melio 
GigliMi Miehlovic 
Gladeck Micwie 
Godshall Mihalich 
Gordner Miller 
Oruilm Muody 
G m w  Nailor 
Haluska Nickol 
Hanna Nyce 
Harley O'Brien 
Hasay Olasz 
Hennervy P d  
Herman Pesci 
Henhey Petrarca 
Hess Petrone 
Hughes Pettit 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltlun Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pisella 
James Pins 
Jarolin Platts 
Josephs Pmstoo 
Kaiser Raymood 
Kasunic Reber 
Keller Reinard 
Kemey Richardson 
King Rieger 
Kirkland Rittm 
Krebs Robens 
Kukwich Robinson 
LaGrotta Ropbuck 
Laub Rohrer 
Laughlin Rooney 
Lawl~s Rubley 
Lederer Rudy 
Lee Ryan 
Leh Seotoni 
Lncovitz Sslher 

NOT VOTING-0 

S e m l  
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelmao 
Sleighner 
Steil 
Slem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Slurla 
Sum 
Tangrdti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tomlinson 
Trifh 
Tme 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
wnght. D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yandnsevlls 
Yewcic 
Ywngblmd 
zug b 

DeWese, 
Speaker 
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 1 The mmajority required by the Constitution having voted in  
amendment was agreed to. the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acosta 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Llattisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfaol~ 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaurn 
noyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Burns 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltaerone 
Cappabanca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cnssr 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Cdafella 
Colaim 
Conli 
Cornell 
Comgan 
(:owell 
Cay 
Curry 
DeLusa 
D e m ~ s e ~  
Dent 
D e d y  
I)onatucn 
1)ruce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Bush 
Daley 

Fajt Lwdsnsky 
Fargo Lloyd 
F a m r  Lucyk 
Fee Lynch 
Fichter Maitlsnd 
Pleagle Manderino 
Flick Markosek 
Preeman Marsico 
Gamble Marland 
Cannon Mayemik 
Geist McCall 
George McGeehan 
Gerlach Melio 
GipliOni Mishlovic 
Gladak Micome 
Godshall Mihalich 
Gordner Miller 
Gmim Mundy 
Gmppo Nailor 
Halush Nickol 
Hanoa Nyce 
Harley O'Brien 
Hasly Olae 
Henness~y Peml 
Herman PeSn 
Henhey Petrarca 
Hess Petrone 
Hughes Pettit 
Hutchinsan Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
James Pitts 
Jarolin Platls 
Josephs Preston 
Kaiser Raymond 
Kasunic Reber 
Keller Reinard 
Kenney Richardson 
King Rieger 
Kirkland Ritter 
Krebs Roberts 
Kukovich Kchnson 
LaGrotta Roebuck 
Laub Rohrer 
Laughlin Rmney 
lawless Rubley 
Lederer Rudy 
Lee Ryan 
Leh Santoni 
Lerovitz Sather 

Saurmao 
Saylor 
ScheW 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
S e m l  
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Slain 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Steil 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Studa 
S m  
Taogrdti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. I. 
'rbomas 
Tigue 
Todinsan 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Uliana 
Vance 
Vao Homo 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright. 11. R 
wnght, M. N. 
Yandnswits 
Yewsic 
Youngblmd 
Zug 

and the amendments as amended were concurred in. 
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to  the Senate for 

concurrence. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 150, PN 
161, entitled: 

An Act requiring advance notification of plant closings and 
mass layoffs; and imposing penalties. 

O n  the question, 
Will the House agree to  the bill o n  Ulird consideration? 
Mr. DENT offered the following amendment No. A1675: 

Amend Bill, page I. lines 5 through 16; pages 2 through 11, 
lines 1 through 30; page 12. lines 1 through 13, by striking out all 
of said lines~on said pages and inserting 
Section 1. Short title. 

This act shall be known and may be cited a s  the Worker 
Adjustment and Retraining Notification Act. 
Section 2. Defmitions. 

(a) General rule.-The following words and phrases when 
used in this act shall have the meanings eiven to them in this - - 
subsectlun unl<ss the c ~ n t t x t  cltarly lndlcates o thr rw~re  

"Affect~d employee." .In employee whc may reasonably br. 
expected to experience an employient  loss as a consequence of 
a proposed plant closing or mass layoff by the employeek 
emnlover. . . 

"Employer." A business enterprise that employs: 
(1) 100 or more employees, excluding part-time 

~ ~ 

employees; or 
(2) 100 or more employees who in the aggregate 

work at least 4,000 hours per week, exclusive of hours of 
overtime 
"Emnlovment loss." Subiect to subsection (b): 

' (1) sn c ~ ~ ~ ~ l o y & e n t  termtnattuoother than a 
dtschargc ior cause, vdluotary departure or rctucment; 

( 2 )  n layuil'ul mwe than stx months; or 
(3) a reduction in hours of work of more than 50% 

during each month of any six-month period. 
"Mass layoff." A reduction in the workforce which: 

(1) is not the result of a plant closing; and 
(2) results in an employment loss at the single site 

of employment during any 30-day period for: 
(i) (A) at least 33% of the employees, 
excluding any part-time employees; and 

(B) at least 50 employees, excluding 
any part-time employees; or 
(ii) at least 500 employees, excluding any 

part-time employees. 
"Municipality." A city, borough, town or township. 
"Part-time employee." An employee who is employed for 

an average of fewer than 20 hours per week or who has been 
employed for fewer than six of the 12 months preceding the date 
on which notice is required. 

"Plant closing." The permanent or temporary shutdown of 
a single site of employment or one or more facilities or operating 
units within a sinele slte of emalovmeut. if the shutdown results . , 
11, do cn~ploymc~it lusa st the atnglc srte ,~iemploymcnt d u r ~ n g  any 
?,,-day pr'rud for 5L nlk.rc s n t p l ~ y c t s ,  cxcludtng any part-t~me . ~ 

employees. 
"Representative." An exclusive representative of  employees 

within the meaning of section 8 ( 0  or 9(a) of the National Labor 
Relations Act (49 Stat. 449, 29 U.S.C. 9 158(0 or 159(a)) or 
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section 2 of the Railway Labor Act (Public Law 69-257, 45 
U.S.C. 6 152). 

(b) Exclusions from defmition of "employment loss."- 
(1) In the case of a sale of part or all of an 

employer's business, the seller shall be responsible far 
providing notice for any plant closing or mass layoff in 
accordance with section 3, up to and including the effective 
date of the sale. After the effective date of the sale of part 
or all of an employer's business. the purchaser shall be 
responsible for providing notice for any plant closing or 
mass layoff in accordance with section 3. Notwithstanding 
any other provision of this act, any person, other than apart- 
time emolovee. who is an emolovee of the seller as of the ~~~~ . , .  . , 
efirctlve date of lhc sale shall be cons~dered an employer. of 
the purchaser imnled~alcly aflcr the dl'tkctlve dale of tha 
sale. 

(2) An employee may not be considered to have 
experienced an employment loss if the closing or layoff is 
the result of the relocation or consolidation of part or all of 
the employer's business and, prior to the closing or layoff: 

(i) the employer offers to transfer the 
emolovee to a different site of emolovment within a . * . , 
reasonable commuttng d~stance wtth no more than a 
SIX-month break m employment; or 

(ii) the employer offers to transfer the 
employee to any other site of employment regardless 
of distance with no more than a six-month break in 
employment and the employee accepts within 30 
days of the offer or of the closing or layoff, 
whichever is later. 

Section 3. Notice required before plant closings and mass 
lavnffs --, 

(a) Notice to employees, State dislocated worker units and 
local governments.-An employer shall not order a plant closing 
or mass lavoff until the end of a 60-dav neriod after the emnlover . . . . 
serves written notice of such an order: 

(1) to each representative of the affected employees 
as of the time of the notice or, if there is no such 
representative at that time, to each affected employee; and 

(2) to this Commonwealth dislocated worker unit 
and the chief elected official of the municipality within 
which the closing or layoff is to occur. 

If there is more than one such municipality, the municipality 
which the employer shall notify is the municipality to which the 
employer pays the highest taxes for the year preceding the year 
for which the determination is made. 

(b) Reduction of notification period.- 
(1) An employer may order the shutdown of a single 

site of employment before the conclusion of the 60-day 
period if as of the time that notice would have been required 
the employer was actively seeking capital or business which. 
if obtained, would have enabled the employer to avoid or 
postpone the shutdown and the employer reasonably and in 
good faith believed that giving the notice required would 
have precluded the employer from obtaining the needed 
capital or business. 

(2) (i) An employer may order a plant closing or 
mass layoff before the conclusion of the 60-day 
period if the closing or mass layoff is caused by 
business circumstances that were not reasonably 
foreseeable as of the time that notice would have 
been required. 

(ii) No notice under this act shall be required 
if the plant closing or mass layoff is due to any form 
of natural disaster, such as flood, earthquake or 
drought. 
(3) An employer relying on this subsection shall 

give as much notice as is practicable and at that time shall 
give a brief statement of the basis for reducing the 
notification period. 
(c) Extension of layoff period.-A layoff o f  more than six 

months which, at its outset, was announced to be a layoff of six 
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months or less, shall be treated as an employment loss under this 
act unless: 

(1) the extension bevond six months is caused bv 

I 
. . 

business circumstances, including unforeseeable changes in 
price or cost, not reasonably foreseeable at the time of the * 
initial layoff; and 

(2) notice is given at the time it becomes reasonably 
foreseeable that the extension beyond six months will be 
reotrired~ . . 
(d) Determinations with respect to employment loss.-For 

purposes of this section, in determining whether a plant closing or 
mass lavoff has occurred or will occur. emolovment losses far two . . .  
or more groups at a single site of employment, each of which is 
less than the minimum number of employees specified in section 
2. The definition of "plant closing" or "mass layoff' but which in 
the aggregate exceed that minimum number, and which occur k 
within any 90-day period, shall be considered to be a plant closing 
or mass layoff unless the employer demonstrates that the 
employment losses are the result of separate and distinct actions 
and causes and are not an attempt by the employer to evade the 
requirements of this act. 
Section 4. Exemptions. 

(a) General rule.-This act shall not apply to a plant closing 
or mass layoff if: 

(1) the closing is of a temporary facility or the 
closing or layoff is the result of the completion of a 
particular project or undertaking, and the affected employees 
were hired with the understanding that their employment 
was limited to the duration of the facility or the project or 
undertaking; or 

(2) the closing or layoff constitutes a strike or 
constihrtes a lockout not intended to evade the requirements 
of this act. 
(b) Provisos. 

(1) Nothing in this act shall require an employer to 
serve written notice pursuant to section 3(a) when 
permanently replacing a person who is deemed to be an 
economic striker under the Nation Labor Relations Act (49 
Stat. 449. 29 U.S.C. 6 151 et seu.). 

(2) Nothing ;n this act $all be deemed to validate 
or invalidate any judicial or administrative ruling relating to 
the hiring of permanent replacements for economic strikers 
under the National Labor Relations Act. 

Section 5. Administration and enforcement of requirements. 
(a) Civil actions against employers.- 

(1) Any employer who orders a plant closing or 
mass layoff in violation of section 3 shall be liable to each 
aggrieved employee who suffers an employment loss as a 
result of such closing or layoff for: 

(i) back pay for each day of violation at a 
rate of compensation not less than the higher of: 

(A) the average regular rate received 
by such employee during the last three years 
of the employee's employment; or 

( 0 )  the final regular rate received by 
such employee; and 
(ii) benefits under an employee benefit plan 

described in section 3(3) ofthe Employee Retirement 
Income Secur~ty Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-406.88 
Stat. 829). including the cast of medical expenses 
incurred during the employment loss which would 
have been covered under an emolovee benefit olan if . , . ~~~ 

the employment loss had not occurred. 
Such liability shall be calculated for the period of the violation. 
up to a maximum of 60 days, but in no event for more than one- 
half the number of days the employee was employed by the 
employer. 

( 2 )  The amount for which an emplayer is liable 
under paragraph (1) shall be reduced by: 

(i) any wages paid by the employer to the 
b 

employee for the period of the violation; 
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(ii) any voluntary and unconditional payment 
by the employer to the employee that is not required 
by any legal obligation; and 

(iii) any payment by the employer to a third 
party or trustee, such as premiums far health benefits 
or payments to a defined contribution pension plan, 
on behalf of and attributable to the employee for the 
period of the violation. 

In addition, any liability incurred under paragraph ( I )  with 
respect to a defined benefit pension plan may be reduced by 
crediting the employee with service for all purposes under 
the plan far the period of the violation. 

(3) Any employer who violates the provisions of 
section 3 with respect to a unit of local government shall be 
subject to a civil penalty of not more than $500 for each day 
of such violation, except that the penalty shall nut apply if 
the employer pays to each aggrieved employee the amount 
for which the employer is liable to that employee within 
three weeks from the date the employer orders the shutdown 
or layoff. 

(4) If an employer which hasviolatod this act proves 
to the satisfaction of the court that the act or omission that 
violated this act was in good faith and that the employer had 
reasonable grounds for believing that the act or omission 
was not a violation of this act the court may, in its 
discretion, reduce the amount of the liability or penalty 
provided for in this section. 

( 5 )  A person seeking to enforce such liability, 
including a rcprosentativo of employees or a unit of local 
government aggrieved under paragraph ( I )  or (3), may sue 
either for such person or for the other persons similarly 
situated, or both, in the court of common pleas of the county 
in which the violation is alleged to have occurred or in 
which the employer transacts business. 

(6) In any such suit, the court. in its discretion, may 
allow the prevailing party a reasonable attorney fees as part 
of the costs. 

(7) For purposes uf this subsection, the term 
"aggrieved employee" means an employee who has worked 
for the employer ordcring the plant closing or mass layoff 
and who. as a result of the failure by the employer to 
comply with section 3, dld not receive timely notice either 
directly or through his or her representative as required by 
section 3. 
(b) Exclusivity of remedies.-The remedles provided for in 

this soction shall be the exclusive remedies for any violation of 
this act. This act does not authorize a court to enjoin a plant 
closing or mass layoff. 
Section 6. Procedures in addition to other rights of employees. 

The rights and remedies provided to employees by this act 
in addition to, and not in lieu of, any other contractual or statutory 
rights and remedies of the employees and are not intended to alter 
or affect such rights and remedies, except that the period of 
notificat~on required by this act shall run concurrently with any 
period of notification required by contract or by any other statute. 
Section 7.  Procedures encouraged where not required. 

It is the sense of the General Assembly that an employer 
who is not required to comply w ~ t h  the notice requirements of 
section 3 should, to the extent possible, provide notice to its 
employees about a proposal to close a plant or permanently reduce 
its workforce. 
Section 8. Authority to prescribe regulations. 

(a) Reuulations.-The Secretarv of Labor and lndustrv shall . ,  - 
prescribe such regulations as may be necessary to carry out this 
act. Such regulat~ons shall, at a minimum, include interpretative 
regulat~ons d e s c r i b ~ n ~  the methods by which employers may 
provide for appropriate service of notice as required by this act. 

(b) Notice.-The malling of notice to an employee's last 
known address or lnclusian of notice in thc en~ployee's paycheck 
will bo conslderrd acceptable methods for fulfilln~ent of the 
employer's ubligatlon to give noticc to each affected employee 
under this act. 
Sectlon 9. Effect on other laws. 

The giving of notice pursuant to this act, if done in good 
faith compliance with this act, shall not constitute a violation of 
the National Labor Relations Act (49 Stat. 449, 29 U.S.C. 5 141 
et seq.) or the Railway Labor Act (Public Law 69-257, 45 U.S.C. 
6 152). 
Section 10. Report on employment and international 

competitiveness. 
Two years after the date of enactment of this act, the 

Secretary of Labor and Industry shall submit to the General 
Assembly a report containing a detailed and objective analysis of 
the effect of this act on employers, especially small and medium- 
sized businesses, the economy and employees, in terms of levels 
and conditions of employment. The Secretary of Labor and 
Industry shall assess both costs and benefits, including the effect 
an  productivity, competitiveness, unemployment rates and 
compensation and worker retraining and readjustment. 
Section 11. Effective date. 

This act shall take effect as follows: 
( I )  Section 8(a) and this section shall take effect 

immediately. 
(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect in six 

months. 

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

The SPEAKER On the Dent amendment to HB 150 on 
page 4, the gentleman, Mr. Dent, is recognized. 

Mr. DENT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment quite simply adopts into law the Federal 

Plant Closing Act, which requires employers of 100 or more 
people intendng to shut down a facility to notify its 
employees. 

This amendment will make State law consistent and 
completely uniform with Federal law. Employers will only be 
required to comply with one standard if my amendment is 
adopted, not two, so we would only have a standard that 
would I think, be consistent entirely with the Federal law, 
which has worked out reasonably well. 

1 would urge members to support this amendment. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. On the Dent amendment, the gentleman 
from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich, is recognized. 

Mr. KUKOVICA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would ask the members to oppose this amendment. What 

it does is render the bill inconsequential and unnecessary. 
We currently are covered under the Federal law that 

President Reagan signed back in 1988. What we are attempting 
to do with this amendment and what we tried to do back in 
1990 when we realized that not enough employees were 
covered was to try to insure that at least 500,000 more 
employees would be covered under this basic protection that is 
provided in many other jurisdictions, many other countries. If 
we adopt this amendment, we render our efforts today moot. 

I would just remind members that this is an issue that has 
been around for a long time. We had a special select 
committee in 1984 that looked into this issue and suggested 
doing much, much more than what we are trying to do today. 

My efforts on behalf of this concept began from a personal 
experience in my district in the late seventies and were 
exacerbated during the deindustrialization of the early eighties 
hy those plants that shut down, even though there might be an 
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Since then, we have found out that because of the work 
that we can do with government agencies - because of Labor 
and Industry's Dislocated Worker Unit, because of the 
Department of Commerce's rapid response team -we can help 
businesses, we can help employees, we can help communities, 
we can keep people at work, we can improve the economy of 

active market, even though they could have wntinued but for 
different reasons decided, with no notice, to pull out. They not 
only devastated people's lives, they hurt the economies of local 
communities. 

- -  - 

the State. We need this little bit of advance notice to try to 
maintain that type of help to employees, to employers, to 
possible new investors. 

I particularly saw a glass plant that went down for 
nonbusiness reasons. For a year those people were 
unemployed. With this kind of notice hack then, we could have 
saved those jobs; that glass plant could have remained viable. 
That is the kind of thing we need to do, and this amendment 
would allow us to do that with those smaller companies under 
100 employees, down to 50 employees. We wuld virtually 
triple the number of employers who are covered. 

For those reasons I would ask for a negative vote on the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Chadwiek, is rewgnized on the Dent 

amendment. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Dent amendment. 
This legislation once again separates Pennsylvania out as 

the worst place to do business than anywhere else in the 
country. What is there about Pennsylvania businesses, other 
than the fact that they pay more taxes than anybody else, that 
is any different from New York businesses or New Jersey 
businesses or Ohio businesses? This amendment is important 
because it sends the right signal to businesses that 
Pennsylvania is every bit as good a place to do business as any 
other State. It is essential that we do that, or we are going to 
lose more businesses in this State. 

I strongly support the Dent amendment. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Kukovieh, for the 

second time. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. I would suggest to members that there 

are many other States and other jurisdictions that have much 
more comprehensive advance notice laws. Throughout New 
England, for example, Maine, Wisconsin, they ask for even 
more notice and even say that various benefits be continued 
during that period. We are not asking for any of that. We are 
asking for advance notice for those companies for two reasons: 
one, for the humane reason of allowing workers to get the 
opportunity so they do not become unemployed, so they do not 
cost the State more funds; and secondly, so other businesses 
that supply various types of supplies, equipment, to those 
businesses are not lefl in the lurch as they have been. 

This is pmemployee; this is probusiness. It is pmeconomy. 
Many other States are much more stringent. I am suggesting 

that what we do is the bare minimum to allow the common 
decency for workers and to help the economy of Pennsylvania. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED . 
The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Daley, fmm 

Washington County will have his name added to the master 
roll and be removed from the leave list. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 150 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER The gentlelady from Philadelphia, Ms. 
Manderino, is recognized on the Dent amendment. b 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the Dent amendment, 

and I want to share an experience that I had with proposed 
plant-closing-notification legislation that I think is indicative of 
maybe some of the preconceived notions about what might be 
bad about a bill like this that just do not pan out in reality. 

In the early 1980's, the city of Philadelphia proposed an 
early plant notification bill for employers of 50 or more. At the 
time I was working for an organization called the Philadelphia 
Area Labor Management Committee, and we took a position 
on behalf of both business and labor, our committee, and we 
were actually one of the prime spokespeople against the 
legislation when it was first proposed in Philadelphia. But afler 
the legislation was passed and to the surprise of both the 
business and labor members of our committecand that was a 
very broad-based committee, not only fmm the city but from 
the suburban businesses and industries around Philadelphia-we 
found that that legislation did not have a negative impact, and 
as a matter of fact, it had a vely positive impact in trying to 
help save those businesses, in being an early response that 
pulled together regional economic development and regional 
resource teams as an early response to go into those 
businesses. Some of them we were actually able to save, some 
of them we were able to do some work with to stave off a 
potential closing or layoff, and in those eases where we were 
not successful, we were able to get in there and start working 
at an earlier stage with the workers who were going to be 
dislocated so that their transition from their soon-tebe-lost 
employment to new employment was smoother and was faster. 

So the Philadelphia experience, quite frankly, was different 
than we had anticipated it would be in the early eighties, and 
from that, I think that the concerns about that being expanded 
to a statewide basis are not founded, and I would urge a "no" b 

on the Dent amendment and a "yes" on the bill. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The distinguished gentleman from 

Delaware County, Mr. Ryan, is recognized. 
Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is anyone in Pennsylvania 

today who could seriously argue that we have a good business 
climate. Right now, for us to bring anyone into Pennsylvania, 
we have to do it by begging them and enticing them to come 
in. We have to open up our portfolio of dreams that we have 
created from time to time over the years, legislative dream 
books, and look for ways of aiding them - giving them 
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comfort, giving them money if we havc it available under 
phns, some of which were initiated by the father of Ms. 
Manderino - and this is the only way we have been able to 
get anyone into Pennsylvania. But as we have been trying to 
get them in and trying to hold them, while we have done this, 
we have lost companies like llershey, which is Pennsylvania. 
Who ever heard of a chocolate bar other than Hershey from 
Pennsylvania? We have lost AMP, which is Pennsylvania. It 
is the center of Pennsylvania. It was described to me last night 
at dinner as the heartbeat of Pennsylvania industry. And I 
suspect- And we had dinner last night, and I know some of 
your leaders have had this same dinner meeting that our 
leaders had last night with the business community, and it was 
astraightfonvard dinner meeting where we traded ideas. 1 tlunk 
there would be a good deal of Maalox passed around that table 
if I were to suggest to any of this group of business leaders 
that a plant-closing bill is something that would be good for 
the business community of Pennsylvania. 

One of the big problems, I believe, that we have today in 
Pennsylvania is we go tw far. The Federal Government has 
acted in this area. They have gone far enough. Why do we 
have to go further'? Why do we have to be more discouraging 
to the possible site locators than the Federal Government? The 
Federal Government has done its job in protecting the 
employees in the event of a plant closing. Why should we go 
further and discourage possible new employers from coming 
to Pennsylvania'? We are making a mistake, and we have been 
making this mistake. 

1 am urging you to support the Dent amendment. It is a 
small blow on the side of the business commu~ty.  We have 
done nothing for them taxwise. We have done very little for 
them in the past several years, and this is one of the few ttungs 
we can do for them. It is one of the few things we do not have 
to do to them I guess is a better way of putting it, and I think 
it would be wrong for us to go ahead now and take another 
shot at them by putting in a plant-closing bill that is more 
&&tic than that already imposed by the Federal Government. 

I would urge you to support the Dent amendment. 
'fie SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman from 

Ilelaware and recogruzzs the lady from Indiana, Ms. Steelman. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to expand briefly on a comment by 

Representative Kukovich to the effect that the plant-closing bill 
protects the suppliers of those businesses that are on the verge 
of closing, and that is true. I think that when we look at the 
companies that havc gone down the tubes and have left other 
responsible businesses holding the bag for services and 
products that have been supplied to those companies and that 
are then never paid for, we have to think about what are the 
consequences of advenising that if you come into 
Pennsylvania, you are going to be allowed to defraud those 
businesses that are well managed by getting them to advance 
you goods and services that you know very well your company 
is not going to be able to pay for, and if those are the kinds of 
businesses that the minority leader is suggesting that we should 
try to attract to Pennsylvania, I can only say that I do not think 

so. I think that we need to vote for a bill that will provide 
protection for well-managed businesses in Pennsylvania against 
those businesses that are ill managed. 

Therefore, I encourage you to vote against the Dent 
amendment and to extend the protection provided by the 
Federal bill to more businesses and more business people in 
Pennsylvania. A vote against the Dent amendment is a vote for 
good business. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the lady and recogruzes 
the lady from Lehigh, Representative Ritter. 

Ms. RKI'ER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Dent amendment. 
Several previous speakers talked about the fact that 

companies will not want to come to Pennsylvania if we do not 
put the Dent amendment into this bill. If we require them to be 
fair to their employees, they will not want to come here. 1 
would suggest that a company who is considering opening a 
plant in Pennsylvania who is already thinking about how they 
can screw the employees once they close that plant is not the 
kind of company that we want here in Pennsylvania. 

So I would suggest that we should put on the record the 
fact that we want to encourage companies and to require them, 
if we cannot encourage them, require them to be fair to their 
employees, and therefore, we will go further than the Federal 
law has done. 'Those are the lands of companies that we want 
doing business in Pennsylvania, and that is the message we 
should send today and vote against the Dent amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlelady, Mrs. Harley, from 
Montgomery. 

Mrs. HARLEY. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think we all need to be reminded or remember sometimes 

that businesses are jobs in Pennsylvania, and if we want to see 
the unemployment rate go down, the best way to do that is to 
provide for businesses and to make it so that businesses come 
to Pennsylvania rather than leave Pennsylvania. 

How many times have we discussed mandates here on the 
House floor and in committee and in conversations with each 
other, and yet that is exactly what this is: this is a mandate. 
Every time we see mandates, we see one thing that is 
consistent, and that is the loss of jobs. 

1 do not think that Philadelphia is a very good example to 
talk about loolung at them and seeing what a benefit that this 
kind of legislation brings, because in fact, if we look at 
Philadelphia, what we see is that Philadelphia is losing jobs 
every day at a very frightening rate. I do not think that we 
have to worry about plant notification if this goes into effect, 
because in fact we will not have plants that will be notified 
because we will not have plants at all. 

So please, I urge you to support the Dent amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady and recognizes 
the gentleman, Mr. Fargo, on the Dent amendment. 

Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think the one point that we are not recognizing here is the 

fact that what tlus bill will do without the Dent amendment is 
to affect the small businesses of Pennsylvania. These small 
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businesses are our backbone; they are the gmwing part of our 
economy, and we are going to say to these small businesses 
that not only are you going to have to come up with some 
more d e s  and regulations, but if you do not have the expertise 
in that small business to understand what these laws are and 
somehow or the other fail to participate or fail to comply with 
these laws, we are going to fine you; we are going to give you 
another reason for getting out of Pennsylvania. 

I cannot, no matter how I attempt to, come up with any 
reasons to say that this is a probusiness or proeconomy bill. 
How can we possibly say that when in fact it means that we 
are saying once more to ow small businesses, not to ow big 
businesses, not to those huge conglomerates, we are saying to 
our small businesses, the ones who are attempting to become 
larger, attempting to improve our economy, we are saying to 
those small businesses, you have got to comply with a whole 
lot more mles and regulations, and if you do not comply with 
these mles and regulations, we are going to fine you and put 
you into a worse position where you cannot possibly compete. 

There was some suggestion that this may help business 
because it gives us an opportunity to save those husinesses. 
Now, that does not even make sense to me that we have to 
force them to admit that they are going to close or lay off 
before we get around to tlying to help those businesses to stay 
in business. 

1 do not think we need this kind of regulation, and I think 
it is a major, major mistake if we pass the bill without the 
Dent amendment. So I really feel that we had better look to 
who it is that we are affecting here. We are affecting the 
bloodstream of the possible improvement in the business 
climate of Pennsylvania, and we are saying to them one more 
time, do not come to Pennsylvania because we are going to put 
it to you. 

Let us please pass this amendment. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Washington County, 

Mr. Daley, is recognized on the Dent amendment. 
Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As the chairman of the industrial-plant-closing committee 

in 1984, many things that we had done at that time were a 
product of this legislation, and I hear from my friends and 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle that business is the 
bloodstream of Pennsylvania. Well, I submit to you, it is the 
workers, it is the working men and women that are the 
bloodstream of Pennsylvania. Business does not produce the 
workers; workers produce the business. That is the bottom line. 

What this legislation simply does is it provides behavior in 
a way in which we provide kindness to the employees. The age 
of the robber baron, the age of the robbing and raping and 
leaving, is over. With Volkswagen, we gave them hundreds of 
millions of dollars in western Pennsylvania, taxpayers' dollars. 
They stayed for 10 years, got the tax break, shut the plant 
down, and went back to Germany. No one knew. That was 
absolutely wrong. 

What we are Uying to do in this legislation is say, we think 
there is a level playing field. If you have a business in 
Pennsylvania, we want you to treat the employees with dignity, 

kindness, fairness, and let them know if you are shutting down, 
simply because we formed the Governor's Response Team as 
the early strike force, as part of that plant-closing committee 
that I sat and chaired, and what we simply have done is made . 
things better for business in Pennsylvania by providing 
economic incentives to stay in business. 

When we are told that this legislation is going to drive 
business out of Pennsylvania, that is absolutely ludicrous. 
There is not one place in this country that has adopted plant- 
closing-notification rules, like Massachusetts, that husinesses 
lefl because of that. Businesses will leave Pennsylvania 
because our corporate taxes are too high. That is the simple 
bottom line. It is not because of notification; it is not because 
of our standards of corporate behavior. It is because taxes are 
too high and the bottom line does not work out right. 

All we are saying in this legislation is that we think that the 
employees ought to be notified. No one, including you and I 
and any of our constituents, should have to go to work one day 
and find out they are no longer going to have a job. That 
simply is not fair. If we are talking about companies of 50 
employees, that is simply because those are the people that hire 
the majority of Pennsylvanians. 

This is not going to drive business out of Pennsylvania. It 
is high taxes that is going to drive business out of 
Pennsylvania. It is not plant-closing legislation that is going to 
force our neighbors and our businesses to move to Maryland 
and New Jersey; it is high taxes. So do not be fooled. 

The lifeblood of Pennsylvania is our workers, is those 
people that work in the factories, is those people that produce 
at the mines and the steel mills, in the shoe factories, in the 
garment factories. They deserve our attention; they dese~ve this 
legislation. We deserve to provide a safety net for them to be 
able to move in and for the State to save their jobs. 

I urge a "no" vote on the Dent amendment and a "yes" on 
the Kukovich hill. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman from 
Washington. 

The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, from Lehigh is at the 
microphone and wishes to debate the Dent amendment. 

Mr. SNYDER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I could understand the arguments of the 

people who have spoken against the Dent amendment if HB 
150 would mean something to the employees of the husinesses 
that may be shutting down in Pennsylvania, because it is 
interesting, Mr. Speaker, that I notice in the legislation that not 
only is there a requirement for notification to the Secretary of ) 
Labor and Industry, who is supposed to share this information 
with various departments and agencies within the 
Commonwealth, it also provides for outplacement services by 
the Department of Labor and Industry, provides some 
assurances of retlaining programs, and if that is the case, Mr. 
Speaker, and that there would be some hope for employees of 
husinesses who are going to be terminated that there would be 
some s e ~ c e s  available for them, then certainly I think that . 
they would have some merit in their argument. 
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Mr. Speaker, however, it is interesting to look at the fiscal 
note for HB 150. The only thing that the fiscal note refers to 
is that it will cost approximately $100,000 to $150,000 for 
additional employees to handle the notification and 
coordination of services and to draft the rules and regulations. 
In other words, we are going to hire about four or five more 
paper pushers to receive the paperwork from the small 
businesses who have to notify them. There is no notification in 
this fiscal note that there is additional money for retraining for 
the additional employees that are required. There is no 
notification by the Democratic Caucus that there is going to be 
more money for outplacement services. Mr. Speaker, there is 
no recognition of even the need to provide for assistance for 
these employees. NI we are doing is adding more bureaucrats 
by note of their fiscal information provided on this legislation. 

Kepresentative 1)ent's amendment would at least allow us 
to stay with State law in concurrence with the Federal 
Government, allow the enforcement by the employees against 
the employers in the State courts to allow them easier access 
to enforce their own rights under this legislation, a n 4  Mr. 
Speaker, we would allow the State to maintain its competitive 
similarity to other States. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, a previous speaker from the 131st 
District spoke against the Dent amendment. I am very familiar 
with a company in that legislative district that went through 
this process. First of all, they tried to contact the Governor's 
Response Team. They said, we need capital to stay in business; 
we lure mostly minority employees; we are a manufacturing 
business. I am s o w  but we do not ~rovide  loans: we will call 

Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Conti 
Cornell 
COY 
D ~ ~ P = Y  
Dent 
Dluce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Acorta 
Argall 
Bebkc-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishap 
Blsum 
Roy= 
Bums 
Butkovitz 
Buxtoo 
Caltagirooe 
Cappabiaosa 
Cam 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Conigan 
Cowell 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 

H e m n  Pilts 
Hemhey Platts 
Hers Reber 
Hutchinsoo Reinard 
Jadlawia: Rohrer 
King Rubley 
h u b  Rysn 
Lawless Sather 
Lee Saurman 

NAYS-109 

Fajt Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Freeman Manderino 
Gamble Markosek 
Gigliotti Mayemik 
Gonioer MECall 
Gruitca Mffieehao 
GwPP Melio 
Haluska Michlavic 
Raona Mic-e 
Hasay Mihalich 
Hughes Muody 
Itkin Nrce 
James Olaz 
Jamlin Pesci 
Jowphri Pelrama 
Kaiser Pelmne 
Kasunic Pistella 
Keller Reston 
Keoney Raymond 
Kirkland Rich~rdson 
Krebs Rieger 
Kukovich Ritter 
LaGmtta Robem 

True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vifali 
waugh 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N 
zug 

Santoni 
Scriwnti 
Serafrni 
Staback 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Steller 
Stish 
Shlrla 
S- 
Tnn@ti 
Taylor, J. 
Tho- 
Tipe  
Trich 
Uliana 
Van Home 
Veon 
Washington 
Williams 
Wcrmiak 
Yandrisevits 
Yewcic 
Ywngblwd 

eco~omic~develo~ment .  They got no support. They did the 
notification required by the law, and that was the end of it; no 
support at all. 

Mr. Speaker, by expanding this to 500,000 more employees 
in Pennsylvania without the commitment of resources to 
provide for their assistance if they lose their job, it isjust again 
giving false promises to the people of Pennsylvania. 

I supporr the Dent amendment. 

the bank and see if they can do it. Well, the problem they were 
having was, the banks cut off their credit. They tried 
desperately. They went to the State; they went to local 

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

Dermody Laughlin Robinsoo 
Dooatucci W r e r  Roebuck DeWeese, 
Durham Lescovitz Rmney Speaker 
EY=,,S ~evdaoskv Rudv 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Armstrung 
Baker 
Barley 
Uattisto 
Birmelln 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Camne 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clark 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Rchter 
Flragle 
Phck 
Cannon 
Go* 
George 
Gerlach 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Harley 
Hcnnessey 

Leh 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Marsico 
Masland 
Miller 
N a h r  
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piscola 

Saylor 
Sch& 
Sshuler 
Semmel 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. 11. 
Snyder, D. W 
Slain 
stnl 
Stem 
Striftmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tomdinson 

NOT VOTING-0 

Bush Memy Oliver Trello 
McNally 

'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. CHADWICK offered the followine amendment No. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, lines 2 through 6 ,  by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 

"Employer." A business enterprise which complies with 
both of the following paragraphs: 

(1) On or after the effective date of this act and 
within the preceding ten years: 

(i) has received a erant throu~h an economic , , - - 
development program of the Commonwealth, a 
political subdivision or an authority of either; or 

(ii) has received but not repaid a loan 
through an ocanomic development program of the 
Commonwealth, a political subdivision or an 
authority of either. 
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(2) Employs: 
(i) 50 or more employees; or 
(ii) 50 or more full-time and part-time 

employees who, in the aggregate, work at least 2.000 
hours per week, excluding overtime. 

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

The SPEAKER On the amendment, the gentlema Mr. 
Chadwick, is recognized. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The prior amendment having failed, what I have to offer is 

a moderate, commonsense, compromise amendment. This 
amendment says that a company would not have to comply 
with this legislation unless within the last 10 years it has been 
the beneficiary of a government grant or a government loan 
which has not been repaid, the theoly being that if a company 
has not been the beneficiary of government largess, then the 
government has no business telling it how to operate. 

I thnk this is a compromise amendment, it makes a bad 
bill a little bit better, and I urge your support. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the Chadwick amendment, the gentleman from 

Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich is recognized. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. I ask for a "no" vote, Mr. Speaker. 
This is not a compromise. All it does is severely restrict the 

amount of employees and employers who would be covered. 
I do not see any drect correlation between whether or not a 
company receives some direct grant from the State and 
whether or not they should be covered by this bill. As a matter 
of fact, what we do if we say that is, we ignore all those 
companies that receive ancillary benefits, that receive nearby 
road or bridge construction or receive other types of projects 
that help their particular business; we ignore those companies 
that after the fact may get help from a rapid response team; we 
ignore the fact that if we do not do this and allow workers to 
get employment sooner, we end up saving business and all of 
us millions of dollars in unemployment compensation costs. So 
there are a number of fiscal reasons why this is a bad 
amendment. 

The whole purpose of this language is to tly to help those 
workers and help the economy of the State. What has 
happened in those other States which have moved ahead of us 
is not to talk about mandates. This is very difficult to enforce 
unless management and labor work together, and the Federal 
experience is that some companies do not supply notice 
anyway, but what happens is that many, many companies that 
do and work with their employees and work with their 
community and work with their State get benelits also, and it 
benefits all of us. 

This language isjust too restrictive. I do not know what the 
numbers are; I do not think anybody would know, but it would 
severely limit the amount of employees and the amount of 
businesses covered. It would be counterproductive, and I would 
ask for a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, is recognized 
on the Chadwick amendment. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, will the maker of the 
amendment please rise for a brief intermgation? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will, and 
the gentleman from Lancaster may proceed. - 

Mr. STLJRLA. Mr. Speaker, under the section (ii), it says, 
"has received but not repaid a loan through an economic 
development prog ram...." Does this mean that if someone has 
received a loan and that they perhaps have gotten a low- 
interest loan for the past, you know, 6 or I0 years and they are 
close to repaying it but have not quite paid it off, that if they 
in fact then paid off the last couple thousand dollars, they 
would then be able to not notify their employees? 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. b 

The purpose of this is, if they have fully paid off the loan, 
they would not have to comply with the provisions of the 
legislation. 

Mr. STURLA. And there is no time period with that, so if 
they decide they want to close their plant and they pay off 
their loan, then they do not have to comply with any time 
requirements? 

Mr. CHADWICK. I guess I would answer yes. The 
purpose is, if they have fully paid it off, they are no longer the 
beneficiary of an unpaid government largess and they would 
not have to comply. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington County 

for the first time. 
Mr. DALEY. 'lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman please stand for a brief intermgation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Chadwick indicates that he will 

respond. 
Mr. DALEY. Under section (I)(i), it says, "has received a 

grant through an economic development program of the 
Commonwealth, a political subdivision or an authority of 
either ...." My question to you is, I think the- 

Mr. CHADWICK. Will the gentleman yield while I get my 
earphone? 

Mr. DALEY. Sure. 
Mr. CHADWICK. I apologize, Mr. Speaker. I just could 

not hear you. 
Mr. DALEY. Do you want me to repeat the question? 
Mr. CHADWICK. Would you please. 
Mr. DALEY. Okay. I really have not started on the 

question, but I was just identifying the section in concern, 
which is (I)(i), subsection (i), where it talks about a grant 
through an economic dcvclopment program and so forth. t 

Now, let us look at a situation, and maybe you could 
answer this for me. If I own a company and my company goes 
into the XYZ industrial park, in which the XYZ industrial park 
has received PEDFA (Pennsylvania Economic Development 
Financing Authority) moneys or infrastructure money through 
the bid program or whatever the progrdm may be, and 1 am a 
tenant of that industrial park, would 1 fall under the purview of 
your legislation or would I fall out? Is it directly or is it 
indirectly? 
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Mr. CIIADWICK. Obviously, Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
dms not specifically say directly or indirectly. My legislative 
intent was for direct beneficiary, but 1 did not specify that. 

Mr. DALEY. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I make a comment on the amendment? 
'The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. DALEY. I think this amendment is really kind of 

ambivalent. It should say directly or indirectly or have some 
clear definition of those businesses that are receiving economic 
benefits from programs in Pennsylvania. So I submit to you 
that this makes, to take a converse of what someone else had 
said, this makes a good bill very ridiculous, because this could 
open up to every business in Pennsylvania. 

I ask for a negative vote. 1 think the amendment was 
improperly drafted and should have better language. I ask for 
a "no" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Barley 
B i m l i n  
Brown 
Bunt 
Cesvr 
Chadwisk 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Conti 
Comell 
COY 
D e w s e ~  
Dent 
Dmce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 

Farmer 
Fishtor 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gannon 
Ghrt 
Gerlach 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Harley 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jarnoul~s 
King 
Laub 
Lawless 
l e e  
Leh 

YEAS-85 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Masico 
Masland 
Millor 
N a h r  
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Perrel 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piecola 
Pitts 
Platts 
R e k r  
Khnard 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Sather 

S s u m n  
Saylor 
Sch& 
Sshuler 
S e m i  
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Sthl 
Stem 
Strittmatler 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Todinson 
Tlue 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Waugh 
Wright, D. K. 
Wright, M. N. 
zu% 

NAYS-] 11 
Acosta Fait Lloyd Scrimenti 
Argall 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfsnti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy- 
Bums 

Fee 
Freeman 
Gamble 
George 
Gigliolli 
GNitza 
Gluppo 
Haluska 
Hanna 

Lucyk 
Mandennu 
Mackosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Mclio 
Michlovic 
Misonie 

Sorafioi 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steighner 
Stetler 
Stish 
Shlrla 
Surra 

Colafella Keller Preston Wsahingtoo 
ColavW Kenoey RBy010.d W i l l i m  

Daley 
DeLuca 
Demody 
Dooatucsi 
Durbam 
Evans 

Bush 
McNally 

NOT VOTING-2 
Henhey 

EXCUSED-5 

M e n ~  Oliver T d l o  

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? 
Bill was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The gentleman, Mr. Peml, on final passage. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have a repat here from the U.S. Small 

Business Administration, December 1993. It said the number 
of small businesses actually decreased in Pennsylvania by 16 
percent over the last year. It said Pennsylvania ranks, 
depending upon the survey you review, either last or 48th in 
new business incorporations and we rank in the top 20 for 
business bankruptcies. We are also 35th for exports, Mr. 
Speaker. 

'The Pennsylvania manufacturers were kind enough to pass 
around to us a pamphlet that talks about plant closings. In 
1990, there were 151; 21,000 jobs lost. In 1991, 158; 23,000 

jobs lost. In 1992, 160; 23,000 jobs lost. In 1993, 181 plants 
closed; 24,000 jobs lost. And we are in line, Mr. Speaker, to 
do even better this year in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
under the mlicies that we have been followine in this House - 
of Representatives. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was yesterday given a gift, and it said 
it was my personal copy of the final report on the business 
summit, and in that final report, Mr. Speaker, I was looking for 
legslation that talked about plant closings. Now, obviously, 
somebody left that out when they were talking to the business 
community. I also wondered perhaps Mr. Kukovich was not 

Budon Hasay Mihalich Tangetti invited to the summit, because nowhere in this book does it 
Callapone Hughes Mundy Taylor. I. 
Cappabianca ltkin Nyce Thomas 

talk about plant closings. 
Cam James 018% Time 1 wondered about that, and then I looked at some of the 
Carone lamiin Pewi rrich 
Cawley Josephs Petrarca liliana 
Civera Kaiser Petrone Van Home 
Cohen, M. Kasunic Pistella Veon 

pages, Mr. Speaker. It is a pretty good book. You should have 
done it 12 or 15 years ago, but it is a good book, good start. 
It says, "How Must Pennsylvania Adapt to a Rapidly Changing 
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Economy?-these are your words, Mr. Speaker, not 1 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman for his 
mine-"Pennsylvania businesses must achieve world 
competitiveness, sustained economic vitality and quality 
employment." What a revelation, Mr. Speaker. We could have 
given you this 12, 15 years ago if you wanted that, Mr. 
Speaker. That is page 9. But there are some better things in 
there, Mr. Speaker. 

If you go over to page 11 in the book, it says we ought to 
create a Pennsylvania tax commissio~ and it says, and I quote, 
"Create a Pennsylvania Tax Commission" because the " 'Tax 
Climate' is important" in Pennsylvania. Another revelation 
from the Democrat summit out there on small business. It 
says-for 50 grand I might add-it is important, and it says 
consensus is needed for alternatives to our inequitable tax 
StNCtUE. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have seen that several times. I saw 
that in this book, and I saw that in the Philadelphia Inquirer, 
and I saw that on some ads on TV by Mr. Evans that he does 
not like the current tax structure. Obviously, if he was running 
for Governor, I am sure that he has a list of the taxes he wants 
to change and the structure that he wants to change, so when 
you have it all ready, Mr. Speaker, we would just like to get 
a copy of it so we can share it with our members so maybe we 
could make some of those changes that are needed to be made. 

I could go on and on, Mr. Speaker, but I- Well, I have got 
one more page; I have got to go at least one more page. The 
rest of it we want to save for later on when you put something 
else out like this. 

"Starting a Partnership," it says here-this is page 14, Mr. 
f ruolr-r- 

The SPEAKER. Is that the one with my picture on it? 
Mr. PEKZEL. No. That is not your picture on that page, 

Mr. Speaker. It is on just ahout every page; that is right. 
It says, "The Partnership"-and I quote, Mr. Speaker- 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. MIHALICH. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman momentarily yield. 
The gentleman from Westmoreland. For what purpose does 

the gentleman rise? 
Mr. MIHALICH. What business are we on? Are we on an 

amendment? 
Mr. PEKZEL. We are on final passage, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. We are on final passage of a measure that 

deals with plant closings. 
Mr. MIHALICH. Does it deal with taxes? 
The SPEAKEK. The Chair will recognize substantial 

latitude from the Republican leadership or the Democratic 
leadership. I believe it is the intention of the gentleman, levity 
aside, to make the argumentation that the economy has been 
discussed by other people during amendment dialogue and that 
this is appropriate, and the Chair does think that the debate so 
far has not been wide of the mark. 

Mr. MIHALICH. I have not heard anything about the bill 
come out yet. I.et US stay on the bill. 

point of order, and the gentleman, Mr. per&, may continue 
1 with the gentleman's polite admonition in the foremost of your 

thinking. . 
Mr. PEKZEL. I will get there very quickly, Mr. Speaker. 

As a matter of fact, we are there on that page now, page 14, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DALEY. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. PEKZEL. "The Partnership is envisioned to result fmm 

a Bipartisan Special Study Commission, where the General 
Assembly and the Governor consult with business and labor." 

Now, this bill was passed out of that committee without 
one single Republican vote. It is not in your book-maybe Mr. b 

Kukovich should get a copy of the book-it is not in the book, 
and I do not know who in business is for this concept, and I 
would venture to say nobody is, Mr. Speaker. I could show 
you statistic after statistic after statistic that show that 
Pennsylvania's economy is in a poor state- 

Mr. DALEY. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, yield. 
Mr. PEKZEL. -and this is another mandate that hurts our 

business community, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, yield. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. DALEY. Point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Daley is recognized on a point of 

parliamenta~y inquiry. 
Mr. DALEY. I thought it was my understanding that the 

rules of the House forbid any other member to make personal 
characterizations about other members such as the speaker has 
about Mr. Kukovich and Mr. Evans in his gubernatorial 
campaign. I think you ought to advise the speaker to keep his 
comments directly to the issue at hand and not these side 
issues, please, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman technically is correct. The 
Parliamentarian does indicate that there is substantial latitude 
from the Chair. I understand that my obligation to the 
membership, when requested, as it seems to be the case right 
now, would be to be very definitive and in alignment with the 
rules, per se, verbatim. Quite frankly, I think this is the kind 
of exchange that is appropriate. Maybe I am watching too 
much C-SPAN, but I think the British Parliament does it the 
way we are supposed to do it. I do not mind having it mixed 
up. 1 did not mind it when 1 was there; 1 do not mind it here. 
If, however, a member objects-and you seem to be 
objecting-we will curtail that. However, the gentleman has 
circumscribed his remarks, and we are on to other business. 
The Chair will be cognizant of your admonition. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Daley, request additional 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. DALEY. My only concern is that the gentleman is 
attacking Mr. Evans in a gubernatorial campaign that has 
absolutely nothing to do with tlus issue, and he is talking about 
Mr. Kukovich's understanding of this particular document, 
wluch has absolutely nothing to do with this issue. I ask you, 
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Mr. Speaker, to make sure that his comments are on this issue 
and not on personal characterizations about Mr. Evans or any 
other member of this House, either side of the aisle. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair, in response to the gentleman, 

Mr. Daley-if the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, would momentarily 
yield-the gentlemaq Mr. Daley, should be aware that the 
Chair will do his best to guard against ad hominem attacks and 
what 1 consider to be gratuitous or frivolous pronouncements 
against the membershp. It was my interpretation that those 
remarks, albeit lighthearted and potentially wide of the mark, 
were certainly not of the stem and acrimonious nature that the 
gentleman from Washington County had interpreted. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, continue or want to add to 
t h ~ t 7  ...-.. 

Mr. RYAN. Yes. On that point, it is my intention, I have 
already advised the Chair, by way of example, that I seek 
recognition sometime today under unanimous consent, and 1 
fully intend to make reference to the remarks of the 
Appropriations Committee chairman of the majority party, who 
is widcly quoted in the press as saying that there will be no tax 
decrease in this next year's budget, and it was my intention to 
identifv hm.  I did not think it was anv- Just simolv because . . 
I would automdtically do that, hut I mean, if it makes it easier, 
I can cdll tum the Appropriations Committee chairman, who, 
during thc course of his recent political campaign for 
Governor, said certain thngs, and now he is the Appropriations 
Committee chairman for this House, and I think it is perfectly 
proper to make reference to it because it affects not only what 
happens in this House to that side but also to this side because 
we are in the minority, and if it happens to all of us, it 
happens to all of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. STWI1'MA'IIEK. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. DAI,EY. Mr. Speaker, to respond. Mr. Speaker? 
711e SPEAKEK. l h e  gentleman, Mr. Daley; then the 

gentleman, Mr. Strittnxdtter. 
Mr. DALEY. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the minority 

leader of the IIouse is aware of the rule that says that we 
cannot refer to a person by their name on the floor of the 
House. If you want to call him the Appropriations chairman or 
whatever you want to call him, that is your business; that is 
perfectly within the rules of the Iiouse. 1 think that we ought 
to follow the rules. Being the former Speaker, being the 
minority leader, let us follow the rules. That is all we are 
saying. 

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

Mr. SI'KIITMAlTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
While we have this latitude and while Representalivc Daley 

is still listening. then I would challenge the gentleman that the 
next time this comes up, since he likes to protest so much 
when it happens to be on the side that he does not like, that he 
protest when it happens to lus Appropriations chairman. It was 
not that long ago, Mr. Spcaker- 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 
Strittmatter, for his observation. 

Mr. STRITI'MA'ITER -that the Appropriations chairman 
stood here- 

The SPEAKER Mr. Strittmatter- 
Mr. STWITMATER. -and was calling out names on 

school districts. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Suittmatter- 
Mr. STRITIMA'ITER So, Mr. Speaker, I would hope that 

you would start policing your own side. Thank you. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER The members of the House should realize 
that the students from the Mother of Consolation School, 
guests of one of our new colleagues, Representative 
Washington, are here with us today, and we would like to 
welcome the students from the Mother of Consolation School. 

Nso, Representative Preston has some guests from his 
legislative district. The C h r  welcomes Estrella Brooks, Dr. 
Claire Cohen, Minister Vonda Mozeak, Wanda Tanant, and Sir 
George Williams. Would you folks please rise and be 
recognized, from Joe Preston's legislative district. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 150 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Sharon, Mr. Gruitza, 
is recognized. For what purpose does the gentleman rise, on 
final passage? 

Mr. GRUITZA. On final passage, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On final passage, the gentleman may 

continue. 
Mr. GRUI'I'ZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to suppon HB 150. 
I represent a district that, through the years and in my 

tenwe in oflice here, has seen a number of plants close and 
smaller businesses close for a variety of reasons, and one of 
the things that I have observed through those years has been 
the tremendous impact that the job losses have had on 
individual workers who have been put out of work and find 
themselves in a very difficult situation, particularly in an area 
like mine where there are few other job opportunities available 
to them, and find that they have to virtually overnight change 
their lifestyles and begin to make decisions that will, more or 
less, salvage what they have lefl in their lives because of the 
tremendous economic losses that they have incurred. 

I have talked to people, for example, who just maybe a 
month or so before they lost their jobs and without any 
warning purchased a new home, and they have said jeeq if I 
would have known what was coming, I would have never 
made this commitment. I have talked to people who have made 
other types of investments and financial expenditures that have 
said. you know, I would have never done these things had I 
known that I was going to lose my job because it has really 
placed a tremendous burden on my family and myself now 
economically. 
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I think when we balance and weigh this legislation, when 
we consider the good that will be done to the individual 
workers across Pennsylvania who may be able to better prepare 
themselves for the devastation that is ahead, when we consider 
the businesses that, when this warning comes down, may be 
cowed by other investors or other individuals who may be 
able to come in and help save that business, that we should 
vote in favor of this bill. This is a bill that can in many cases 
help to save a business, that may alert the Governor's Response 
Team or other local businessmen and bankers to a situation 
that is in fact salvageable, and it will certainly have a positive 
impact on workers who are not going to go out and make 
financial commitments and mistakes, at least for that period of 
time when they are facing potential financial ruin. 

I think it is a good bill. I think it is a bill that we should all 
be supporting. I tlunk that it is something that is very 
important to Pennsylvania's families in keeping families 
together and in securing the economic well-being of these 
families. This bill is not going to hurt business. It is going to 
simply make businesses perhaps a little more accountable to 
their communities and to their workers, and it deselves our 
support. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman from the 
Shenango Valley and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Chadwick. 

Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Well, here we go again with bigger government, more 

mandates, and increased regulations. 
This bill demonstrates just how profoundly the House 

Democratic Caucus misunderstands the principles of economic 
development. Instead of knocking down barriers to create new 
jobs and bring new businesses to Pennsylvania, their strategy 
seems to be to erect a Berlin wall around our borders to keep 
existing businesses from leaving. Mr. Speaker, businesses are 
like grains of sand in your fist - the tighter you squeeze, the 
more of them will slip through your fingers. 

Now, I have in my hands the same repon that Mr. Peml 
referred to, the work product of the $50,000 taxpayer-funded 
business conference that the House Democratic Caucus held 
out at Nemacolin Highlands, and like Mr. Peml, 1 
immediately raced to this book to find plant-closing legislation 
because l figwed afler all that money and taxpayers' money 
was spent, surely it must be in there, and just like Mr. Pe~zel, 
1 could not find it, but I will tell you what I did find that he 
did not mention. On page 25, under "Key issues to be 
addressed," it says, and I quote, "Reduce regulation, 
duplication, and constraints," not increase, reduce. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill goes against the express documented 
policy of the House Democratic Caucus and surely must have 
been introduced in error. This bill is bad for business; it is bad 
for economic development, and it sends the wrong message to 
prospective employers. We must defeat it. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

Mr. BELFANI1. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, I need to take vigorous exception with the 
remarks made by the immediate prior speaker. 

This bill in no way increases regulation on the business 
community. It does not apply to most of the business . 
community. 

This legislation is the moral thing to do. President Ronald 
Reagan signed similar legislation in Washington but a few 
years ago and many of the same people and the same 
arguments, not the exact same people, hut the same types of 
people, using the exact same types of arguments, attempted to 
defeat that bill in the halls of Congress. Some of those 
individuals whooffered testimony before theselect committees 
that heard the testimony on this legislation have since recanted b 

their previous opposition. They have found that in many 
instances this Federal legislation has helped save more industry 
than it has in any way ihbi ted the growth of industry. 

Let me review very briefly the main provisions of the bill. 
It would require employers with 50 or more employees to give 
60 days' advance notice prior to closing one's doors. Now, is 
that important? Well, why not ask the individuals, the 50 
employees of the Colebmk-Teny Garment Shop that closed 
with 2 weeks' notice for their employees. Let us ask those 50 
people if 60 days as opposed to 2 weeks would have been 
beneticial, and let me tell you how il would have been 
beneficial. 

It allows workers with 60 days' notice to develop some 
plan or strategy of action before they actually lose their jobs 
and related benefits. It enables them to look through the help 
wanted ads to find out if similar work is available in their field 
so that they can begin the job search with the proper amount 
of time. It gives State agencies, such as the Governor's 
Response Team and the Department of Labor, the opportunity 
to assist these affected workers with retraining, job placement, 
and counseling opportunities. It makes all along, not just on 
the day of the announcement but throughout the course of the 
employer's relationship with his employees, union or nonunion, 
this legislation fosters a better management relationship. 

Time increases the possibility that an ESOP (employee 
stock ownership program) may be produced. whereby the 
employees of an industry that has announced closure have the 
ability to get together and see whether or not they can get 
Federal and State assistance to buy the business that they 
helped build and they helped run, in some instances for 50 or 
I00 years. It gives them that opportunity. When you get I 
day's notice or 2 weeks' notice, that opportunity is out the , 
window, and oRen the grandfather provisions for building 
codes and things of that nature are also out the window once 
a shop closes for 2 weeks and then is attempted to be reopened 
by either the employees or a new owner. 

'This legislation at the Federal level has saved tens of 
millions of dollars in Federal unemployment subsidies, and I 
suggest that this legislarion, after it is passed here today and 
hopefully signed by the Governor, will save millions of dollars 
in State unemployment compensation subsidies. .c 

It, as I said. improves the company's relations with the 
remaining workers, and it enhances the company's reputation 
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in the community, and it conforms with the company values of 
fair and ethical treatment of its employees. It provides no new 
mandates for any business that is going to operate per status 
quo and continue operation into the future. 

Mr. Speaker, if it were up to me, Representative 
Kukovich's hill would have had a ceiling of 20 employees or 
25 employees. 1 believe personally that 50 employees was a 
compromise so that those of you from both sides of the aisle, 
imspective of how you voted on the Dent amendment and 
how you voted on the Chadwick amendment, can come here 
this aRemoon and vote "yes" on final passage. As I said, it is 
the moral thing to do. It is the right thing to do for employees. 
More often than not, it is the right thing to do for employers 
as well. Since the Federal law was passed, many businesses 
have been purchased by other businesses, by other corporate 
entities, simply because the notice provision allowed the other 
businesses to know that one of their competitors was going to 
be closing the business down as opposed to selling it. 

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons and many more that I could 
recitcin the spirit of time, I will not-I am urging my 
colleagues, irrespective of how you voted on the two 
amendments that preceded final passage, to give a "yes" vote 
on final passage. 

I recall a couple of ycars ago when the minimum wage was 
debated on this floor how very d~fficult it was for many 
members to vote against that bill. Many members who voted 
against that bill were not returned to this chamber, and 1 
suggest that it is going to be quite difficult for many members 
to explain how they could vote against a bill that requires no 
mandate for the vast majority of employers in this State and is 
the morally correct thing to do that we elected officials should 
insure for the employees of the Commonwealth. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman, Mr. Gladeck, seek 
recognition on final passage? 

The gentleman indcates he does and is recognized. 
Mr. G1,ADECK. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Mr. Speaker. I have stood here and sat here and listened to 

tlus debate, and I would like to put into words my feelings 
about what I hdve heard. 

I think that all of you should understand what it means to 
vote for and against this piece of legislation. I think if you vote 
for this, what you are sayng to your constituents is that you 
are voting against improving the business climate in the State 
of Pennsylvania; you are anti-business expansion; you are 
antitaxpayer; you are anliemployee; and you are also anti- 
prospective employee. 

I believe that it sends a message to young people in 
Pennsylvania, students that may be in high school, elementary 
school, or college, that we in the General Assembly have no 
commitment to crcating an economic environment for the long 
term that will hopefully provide job opportunities for you when 
you enter the work force. We are sayng to these people that 
we do not want you and that we are not going to help you 
when it is your time to enter the job force. 

We are also sayng that it sends a message, 1 believe this 
bill does, to current employers thal we do not need you, and 
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it sends a message to prospective employers that may be 
looking to locate in Pennsylvania from mund  the United 
States that we do not want you. 

I think it is time that we all take a reality check and 
understand that we are in competition with other Stales in the 
northeastern part of the United States as well as across the 
entire breadth of our country as well as in competition with 
countries abroad. We no longer have the luxury of being able 
to pass laws that make Pennsylvania's business climate less 
competitive with other States. 

I have heard what other speakers have said on both sides 
of the aisle, but the message that this bill sends to 
Pennsylvania businesses and prospective businesses is clear: 
We do not want your business, we do not need your business, 
and we are not committed to making you competitive with 
other States. 

I urge your negative vote on this bill, and 1 urge you all to 
send a message to business and to students that all of us 
represent that we want to try to create a business and economic 
environment in Pennsylvania as we look to enter the 21st 
century that will finally, once and for all, make us competitive 
with other States and with other countries with which we 
would like to do business. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 'The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, seek recognition? 
Mr. Clymer is recognized on final passage. 
Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Indeed on final passage and very briefly. 
Let me just bring another perspective to this issue and why 

I oppose HB 150. 1 think Representative Fargo focused in on 
the employer that is going to be impacted, where he does not 
have multithousand employees but several hundred or a 
hundred employees. Let us take a look al this individual and 
see what he is facing today in Pennsylvania. 

As has been rightly stated, this employer is facing higher 
taxes and tlylng to make his product competitive with the 
higher taxes. He is facing competition, both domestically and 
internationally. l'he Environmental Protection Agency and the 
Department of Environmental Resources have not made his life 
any easier by mandates, costly regulations, questionable as to 
whether they are all that necessary. He cannot pass those costs 
on to h ~ s  customers. To do so, he would go out of business. 
He is looking to provide health care for his employees and 
perhaps a modest retirement. He is paying higher real estate 
taxes as taxes escalate within school districts. He is very 
concerned about litigation, about lawsuits, and the ability to 
pay those insurance premiums. The recent trucking strike has 
also caused him problems as the products that he may have 
needed for his total products are not delivered on time. Those 
are the kinds of problems that he or she is faced with today in 
Pennsylvania. 

This employer is not in some back mom; he is not 
indifferent to his employees. In fact, it is a combination; it is 
a worlung agreement between employer and employee that 
makes jobs, not one or the other. Let us get that fact 
straightened out right now. And so this employer has to make 
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things go, and he has all these problems that he must deal 
with. Unless you are in this situation, you cannot really 
appreciate the pmblems that this man has or this woman has 
-working 50, 60 hours a day, perhaps even longer, struggling 
in trying to make the company pmtitable. 

Now this General Assembly says, well, we are going to go 
further than Federal law when it comes to plant closings. We 
are going to put another mandate on Pennsylvania employers, 
and that is the issue. You know, why do we need to go further 
than what the Federal Government has instructed? Why must 
we focus in and say to our hard-working employers, here is 
another mandate that you have to contend with; whether you 
like it or not, we are going to put it on you. 

Mr. Speaker, it is for these reasons and to be sensitive to 
the employers who are hard working, who put in enormous 
amounts of time trying to create jobs and make profits and pay 
taxes and do all these other things I just mentioned that I stand 
in opposition to this bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Westmoreland Mr. 
Kukovich, is recognized on final passage. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have heard this rhetoric and these platitudes before, not 

only on the floor of this House on a number of other issues, 
not only in committee and on the floor of this House in 1990 
when we passed this bill before, or whenever we had a special 
committee look into this in 1984, but I think it is important to 
put on the record because I am going to look forward to 
reading this Journal someday because those arguments you 
heard were very empty. They have been used way back a long 
time ago whenever people were dyng and being injured in 
coal mines and steel mills and some people said it would be a 
burden on business if we tried to bring decent working 
condtions to those facilities. Whenever we tried to say that 
government should intervene and say that 10-year-old children 
should not be put into factories, business communities said 
that is an undue burden on business; that will hurt us. 

Every single time we have tried to make changes that will 
improve not only the conditions of workers, like the 40-hour 
week, but eventually help business and the economy, there has 
been this symbolic argument, and it rings hollow. It has rung 
hollow for 100 years and it rings hollow today. 

On this specific issue, we have the advantage of a h t  a 5- 
year history at the Federal level as to how this has worked. 
There is a GAO (Government Accounting Office) study, there 
are a number of expert studies that have pointed out the value 
of advance notice, not only to workers, not only creating the 
o p p o ~ t y  for them to get on to other work, but also to 
business and the business community. The kind of outcry we 
heard a few years ago whenever that great liberal, Ronald 
Reagan, signed this into law, we found out was an empty 
platitude then much as it is today. 

In drect response to some of the other points that were 
brought up by my colleagues on the other side, I did attend the 
business summit. The areas in which I dealt had to do with 
investment, infrastructure investment, different ways to get new 
funds into the State and create jobs, and everybody there 

agreed that with a little bit more time, with a little bit advance 
notice, we have the capability of putting together the financial 
packages - a mixture of private and public funds - to target 
the resources we have to help the economy. This was not in 
the book because it was assumed this is not a big issue. It has 
been working. 

Finally, for those who say that we have a global economy, 
well, I am glad you recogniz that. I would also point out that 
there are 16 countries in Europe; there is the country of Japan. 
All our global competitors have much more comprehensive and 
stringent advance notice laws than we have. That does not 
seem to hurt their competitive edge over us. I would also 

b 
suggest that these large companies that have their subsidiaries 
all over the world never complain whenever they have to 
comply with these foreign countlies. If it is good enough for 
these companies when they are in Japan or they are in Europe, 
why is it not good enough for people who work here in 
Pennsylvania to have a little common decency and dignity. 

I would ask you for a "yes" vote on thls bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fargo, is recognircd 

on final passage. 
Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would just reiterate that we are talking about businesses 

here that have from 50 to 100 employees. We are not talking 
about the big husinesses. We are talking about the little fellow 
who is having a lot of problems in maintaining his business 
and complying with all of the rules and regulations. We are 
saying not only do you have to tell us if you are going out of 
business but you have to tell us 60 days in advance if you are 
going to have a mass layoff. This could even affect the 
construction business that has 65 employees and in the 
wintertime he lays off half of his employees. He would then 
have to put out a notice to all the various people, all the 
various organizations that are in this. At least that is the way 
1 read this particular bill. 

Just remember-and I say it one more time-that we are 
talking about small businesses now. The 100 or more, that is 
something that is a foregone conclusion, good or bad, and to 
believe that there were not a lot of complaints in it, it is doing 
a lot of good for our companies in the United States, I just 
question that. 

The other thing I want to remind you of is that we are 
talking about Pennsylvania now, and we are talking about 
competitiveness of Pennsylvania with our surrounding States. 
If you are trying to get businesses to start in Pennsylvania, if 
you are trying to get businesses to come into Pennsylvania 
you do not keep on adding more and more mandates and more 
and more regulations. 

Someone on the other side said this is not a mandate. Now, 
1 cannot believe that this is not a mandate. It is a law; it is a 
statute that we are going to put in there that someone has to 
comply with. That is a mandate. Maybe one of our biggest 
problems in our legislature is the fact that we do not recognize 
mandates and the effect of mandates on what we are doing. b, 

I guess what bothers me more than anything else is the 
belief that we sit here in this ivory tower and feel that we 
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know, that we know what is best for the small employer. We 
are saying that really this is going to help you; this thing that 
we are doing to you is going to make you a better situation, 
that we are going to be of assistance to you; we know what 
you need. I would question how many people on the other side 
of the aisle or on this side of the aisle, for that fact, have had 
to fight with a firm with 50 to 100 employees and keep all the 
mles and regulations under control and not get themselves into 
a point where they have some penalty or other because they do 
not have the expertise to make sure that everything is done 
according to what we are making them do. 

I believe that this bill work.? against us in a lot of ways, 
and I believe strongly it should not be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman from 
Grove City and recogni7es the gentleman from California, 
I'ennsylvania, Mr. IYaley. 

Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support HB 150. 
I h e  minority whip told you that 16 percent, in a report he 

has, 16 percent of the businesses, small businesses, have 
decreased in Pennsylvania, but he did not tell you the whole 
truth. Not one place in that report it said that those businesses 
had decreased because of plant closings. They have decreased 
because of workers' compensation, rules that we have adopted 
in a bipartisan fashon. They have decreased because of the 
antitax climate that we have in Pennsylvania. It says it in the 
report. Why did he not tell you that? He will not tell you that 
because, quite honestly, he is not telling the whole truth. It is 
not the plant-closing issue. It is taxes that are keeping 
businesses out of Pennsylvania. 

Now, we talk about why in this report by the Democrats do 
we not talk about plant closings. Well, in 1984 we d d  a report 
and we talked about plant closings. That report said that we 
needed a plant-closing-carly-notification law. When we talk 
about real-world competition, one speaker on the other side of 
the aisle said ttus report says that we have to be competitive. 
Like thc former speaker on my side of the aisle, he said that 
if it is good enough for the Japanese employees to have early 
notification when Alcoa and USX are there, it is good enough 
for Pennsylvania employees. 

The minority Labor chairman said that this hill is 
antitaxpayer. That is the problem here. We think the only 
people that pay taxes are businesses. This is not antitaxpayer. 
Ttus is proworker, protaxpayer. lhose are the millions of 
Pennsylvanians that pay the taxes. That is why we ;ye here; 
that is why we legislate. It is for Pennsylvanians, not just for 
businesses; i t  is for Pennsylvanians. 

The message to our young people, as the minority chairman 
of the 1,abor Committee said, is that we do not care about your 
jobs. I mean, why does he not read the legislation? What we 
are sayng is, we do care about your job; we want to keep your 
job here; we want you to have an opportunity. 

What we have in this report is talking about a pannership, 
and that is what this legislation does. Tlus report talks about a 
partnerstup is envisioned to result from a bipartisanship special 
study commission; a partnership should be under way; a 
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partnership should coordinate; apartnership should be avoice. 
This legislation sets up a partnership in fair play. The blood of 
Pennsylvania is the men and women, the taxpayers, the 
workers that work not only in the companies that employ less 
than 50 but those companies that employ more than 50. 

I ask for an affirmative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 

Daley. 
The gentleman, Mr. Masland, is recognized on final 

passage. 
Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to HB 150, and I agree with the 

gentlelady from the Lehigh Valley that we do not want 
business to come to Pennsylvania with one foot outside the 
door, but we need to be practical when we think about what 
we are doing here. I'his is another drop of water on the stone. 
It is a steady, repeated drop of water. Eventually it may he a 
flow of water that washes that stone down the river. 

It is unrealistic for us to think in a vacuum today that a 
business from outside Pennsylvania will not consider this 
legislation when they decide whether or not to come to 
Pennsylvania. They will consider it. They will consider it along 
with the corporate net income, the franchise tax, workers' 
compensation, the fact that we have no loss cany-forward. But 
what it really comes down to is we are asking business, when 
they come to Pennsylvania, we are telling them, you are about 
to cross the regulatory Rubicon, and once you cmss the 
Rubicon, there is no going back. Once you have made that 
decision, we got you. You are caught in our web. I do not 
think that is the message we want to send to businesses when 
they consider whether or not to come into Pennsylvania. 

And I do not agree with the gentleman from Westmoreland 
that these arguments are simply empty arguments, and I fully 
intend to make these arguments when the gentleman from 
Northumberland proposes a bill which lowers it fmm 50 to 20, 
as he said was his desire. These are not empty arguments. 
They are legitimate arguments, and if we do not make them 
now, if we do not heed them now, then we will just have 
empty coffers in the Department of Revenue, hecause we will 
not have the business here. We will slowly lose the battle of 
attrition to those businesses in the State, and we will not have 
businesses outside the State coming in. 

I urge your opposition to this bill. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 

Masland and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Steil. 
Mr. STEIL. 7hank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose HB 150. 
We should ask ourselves, why did the Federal legislation 

limit the size of businesses to 100 employees? There are a lot 
of reasons, but one of the primary reasons is that in limiting it 
to 100 employees, we excluded smaller operations of larger 
companies. We excluded operating divisions, branch offices, 
those locations of the same company that have smaller 
numbers of employees. This bill requires us to step down to a 
total of 50 employees. 
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We need to keep in mind that when the whole company is 
sick, one division can drag down all of the others. Therefore, 
by requiring 60 days' notice on that one division, we can well 
affect the operations of the entire company. Why? Because 
somebody has to pay the bills in those 60 days. Someone has 
to stanch the flow of blood. Where does that money come 
from? It can only come out of the operations of the other 
divisions. In so doing, we imperil the survival of the whole 
company. 

In the end, this is about competitiveness. In the end, it is 
about whether or not companies can compete in Pennsylvania, 
and competitiveness is not a single issue. Competitiveness is 
a sum of the total of the business operating principles. If taxes 
are wrong, then that is one major factor. But in the end, if 
evetything else was right with business in Pennsylvania, then 
we could deal with this bill in support of it, but we cannot, 
because it is one more nail in that coffin. It is one more reason 
why Pennsylvania will not be competitive. 

Therefore, I ask the defeat of this hill, because it will 
definitely impact our small businesses. It will make them less 
competitive, and it will change the environment within which 
we are viewed as being competitive or not. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks Mr. Steil and recognizes 
Ms. Steelman. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
When my small business proprietors talk to me about the 

issues that they face, they do not actually complain that much 
about taxes, partly because most of them are so small that they 
are suhchapter S corporations and they are paying 2.8 percent; 
they do not come anywhere near the corporate net income tax 
rates. They offen do not complain that much about 
environmental regulations. What do they complain about? They 
complain about cash flow, about being able to get the money 
that they need on time, and that is why when I look at a bill 
that will require companies that are themselves in danger, that 
are on the verge of closing down, to notify the community that 
they are at risk and thereby prevent the owners of other 
companies from making bad decisions that may cost those 
owners money, I think that that is a good bill and I think that 
it is a bill that is protective of my small businesses in my 
district. 

I do not tlunk that there is anything to be said for letting 
one company that is on the verge of going hankn~pt drag 
another two or three or four companies over the cliff with it by 
trying to absorh resources from those other companies in an 
attempt to keep afloat for a little while longer. And I would 
say that those who oppose this notification bill are taking the 
aphorism "caveat emptor" and tuming it around to say that 
they believe that in Pennsylvania our motto should be "caveat 
vendor"; that is, if you sell to someone else in good faith, and 
they buy from you but not in good faith, the members of the 
House of Representatives of Pennsylvania will not lit? a finger 
to save you from those who are deceitful. I believe that that is 
not the appropriate position for the House of Representatives 
to take, and that is why I am voting for this bill, and I would 
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encourage every member who believes that the responsible 
small business people of Pennsylvania deserve this protection 
to do the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Saurman, is 't 

recognized. 
Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, business is a gamble. There is not anyone 

who starts into at least a small business without recognizing 
that there are certain factors out there that are going to be 
difficult for them to overcome in order to turn a loss into a 
profit, and yet people are willing to do that, to take their life 
savings and go into husiness so that they can provide jobs for , 
other people, but mainly so that they can provide a profit for 
themselves. That is not really a crime. The motive for going 
into business is to make monty. Otherwise, you just hold on 
to your money and invest it in a b.mk or in some investment 
savings program. But if you go into business and you creatc 
job opportunities for people, then there ought to be some 
recognition that you have some control over how you handle 
that. 

We are not talking about businesses here that are 
established with 100 or more employees, that have capital that 
they can depend on, that they can sit down with their profit- 
and-loss statement and predict what they are going to do. We 
are talking about stores, some people who are in sales 
businesses who depend upon what next month's activities are 
as to whether or not they are going to be able to pay their 
payrolls, whether they are going to be able to pay the rent, 
whether they are going to be able to pay back the debt that 
they owe, and they do not know that always 60 days in 
advance. As a matter of fact, if they can get out and get some 
salesmen with a little gumption that go out and sell, they can 
overcome what appears to be a problem and they can survive. 
But if we are going to require that 60 days before that 
opportunity or that deadline comes they are going to have to 
proclaim themselves dead, they are dead, and that ends it; that 
ends the gamble. 

And what guarantee is there that that employer who gives 
that 60 days' notice is going to have 60 days of work from 
those employees? Are they not going to go out and look for 
jobs to protect themselves? Suppose half of them go out before 
that 60-day period. We are not saying to them, look, you have 
got to give 60 days' notice before you leave this employer. It 
is a one-way street, and we are tying the hands of the people 
who make the opportunities for individuals to make a , 
livelihood or indviduals who can contribute to that company 
and make it succeed so that they can grow with it. 

Mr. Speaker, this is another hand-tying regulation that will 
defeat the incentive of the private investor, and it is those 
private investments that create the jobs that we all talk about 
wanting to create. I think we have to vote against ths  bill and 
untie the hands of small husiness. Ihank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Barley, is recognizd 
on final passage. b 

Mr. BARLEY. lhank you, Mr. Speaker. 



been the problem, I just want to remind the ~ s s e m b l ~  which 
caucus was the obstacle in that debate. 

And then there was also reference made several times to 
the fact that the high tax rates in Pennsylvania are being 
identified as a major problem for business. I agree with that, 
and I would also like to remind the members that 3 years ago, 
90 percent-give or take a very few percentage points-90 
percent of the members on the other side of the aisle voted for 
the largest tax increase in the history of Pennsylvania. So 1 
think when you consider the reasons that we are in that 
predicament, we certainly do not need one more piece of bad 
legislation to be passed today, to be heaped upon those other 
problems that have been identified. 

'Ihen just in closing, Mr. Speaker, I do applaud you. As 
policy chairman, i t  is my responsibility to put out reports from 
time to time and identify issues, and I do want to applaud you 
for the job that you have done in your report. Many of your 
initiatives I agree with. But I have realized, I believe, why you 
hdvc omitted I-IB 150, wlnch was introduced like in, I believe, 
March of 1993. The fact that it was omitted from this report is 
simply because the Speaker's report on his labor summit has 
not been released yet, and so 1 am sure that when you release 
your report on the labor summit, we will find HB 150 
identified in there. 

.lkdnk you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I he  SI'EAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

1994 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 963 

On the question recumng, 
Shall the bill pass finally'? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

I am sure it does not come as any sulprise that I would rise 
to oppose t h s  legislation, and I am not really coming to the 
p d u m  so much for that reason. But I want to just make a few 
observations, particularly on some statements that were made 
by some previous speakers - one in particular, the gentleman 
from California, Pennsylvania, and there were other speakers 
made similar remarks and observations in identifyng the 
problems that businesses have in Pennsylvania. 

Now, one ,area that was identified is the problem that 
business is having with workers' comp, and I would just like 
to remind the members of the Assembly that it took us almost 
2 years to be able to adopt a very weak workers' comp reform. 
As I recall, there was one caucus and a Governor that held out 
for almost 2 years. So if workers' comp is the problem, has 

YEAS-] I0 

Acosla Pajt Lucyk Scrimenti 
Argall Fee Mandenno Serafiai 
Bebko-Jones Fmman Markoxk Staback 
Belardi Gamhle Msyernik Stain 
Belfanti Cannon McCall Steelman 

Cappahanca Hughes O'Brien Thomas 

;::ley ~tkio 
O l a e  T i p e  

James Per i  Trich 
civera Jamlin Petrarca Ulisns 
Cohen, M. Kaiser Petrone Van Home 
C"afe]la Kasunic Pidella V m  ;::& Keller Preston Washington 

Kenney Raymond Williams 
cowell KirWand K c h a r h o  Wogan 
Curry ~ukovich Kieger WQolak 

L a G m  Kitter Yaodrisevlts 
DeLuca Laughlin Roberts Yeweic 
Demody Lederer Robioson Youngblood 
Donatucn Lescavlh Roebuck 
Durham Levdansky Rooney Dew-, 
Evans Lloyd Saatoni speaker 

NAYS-R7 

Bishop George McGeehan Stnnhner 
Blaum Gigliotti Melia Stetlet 
Boyes Gmilza Michlovic Stish 
Bums tiruppo Misovle Sturla 
Butkovlh Hsluska Mihslich S u m  
Buxton Hanna Mundy Tangreti 
Calla*rone Hasay Nyce Taylor. J. 

Adolph 
Allen 
A-tmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Ballisto 
B i m l i o  
Brown 
Bunt 
Camne 
C-r 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I 
Conti 
Cornell 
Coy 

D e m ~ s e ~  
Dent 
DNEC 
Egolf 

Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
G i s t  
Gerlach 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordoer 
Harley 
Hemessey 
H e m o  
Hemhey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowis 
King 
Krebs 
Laub 
Lawless 

Iae  
Leh 
Lyoch 
Maitlaod 
Marsico 
Maslaod 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Perrel 
Pellit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Plans 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Sather 

S a m  
Saylor 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Steil 
Stem 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Todinson 
Tme 
Tulli 
van- 
Vitali 
waugb 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N. 

Zug 

NOT VOTMG-1 

Bush Merry Oliver Tnllo 
McNally 

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 VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. 
Gannon, rise? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S~eaker. on amendment 1675. I was 
inadvertently recorded in the affirmative. I would like to be 
recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread across the record. 
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Mr. GANNON. And on amendment 2050, I was 1 VOTE CORRECTIONS 
inadvertently recorded in the affirmative. I would like to be 
recorded in the negative. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks Mr. Gannon, and his 
comments will be registered. 

COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Dermody, is 
recognized. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DERMODY. For the purpose of making an 
announcement. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to announce a meeting of the 

special committee that was appointed pursuant to HR 316. The 
committee will meet tomorrow morning at I0 a.m. in room 
140 of the Main Capitol. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER The membership should recognize that we 
have some young students, some very young students, on the 
floor of the hall of the House. These youngsters wrote essays 
on better libraries, and they are all first-place, second-place, 
and third-place winners from throughout the State. 

I am glad to have these young people in the hall of the 
House. Democracy is sometimes very confusing, but somehow 
it does work. I would recommend that you continue to read, 
read, and read some more. That is my advice. So good luck to 
you, and thanks for being here. 

The following names were submitted: 

Elementary: 
First Place - Olivia Esh, Sacred Heart School, Reedsville. 
Second Place - Brian C. Ricco, Forest Hills Elementary 

School, Galix. 
Third Place - Amanda Watkins, Friendship Community 

Library. 
Middle School: 

First Place - Joshua Cornelius, Wilmington Area Middle 
School. 

Second Place - Beth Salkind, Chalutzim Academy, 
Philadelphia. 

Third Place - Julia Andreoli, Good Shepherd School. 
Primary: 

First Place - Anna Hamburger, Bradford County Library 
System. 

Second Place - Becky S. Reynolds. Coudersport Public 
Library. 

Thud Place - Jillian Mandelkern. Rainbow Elementary 
School. 

Secondary: 
First Place - Brandon Geist, Indian Valley Public Library. 
Second Place - Chad tialuska, Conemaugh Valley Senior 

High School. 
Third Place - Jason C. Berroth, Carrick High School. 
They are being accompanied by Dr. Ilemis Leeper. 

The SPEAKER For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. 
Hershey, rise? b 

Mr. HERSHEY. To correct a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. T'he gentleman may proceed. 

, Mr. HERSHEY. Thank you. 
On HB 150, the Chadwick amendment A2050, I failed to 

vote. I wish to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER The Chair thanks Mr. Hershey, and his 

remarks will be spread across the record. 
Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 'r 

On HB 2638 earlier this afternoon, I was inadvertently 
voted in the affirmative. I would like to have my vote recorded 
in the negative. 

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

Mr. Jamlin is recognized. 
Mr. JAROLM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
To correct the record. 
On IIB 2638, 1 would like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks Mr. Jarolin, and his 

remarks will also be shared with the recorder. 
The gentlelady from Philadelphia, Ms. Joseph, is 

recognized. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was not recorded on final passage of HB 150. 1 should 

have been recorded in the affirmative. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady, and her 

remarks also will be included in the Journal. 
Mrs. Harley is recognized. 
Mrs. HARLEY. Mr. Speaker, on HB 2638, 1 was recorded 

in the affirmative. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER The lady's remarks will also be shared 

with the recorder. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HR 1313, 
PN 3574, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the institution of 
criminal proceedings by employees of the Department of 
Transportation and the Department of Revenue. % 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. HASAY offered the following amendment No. A2017: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "providing" 
for wild resource conservation plates; and 
providing 

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

Section 1 .  Section 1352 of Title 75 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended to read: 
8 1352. Wild source conservation plate. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The department, in consultation with the Wild Resource 
Conservation Board, shall design a special wild resource 
conservation registration plate. Upon application of any person, 
accompanied by a fee of $35 which shall be in addition to the 
annual registration fee, the department shall issue the plate for a 
passenger car, motor home, trailer or [other vehicle] truck with a 
registered gross weight of not more than 9,000 pounds. The Wild 
Resource Conservation Fund shall receive $15 of each additional 
fee for this plate. 

Section 2. Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 2, by striking out "2" and 

inserting 
a 

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

Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment has been agreed to by the 

prime sponsor of the bill, the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Markosek, and also, this amendment has been accepted by the 
Department of Transportation. 

What this amendment does is-by the way, by the way, it 
started in this chamber, the wildlife license plate-this will 
allow campers, motor homes, and travel trailers to have the 
wildlife license plate on those campers. 

I urge support of the amendment. The wildlife license plate 
has broken all historic records in Pennsylvania and as of last 
week, sold over 94,000 plates, which brings money for 
PellnnOT and money for the wildlife fund. And 1 remind the 
members that supported this amendment a couple of years ago 
that the wildlife plate came from this chamber. Thank you, Mr. 
S~eaker.  

Mr. MARKOSEK. First of all, I would agree that the 
amendment that M ~ .  H~~~ spoke of is in agreement and ask 

lhe members for lheir supF"*. 
And I would like to recommend to the gentleman, Mr. 

H ~ ~ ~ ,  that since he was the creator of w, I think we ought 
to name the owl "George." Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HASAY. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. larolin, is recognized 

on the 
Mr. JAROLM. Thank vou Mr. Soeaker. 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair thanks the gentleman for his 
message and his enthusiasm. 

The gentleman, Mr. Markosek, is recognized. 
Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the gentleman, Mr. 

Hasay. 
The SPEAKER. I h e  gentleman, Mr. Hasay, indicates he 

will stand for interrogation, and Mr. Markosek may continue. 
Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Spaker, first I would like to congratulate the 

gentleman on coming up with the idea and fostering the plate 
that he mentioned the wildlife plate, and my question is, does 
the little owl that is on the wildlife plate have a name? 

Mr. HASAY. No. The owl was used because that was the 
first symbol of the tax checkoff when we first started the 
Pennsylvania wildlife fund which receives no tax dollars at all 
and receives strictly donation9 and tax checkoffs. 

Mr. MAKKOSEK. Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. HASAY. "Whoo." 
I will bring that up at the next wildlife meeting, Mr. 

Speaker. 
Mr. MAKKOSEK. Mr. Speaker, my interrogation is 

completed. I would like to make a comment. 
'The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 

. . 
Mr. Speaker, I think it is a very gocd piece of legislation 

here to increase the sale of those license plates to larger 
vehicles, and I ask the House of Representatives to vote in the 
positive on that. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman from 
Lureme. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Ac& 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
AmuZmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfsnti 
B i m l i n  
Bishq  
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bmwn 
Bun1 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagjrone 
Cappbiaoca 
Cam 
Camne 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwisk 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Cola im 
Conti 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Cowell 

COY 
C'Jw 
Daley 
DeLusa 

D ~ ~ P s ~ Y  
Dent 

Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fichter 
Flea& 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gsnnon 
Gbr* 
George 
Gerlach 
Oigliotli 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gardner 
Gmitza 
GNPP 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harley 
Hasay 
Hennesq 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Jo~ephs 
Kaiser 
Kasunic 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovish 
LaGmm 

k o v i f z  
kvdanslry 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderiao 
Markosek 
Manico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Micwzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Muody 
Nailor 
Nickol 
N ~ c e  
O'Brien 
Olaa 
P-l 
Pesn 
Pdma  
Petrooe 
Pdtit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Plaits 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Riner 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Raebusk 
Rwoey 

Saylor 
Schgtz 
Scbuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stabsck 
Stain 
Steelman 
Seighner 
Seil 
Stem 
Sletler 
Stish 
Strittmatler 
Slurla 
Sum 
Tangmi 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Todinson 
Trish 
True 
Tulli 
Ulisna 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washingtoo 
Waugh 
Williams 

w o w  
Wmiak  
Wright, D. R 
Wright, M. N 
Yandrisevits 
Y ~ v c i e  
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MY h u b  Rubley Ywoghload 
Dooshlcci h u a l i n  Rudy ZUK 
~ C C  h~ies~ Ry.n 
Durham Lederer Santooi Dew-, 
Egolf Lee Sather Speaker 
Evaa  Leh S a u m  

NOT VOTING-5 
Bums Michlovic Piaeaelt~ Rohm 
Hughes 

Bush M m y  Oliver Trello 
MsNally 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER The clerk will please put the gentleman, 
Representative SCHEETZ, on leave for the remainder of 
today's proceedings. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1313 CONTINUED 

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

amended? ~~ ~ 

Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER This bill has been considered on three 
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. 

Acorn 
Adolph 
Allen 
Arsall 
-ng 
BakeI 
Barley 
Batti* 
BebkJones 
Belprdi 
Belfanli 
B i m l i n  
Bishop 
Blsum 
Boyea 
Brown 
Bunt 
Bums 
Bulk&@ 
Buton 
Calfagirooe 
Capbianca  
Cam 
Csmne 
Cawley 

Fairchild 
Fsjt 
Fargo 
Fsrmer 
Fee 
Pichter 
Pleagle 
Flick 
Freemao 
Gamble 
Ganooa 
Gei* 
George 
M a c h  
Gigliotli 
Gladsck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G ~ i t z a  
G ~ p p o  
Haluska 
Haooa 
Harley 
Hasay 
Henaessey 

Lescovitz 
LNdanslry 
Lloyd 
h c y k  
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Markosek 
MaFJieo 
Masland 
Mayemik 
MeCall 
McGeehsn 
Melio 
Michlwis 
Micomie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Muody 
Nailor 
Nickol 
NY- 
O'Brien 
O l a z  
Penel 

Salher 
Saumvtn 
Saylor 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
SBafini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Sfaback 
Sfairs 
Steelman 
Stn&er 
Steil 
Stem 
Staler 
Stish 
Strittmsher 
%ria 
suma 
Tangetti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. J. 
T h o r n  

Cessar Hermao Pesci T i p e  
! Chsdwick Hershey Pdrarca Todinson 

Civera Hess 
Clark Hughes 
Clymer Hutchinson 
Coheo, L. I. ltkia 
Cohen, M. Jadlowia: 
Calafella James 
Colaiao lamlin 
Conti J-hs 

Parone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pit* 
Plattr 
Preston 
R a m a d  

Comell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dsley 
DeLuca 
Demprey 
Dent 
D e d y  
Donaturn 
Dmce 
Durham 
Egalf 
Evans 

~ a i  .Lr R& 
Kasuoic Reiaard 
Keller Richardson 
Keoney Rieger 
King Riner 
Kirkhod Roberts 
Krebs Robiasoo 
Kukovich Roebuck 
hGmtfa Rohrer 
h u b  Rmney 
hughlin Rubley 
Lawless Rudy 
Lederer RPO 
Lee Santooi 
Leh 

NAYS4  

NOT VOTING-I 

Trich 
True 
Tulli \ 
Uliaoa 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wasbngton 
waugh 
Williams 
Wogao 
W m i a k  
Wright. D. R b 
Wright. M. N. 
Yaodriswits 
Y W ~ C  
Ywngblood 
zu8 

DeWeese. 
Speaker 

Bush  men^ Scheelz Trello 
McNally Oliver 

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. 

HB 2638 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has in its receipt a 
reconsideration motion on HB 2638, PN 3408, by Mrs. Harley. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Amstl 
Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armszmng 
Baker 
Barley 
Bsttido 
Bebko-loner 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B i m l i o  
Bishop 
Blsvrn 

YEAS197 

Fairchild Lesfovitz 
Fsjt Levdansky 
Fargo Lloyd 
Fanner Lucyk 
Fee Lynch 
Fichler Maitland 
Fleagle Msnderioo 
Flick M s h s e k  
Freeman Msrsiso 
Gamhle Masland 
Gsnnon Mayemik 
Geid McCall 
Gmrge McGeehan 
Gerlach Melia 

Sather 
b 

Saurmao 
Saylor 
Schuler 
Scrimenli 
Semmel 
Senfini 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Sfaback b 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Shi&h"er 



c u n y  
Daley 
1)eLuca 
Dempse~ 
Dent 
Demcdy 
Donatucsi 
Dmce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
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Bush 
McNally 

Giglidti Michlovic Steil 
Brown Gladeck Misonje Stem 
Bunt Godshall Mihalich Stetler 
Bums Gordncr Miller Stish 
Butkovltz Gnrilm Mundy Strinmatter 
Buxton timppo Nailor Sturla 
Caltagimne Haluska Niskol Surra 
Cappabiaoca Hanoa Nyce T a o w t i  
Cam Harley O'Btien Taylor, E. Z. 
Carone Hasay Olam Taylor, J. 
Cawley Henneswy Peael Thomas 
Cessar Herman PeSn 'Tigue 
Chadwick Hershey Petrarca Todinson 
Civera Hess Petmne Trich 
Clark Hughes Pettit True 
Clymer Hutchinsoo Phillips Tulli 
Cohen, L. I .  ltkin Piccola Uliana 
Cohen, M. Jadlowiec Pistella Vanse 
Colafella James Pitts Van Home 
Colaim Jarolin Platts Veon 
Conti Jusephs Preston Vitali 
Comell Kaiser Raymond Washington 
Comigan Karuoic Reber Waugh 
Cowell Keller Reioard Williams 
Cov Kennev Richardson Waean 

King Rieger 
Kirkland Uitter 
Krebs Robells 
Kukovlch Robinson 
LaGmtta Roebuck 
Laub Rohrer 
1,aughlin Rouney 
Lawless Rubley 
Lederer Rudy 
Lee Ryan 
I sh  Sanlonr 

1 Butkovitz Gordoer Melia Tayior, E. Z. 
Buxtoo Gruitza Michlovic Taylor, J. 
Caltaamne G ~ ~ P P O  Micolde Thomas 
Cappabiansa Haluska Mihalich T i w  
Cam Hanna Miller Todinson 
Cawley Hasay Mundy Trich 
Chadwisk Heno- Nick01 Tulli 
Civers H e m o  O'Brien Uliaos 
Cohen. L. I. Hughes O l e  Vso Home 
Cohen, M. Hutchinson PeSn Veon 
Colafella ltkin Param Vitpli 
Conti Jadlowiec Petmne Washington 
Camell J a m  Pmit Waugh 
Conigao Josephs Piccola William 
Cowell Kaiser Pistella Wogan 
COY Kasunic PlaUs Wwaisk 
C ~ W  Keller Preston Wright, D. R 
Daley Kenney Reber Wright, M. N. 
DeLuca Kukovich Ueinard Yaodriwvits 
Dempse~ LaGmth U i c h h n  Yewcic 
Dent h u b  Rieger Youngbled 
D e h y  Laughlin Rim 
Donatucci Lawless Roberts DeWeese, 
Dmce Lederer Rabinsoo Speaker 
Durham 

Meny Scheetz 
Oliver 

~ & i a k  
Wright. D. K. 
Wtight. M. N 
Yan&iriswits 
Y e G c  
Yaunghlmd 
zug 

DeWgse, 
Speaker 

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

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now he taken. 

AcoSta 
Adolph 
Argall 
Baker 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bmwn 
Bunt 
Bums 

Evans 
Fa,t 
Fargo 
Fee 
Flea& 
Flick 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geurgo 
Gerlach 
tiigliotti 
<;ladeck 
Godshall 

Lee 
Leh 
Lerovitz 
lrvdansky 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mattland 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marnco 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
MsCeehan 

Roebuck 
Rouney 
Rubley 
Rudy 
Santoni 
Scnrnenti 
Serafini 
Smith, S. H. 
Stabask 
Steighnor 
Stish 
Sttiltmatter 
Surra 
Tanpt t i  

Allen 
Armstrong 
Barley 
Lbyes 
Camne 
Cessar 
Clark 
Clymer 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Farmer 

Bush 
MsNally 

NAY- 

Fichter N Y ~  
G k d  Perzel 
Harley Phillips 
Hershey h ins 
H e s  Rohrer 
Jamlin Ryan 
King Sather 
Kirkland Saurman 
Krebs Saylor 
Lloyd Schuler 
Nailor Semi 

NOT VOTING-2 

Raymond 

M e v  Scheetz 
Oliver 

Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stairs 

Stem 
Stetler 
Shlrla 
Tme 
Vance 
ZU% 

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

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

STATEMENT BY MINORITY LEADER 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemm, Mr. Ryan, would like to 
be recognized on unanimous consent. The gentleman is 
recognized. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Oh, some 2 hours ago, I guess, there was a news 

conference in the back of the hall of the House, or the other 
side of the hall, rather, in the Governor's reception room, and 
at that time-l did not attend that news conference that 
Governor Casey had; I did get a report on the news 
conference, however-and at that time Governor Casey, as I got 
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the report, essentially said a repeat of what has been in the 
papers off and on for the past several weeks since his budget 
address to us, that it is his intention to go ahead and to ask the 
members of the General Assembly to work on a system of 
welfare reform as outlined by him and as submitted to the 
General Assembly and to work on and work towards certain 
tax relief for the corporate and business community as outlined 
by him and submitted by him and outlined by him to us here 
a month or two ago. 

At that same news conference, one of the members of the 
press asked the Governor about an article that was found in 
this morning's Philadelphia Inquirer, at which time the majority 
Appropriations Committee chairman of this House, the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Evans, who was quoted all 
during the recent gubernatorial campaign, was quoted 
agaikand I do not know whether it was prior to or after the 
campaign but was certainly quoted in today's Inquirer-as 
saying that there would be no tax cuts in his budget, which he 
intends to present to the full House here tomorrow, Now, that 
is what prompts my making this speech today, the remarks of 
the majority Appropriations Committee chairman. 

It was a refreshing note, it was a refreshing note to get the 
repon that the Governor's response to this was essentially-and 
I am paraphrasing; I do not have those remarks in front of 
me-but I am told the Governor's response was essentially, to 
Mr. Barbagello of the newsroom, thaR he has worked with the 
gentleman, Mr. Evans, for some 7 years and has gotten along 
with him very well, or words to that effect; however, on this 
particular issue or on these issues, he and Mr. Evans were in 
disagreement, and that I found refreshing. I found it refreshing 
because the majority Appropriations Committee chairman, the 
Democrat Appropriations Committee chairman, opposes the 
Governor's welfare plan and opposes the tax cuts that, I 
believe, would create new jobs for this Commonwealth. He, 
the Governor, said that no one has worked closer over the 
years than he and Mr. Evans and that he has a difference of 
opinion on this subject. 

Well, that may very well be. I challenge, however, all 
members of this House, both Democrats and Republicans, to 
join forces to do the right thing for Pennsylvania this year, and 
I say to you that Governor Casey is obviously on the right 
track, and it is time that we all followed his general lead. We 
do not have to follow specifically what the Governor presented 
to us some months ago, but I think he is headed in the right 
direction, and I think we should be in that direction and not 
caught, not caught with a flat fiat, a motion from a dictator- 
type source saying, there will be no tax cuts; you are cut off. 
That is how we were treated last year. You will not participate 
in the budget; you folks will not be able to talk about tax cuts; 
I am the majority Appropriations Committee chairman, and do 
not dare think for a minute that I am going to permit tax cuts 
to be in the budget that I will present tomorrow. That is not 
what we do in this House. This is not one-man rule. This is 
majority rule, and it is majority rule afler total participation, 
and that is what we are loolang for this year as opposed to 
what we had last year. 
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1 think it is astounding that right now-and I believe tlus to 
be me-right now there are three caucuses, three caucuses 
involved in shaping a budget for the people of this 
Commonwealth, and I think at the moment the majority caucus ' 
here, in this chamber, is sacrificing and would sacrifice 
teamwork and bipartisanship for the sake of advancing a 
personal agenda, which, according to the Inquircr, includes "no 
corporate tax cuts, no room for compromise on corporate tax 
cuts," and I say that in quotes. They are direct quotes. 

It apparently is believed by the gentleman that this State 
does not need to clean up its welfare system, despite the fact 
that 165 of us, 165 of us voted on a welfare reform hill here 
last year that is far more drastic, if drastic is measured by . 
dollars saved than the one the Governor is proposing. 

With the primary behind us, it is time, I think, for all 
candidates to get hack in touch with their members, in 
deference to not using names. We should get back in touch. 
We should get back off the campaign trails. We should get 
back to our respective positions and take up where we left off. 
The Lieutenant Governor should be a Lieutenant Governor 
again. The majority Appropriations Committee chairman 
should be a House member again. No longer are they on the 
campaign trail. The same is true with Congressman Ridge. He, 
too, should become a Congressman again-he is off that 
trail-and campaign at other times. But you still have a job to 
do, and that job is what you were elected to do until your term 
runs out, and that is true of each and every one of us. 

This view of no corporate tax decreases, no mom for 
compromise-that is the part that is so startling; there is no 
room for compromise-ths is the majority chairman, who really 
controls that budget, and every one of you knows it better than 
I the control that the chairman has over the budget. l'hat is 
what is shocking to me, that it is without regard to 
compromise, without regard todiscussion. It is simply adictate 
to the Govemor of this Commonwealth, to the Governor of this 
Commonwealth, Govemor, we are not even going to consider 
what you want, not that we will consider it and we may rejcct 
it; it is, Governor, we are not going to consider it. Well, let me 
tell you something, we are. We are, and it is not something 
that your Governor came up with or our Governor came up 
with; it is something that we all have thought about. You, me, 
everyone in this chamber has thought, we have got to do 
something about taxes. There is not but one "no" vote, in my 
judgment, in this whole chamber, and I can think of only one 
person who said I will not vote for a tax decrease, and that 
person is saying, there is no room for compromise. 

I think we have to take another look at what the Govemor 
has done. I do not agree with the whole thing; I never have. I 
think it is the right drection. It is a good launching pad for 
meaninghl dialogue, compromise. It is a framework which can 
help us accomplish our goal of providing a fair and timely 
solution to Pennsylvania's challenges. 

One last observation to the chairman. He must join us-he 
has the ability, he has the staff, he has the personality, and he b. 

is good at it-to join us in working diligently with the 
Governor. He has got to get back into the mode of being a 
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legislator and not a lone ranger. You know, he is back here 
now. Come on; we are all back here, and we have got to get 
back to the business of this Commonwealth, and that is looking 
seriously at what really is the most important segment of 
legislation that we handle each year, and that is the budget in 
its entirety, not just the spendng part of it but the taxing part 
of it, in its entirety -the transportation en4 the Federal funds, 
the nonpreferred funds. 

A bill was passed through this House about a year ago, as 
I recall-and I might be off on that-and it was part of the so- 
called budget reform package that was highly touted by the 
majority palty, and that package had in it a plan whereby, as 
I recall, a budget would be introduced and passed from ,his 
House by June 7 of this year. I am told by my staff. Well, 
what ,hat means, 1 think, is ,hs, and that is what prompts my 
speech today. 

we are going to have a budget introduced tomorrow which 
cannot be voted on, because of our rules, before Tuesday, I 
thmk, of next week. My understanding further is that there is 
a chance that 'l'uesday is our last day next week, and then we 
are out for Memorial Day week, and we come back June 6 .  So 
under t h s  bill that was passed here for budget reform, we have 
really 1 or 2 legislative days to pass this budget if we are 
going to live with this bill that was passed here, if it really 
means anything. So we would like to take a look at what you 
are talking abut than just have dropped in 
the hopper. 

N ~ ~ ,  the only thing I can think of that you may be 
to us again-and if you are, I have just been talking, I guess, to 
hear myself talk, which has happened before, as many of you 
know-and that may be that once again you are going to pull 
a fast one on us, and you guys are going to enact that budget 
without any of our votes, like you did last year, and you are 
going to put I02 votes on the b a r d  and pass a budget, and if 
it requires taxes-which i t  probably will because you will not 
have the welfare reform, bccause I gather, you know, the 
majority Appropiations Committee chairman will not give you 
that one, so you are going to have to raise some taxes to pay 
for what the Governor has proposed-do not expect to get any 
of them from us though. So if you want some help from us, let 
us get a look at what you are proposing, and I am telling you 
now, any help you get from us is going to be tied in with what 
your says he will not compromise on, So am 
suggesting to some of you that you may want to give some 
thought to taking a look at that goes before 
you tomorrow and you may want to come and talk to us 
along the way and see if you want to cooperale with 
your Governor this election year. 

I look fonuard to with (;overnor and with the 
members of the Senate and with you in getting this solved so 
that the 12 million pcople here in Pennsylvania have a timely 
budget. The one thing I again regret is that the chairman of the 
majority ~~~~~~~~i~~ committee put the bunny in the hat 
when he said there will be no tax cuts, H~ put the answer 
before the question was asked, and I think that was a te1Tible 
mistake cutting off any negotiatiom by saying there will be no 

JOURNAL - HOUSE 969 

tax cuts, and if that is a hard-and-fast position, then I think this 
is a long and hot summer. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the Republican floor 
leader. 

STATEMENT BY MAJORITY LEADER 

The SPEAKER The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pittsburgh Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I regret that the distinguished chairman of our 

Appropriations Committee is temporarily off the floor and not 
able to respond to the minority leader's remarks. It is difficult 

act a for somebody else in this regard. I do 
have some appreciation for the Appropriations chair's position 
on this matter, and to the extent that I know it and to the 
extent that what I am telling you is within the realm of some 

uncertainty, let me lay it Out as I know it. 
The Appropriations chairman has informed me that 

'Omomw he will introduce a spending plan for Pennsylvania 
for lhe next fiscal year. That spending plan does not require 

taxes; the plan itself does not. He 
may personally feel that those tax reductions that are proposed 
by Others are not but I do not think that he has 
bound any of us in that regard. The plan that he plans 
to introduce does not conllict with the Governor's program. 
The Governor's program, as you understand for the next fiscal 
year, talks about a tax reduction, a business tax reduction, that 
is On a transfer p a p e n t  from 'IDA Pennsylvania 
Industrial Development Authority). That is an off-budget 
transaction, and so the spending plan does not have to address 
it. Ilealing with the spending plan this year as proposed by the 

chairman tomomw, it ismy understanding that 
business tax cuts as proposed by the ~ o v e m o r  would still be 
in That is number One. 

Number two is that the Appropriations chairman does 
intend to tV to move this budget in a timely fashion, and we 
are hoping that we will be able to move this budget next 
Tuesday, which will give all of us ample opportunity to study 
that budget and make certain to lhat budget. I 

lhat there be amendments at the time On 

the floor to consider the budget, and I think that that particular 
exercise may be quite useful at that time. Needless to say, this 
budget is not shaped only by our own handiwork; the final 
budget crafted by this General Assembly involves both this 
House and the other chamber and it involves also the 
Governor. So I would caution anybody, including the minority 
leader, not to jump to conclusions, not to jump to conclusions 
that what you sce next week will be in fact the final budget. It 
is a reasonable attempt at starting the budget process. 

I.et me say that I understand that the Appropriations 
chairman does have some concern Over 

flamboyancy that is associated with these business-tax-cut 
considerations. He says, in essence, that those tax cuts as being 
proposed others may miss its mark, may miss its mark, 
because under the of tax that are being 
proposed, many Pennsylvania businesses do not fall under that 



Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman. Mr. Ryan. is recognized. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, 

consent to a brief period of interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will, and 

Mr. Ryan may continue. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I feel reasonably sure that the 

gentleman would agree with me that when we speak of the 
budget, we all kind of include in that definition taxes and 
transportation and, well, really everything that has dollar signs 
going up or down, in or out of the Commonwealth. It is not 
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just the -&propriation bill as it goes out. Would you agree with 
that? 

Mr. ITKIN. I think the general adoption of a total budget 
ultimately includes all of those things, but the proposition of 
a spending plan, the General Fund budget, which is what the 
Appropriations chair intends to release, can stand by itself 
initially. 

Mr. RYAN. All right. 
The point 1 was trying to get to, Mr. Speaker, was that as 

I view a budget, over the years, when we send out a general 
appropriation bill finally, usually in the form of a conference 
committee report, either simultaneously or immediately before 
or immediately afler, we are adjusting frequently the ESBE 
(equalized subsidy for basic education) formula or some of the 
education payouts; we are frequently adjusting something in 
the area of transportation, be it a transportation tax, a liquid 
fuels tax, because we need more money for thts or more 
money for that; or in this case, which the Governor has 
requested-and this is the point I am trying to make-we are 
requesting, in the case of the Governor, as part of his budget 
package, an adjustment in his welfare obligations, titled, for the 
sake of simplicity, "welfare reform." I mean, that is what we 
are refening to it as, but it is really an $88-million source of 

particular provision and are exempt from paying those taxes, 
so providing a tax cut if you do not pay one is really 
meaningless. Many of our corporations are exempt fmm the 
corporate net income tax. and many of them fall under the S 
corporation status. Many hundreds of thousands of businesses 
fall under the S corporation status and therefore are exempt 
from the CNI. 

So perhaps the Appropriations chair does make some 
legitimate observations. Maybe he is saying that in our attempt 
to try to fall over each other in trying to make concessions to 
the business community, we ought to be more thoughtful, more 
prudent, as to how we approach it. 

I am only sorry now, at this point in time, that I would 
prefer to have had the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee speak for himself. I find it somewhat ill at ease to 
have to defend somebody else's position, and I am only 
speaking to what I know as some conversation I have had with 
the Appropriations chairman. 

I just would like to say to you in closing that this budget 
will not be determined by one individual; it will be a collective 
judgment involving all of the legislative parts: this House, the 
Senate, and ultimately the Governor. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

such as that legislation requested by the administration in 
connection with welfare reform? 

Mr. ITKIN We will not introduce a welfare reform 
proposal in this House, at least not this week. You know, we 
did in fact pass HB 1341. It is now languishing in the Senate 
right now. I t~ust that that could conceivably be a vehicle for 
any type of consideration in that regard. 

Mr. RYAN. But it is not your intention to address the 
welfare reform package that the Govemor has suggested to us 
as, quote-my quotes-"his package or his recommendations"? 
You are not going to have a separate welfare reform bill, is my 
 ti.." 

funds that can be then turned mund and put into the general 
appropriation bill and spent as part of the general 
appropriation. Would you agree generally with that concept? 

Mr. ITKIN. I think, obviously, that when we finalize the 
budget pnxess. bills that are associated with the budget, like 
tax bills, if needed, plus a spending plan or in the aggregate, 
will be considered. We have until June 30 to do that, and I 
would like to clarify. I did misspeak earlier. 

We are not going to do the budget next week. The budget 
will probably be released from the Appmpriations Committee 
next week. We will do the budget the week when we come 
back, afler Memorial Day, so that gives all of us additional 
time to look at the budget spending plan as presented by the w 

Appropriations Commitlee, and we can, of course, dmfl 
amendments accordingly. But I agree with you. That will be 
June 7. That will be according to the Appropriations chairman's 
budget-bill time schedule, and then, of course, we will have at 
least 3 weeks in June to finally consider all the ramifications, 
have all the meetings that are necesssuy, come to some type of 
consensus, and adopt a budget, I trust, in a very timely fashion. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, it will be tight. 
My question is, is it your intention to introduce legislation 

quc.,""". 

Mr. ITKIN. At least not thts week. 
Mr. RYAN. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER There will be no further business. No 
further votes will be taken. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. I t k i ~  is recognized. 
Mr. ITKIN. I just want to mention to the House, we will be 

in session tomorrow at I I. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING t 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. BATI1Sl'C. A reminder about a meeting, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The genlleman, Mr. Battisto, is recognized. 
Mr. BATIISTO. There will be a meeting of the House 

Appropriations Committee right now in the majority caucus 
room. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. 'The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The House Appropriations Committee will meet right now k 

in the majority caucus room. 



1994 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 971 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 988, PN 3655 (Amended) By Rep. EVANS 
An Act providing for advance notification of pesticide 

application wi th~n  schools, school grounds, athletic fields and 
playgrounds. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1331, PN 3656 (Amended) By Rep. EVANS 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, Na.230). 

known as the Second Class County Code, abolishing the office of 
elected coroner and creating the position of county medical 
examiner in counties of the second class. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 1519, PN 1716 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act providing far express warranties for motorized 

wheelchairs. 

APPROI'RIATIONS. 

HB 2010, PN 2458 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act designating a certain bridge in Wyoming County as the 

Carmel S i r i a ~ i  Memorial Bridge. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

HB 2535, PN 3657 (Amended) By Rep. EVANS 
An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284), 

known as The Insurance Company Law of 192 1, further providing 
for the payment of certain fire loss claims. 

APPROI'RIATIONS. 

HB 2707, PN 3537 By Rep. EVANS 
An Act designating the interchange of 1-79 and 1-90 in Erie 

County as the Charles D. Buzzanco Interchange. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JOE CONTI) PRESIDING 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Mr. 

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

HR 988, PN 3655; IIB 1331, PN 3656; HB 1519, PN 
1716; HB 2010, PN 2458; HB 2535, PN 3657; and IIB 2707, 
PN 3537. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER I 
'The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, all 

remaining bills and resolutions on today's calendar will be 
passed over. The Chair hears no objection. 

Sather. 
Mr. SATHER Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 

adjourn until Wednesday, May 18, 1994, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 439  p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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