
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28,1995 

SESSION OF 1995 179TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 59 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

PRAYER 

REV. B. PENROSE HOOVER, senior pastor of 
Salem Lutheran Church, Lebanon, Pennsylvania offered the 
following prayer: 

Let us pray: 
Holy God, the source of justice and the champion of 

righteousness, in the hectic heat of debate and detailed 
deliberation, let us never lose sight of Your guidance and 
continually seek Your gift of wisdom. 

We thank You for the high privilege and sacred responsibility 
of public service in this free society. Bless all elected officials, 
especially those gathered in this Assembly, and keep them 
constantly worthy of the trust that has been placed in them. Grant 
that they may use their authority wisely, their powerjustly, that the 
decisions of their collective wisdom may sewe the common good 
of all citizens of this Commonwealth. 

Bless this House and all who serve herein. Bless this great 
State, its institutions of government and commerce, of education 
and industry, of agriculture and recreation. Bless all its people that 
they may be responsible citizens, using their rights and their 
freedom for the uplifting of liberty and the practice of civic virtue. 

Now as we anticipate this session of business drawing to a 
close, we pray that You would grant all of us a safe journey home, 
fruitful respite and relaxation, and refreshment for renewed service 
to You and to the people whose trust we hold and cherish. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the approval 
of the Journal of Tuesday, June 27, 1995, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC 
CAUCUSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has been requested to 
make the announcement that Republican members would go to 
caucus immediately and Democratic members would resume their 
caucus immediately. 

We would expect to retum to the floor about noon. 

I RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This House is in recess to the call 
of the Chair. 

I AFTER RECESS 

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

I THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

I RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been asked to announce that 
there will be a Rules Committee meeting at 1:30 in the 
majority caucus room; that the House will stand in recess to give 
the members an opportunity to have lunch; that we will retum to 
the floor at 2 o'clock. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader or minority leader 
have any business? Any announcements prior to the declaration of 
the recess? Any corrections of the record? Any reports of 
committee ? 

Hearing none, this House stands in recess until 2 p.m. 

I RECESS EXTENDED 

The time of recess was extended until 2:30 p.m.; further 
extended until 3 p.m.; further extended until 4 p.m. 
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AFTER RECESS 

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

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 1872 By Representatives DEMPSEY, SCHRODER, 
LYNCH, RUBLEY, MILLER, SATHER, STEELMAN, FARGO, 
STELL, TRICH, BUNT, LAUGHLIN, PETTIT, TRELLO, 
BELARDI, BARD, CORNELL, KUKOVICH and RICHARDSON 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130). known 
as The County Code, further providing for payments to historical 
societies. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 28, 
1995. 

No. 1873 By Representatives D. R. WRIGHT, OLIVER, 
LEDERER, TIGUE, ROBINSON, YOUNGBLOOD, STABACK, 
DeLUCA, BELFANTI, WOZNLAK, MELIO, MERRY, 
S. H. SMITH, BELARDI, HALUSKA, PISTELLA, KELLER and 
TRAVAGLIO 

An Act amending the act of December 22, 1983 (P.L.306, No.84). 
known as the Board of Vehicles Act, further providing for powers and 
duties of the State Board of Vehicle Manufacturers, Dealers and 
Salespersons, for grounds for disciplinary proceedings and for penalties; 
and providing for denial of title. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 28, 1995. 

No. 1874 By Representatives STERN, FARGO, LYNCH, 
FAIRCHILD, BAKER, WALKO, SHANER, SEMMEL, STISH, 
YOUNGBLOOD, J. TAYLOR, L. I. COHEN, SATHER, PETTIT, 
GEIST, SCHRODER, FICHTER, RUDY, E. 2. TAYLOR 
HALUSKA, MILLER, TRELLO, STABACK, D. W. SNYDER, 
MERRY, HESS, ROHRER and CIVERA 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, exempting transfers from certain small 
estates from inheritance tax 

Referred to Comminee on FINANCE, June 28, 1995. 

No. 1875 By Representatives BROWN, GEIST, ITKIN, 
JAROLIN, MARSICO, M. N. WRIGHT, CARONE, TIGUE, 
STABACK, NYCE, BUNT, WOZNLAK, TRUE, READSHAW, 
TRELLO, D. R. WRIGHT, OLASZ, CNERA, KENNEY, 
ROBERTS, BARLEY, MUNDY, BOYES, RUDY, BELFANTI, 
HENNESSEY, LAUGHLIN and MERRY 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for trading in motor vehicles and 
hailers. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 28, 1995. 

No. 1876 By Representatives BROWN, FICHTER, JAROLLV, 
TIGUE, PESCI, DEMPSEY, WOZNIAK, STEELMAN, 
RUBLEY, MILLER, TRICH, L. 1. COHEN, ROONEY, 
GIGLIOTTI, CURRY and EGOLF 

w 
An Act amending the act of April 29, 1937 (P.L.487, No. 115). known 

as The Permanent Registration Act for Cities of the Second Class, 
Cities of the Second Class A, Cities of the Third Class, Boroughs, Towns, 
and Townships, further providing for manner of registration. 

I Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 28, 1995. 

No. 1877 By Representat~ves BROWN, FICHTER, JAROLIN, 
TIGUE, PESCI, DEMPSEY, WOZNIAK, STEELMAN. 
RUBLEY, JOSEPHS, MILLER, TRICH, L. I. COHEN, 
ROONEY, GIGLIOTTI, CURRY and EGOLF 

I \ n  .\a .~mcnding the .iir oihlarch ,311, 1 ~ 3 -  IP I 115. Y o ~ I , ,  L n ~ m n  
d? I he l'!r<t ( .A,> ('if! Pcr~~~.!ncnL l<cg..tc.$t.~m \:I. lirlhcr lpr,n d ~ n g  1 : ~  

manner of registration. 
i 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS. June 28, 1995. 

No. 1878 By Representatives BARD, GEIST, MELIO, 
I 

CORNELL and McGILL 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for pedalcycle helmets. 

I Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 

No. 1879 By Representatives BARD, WAUGH, DEMPSEY, 
TRELLO, JAROLIN, FLICK, EGOLF, SATHER and HORSEY 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.l4), known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for school . s 
health services; and making editorial changes. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 28, 1995. 

No. 1880 By Representatives DeLUCA, GEORGE, ITKIN, 
TRELLO, BELFANTI, LAUGHLIN and McCALL 

An Act amending the act of December 29, 1972 (P.L.1701, No.364), 
known as the Health Maintenance Organization Act, restoring the 
operation of direct provider incentive plans. 

Referred to Comminee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 28, 1995. 

No. 1881 By Representatives DeLUCA, ROBINSON, 
PISTELLA, FAJT and LAUGHLIN 

An Act amending the act ofJune 21, 1939 (P.L.626, No.294). referred 4 
to as the Second Class County Assessment Law, providing for uniformity 
of assessments. 

I Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 28, 1995 
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No. 1882 By Representatives DeLUCA, TRELLO. 
LAUGHLIN, BOYES, BELARDI, DEMPSEY, MARKOSEK. 
McCALL, TRICH, MELIO, COLAFELLA, FARMER. PETTIT. 
CORNELL, BROWN, MERRY, HERSHEY, PITTS, LUCYK. 
BATTISTO, HALUSKA, SANTONI, MICHLOVIC, GAMBLE. 
READSHAW, OLASZ, (ilGLIOTT1, CIVERA, LESCOVITZ, 
TRAVAGLIO, SHANER and SAINATO 

A n  Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6. Nu.2). known a: 
the Tax Rcfi~rm Code of 1971, further providing for sales and use tax 
exclusions. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 28, 1995 

No. 1883 By Representatives HESS, B. SMITH, PIIILLIPS. 
FAIRCHILD, SATHER, STAIRS, GODSHALL, HERMAN. 
SEKAFINI, LEI<, MARSICO, DEMPSEY, GRUPPO, TRELLO. 
GEIST, ALLEN, STERN, BAKER, STISH, CLARK and 
O'BRIEN 

,417 Act amending 'litlss .30 (Fish) and 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for fishing licenses and for 
hunting licenses and fces. 

Referred to Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES, June 28, 
1995. 

No. 1884 By Representatives L. I. COHEN, CHADWICK, 
ARMSTRONG, ROBINSON, JOSEPIIS, RUDY, HABAY, 
YOUNGBLOOD, TRAVAGLIO, STEIL, MELIO, CORPORA, 
RUBLEY, BELAKDI, BATTISTO, STEELMAN, FLEAGLE, 
DiGIROLAMO, CARONE, BARD and MAITLAND 

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 72 
(Taxation and Fiscal Affairs) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, 
forthcr providing for the sale ofujbacco to minors; providing for licensing 
oS cigarette stainping agents, wholesalers and retailers; establishing the 
('igarctte Licensing. Marketing and Yuuth Protection Board and providing 
Ihr its powers and duties; probiding Sor reports, for examination of 
rccords, cqoipmcnt and premises, Sor sales, for advertising, for good faith, 
for admissible ebidence, lor cost survcq, for admissibility, lor remedies, 
for administratiw powers and duties, for violations and Sor inapplicability 
of Lnfair Sales Act: prohibiting sales to minors: and making a repeal. 

Referred to Commtttee on FINANCt, June 28, 1995 

No. 1885 By Representative\ DtGIROLAMO, DRUCF. 
COKRIGAN, DALEY, BELARDI and T R U t  

An .Act amending the act of April 27. 1927 (P.L.465, h'o.299), 
rcfcrrcd to as the Fire and Panic Act. further pruviding for school tobacco 
control; and imposing a penalty. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 28, 1995 

No. 1886 By Representatives BUNT. MAITLAND. SIXMMEL, 
FICI~ITER, HERMAN, NICKOL. HEKSFIEY, ARMSTRONG, 
TRELLO. FARGO, BARLEY, STAIRS, SAYLOR, 
YOUNGBLOOD, MILLER, GODSIIALL, HESS, RUDY, 
HALUSKA and HENNESSEY 
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A n  Act amending the act of June 30, 1981 (P.L.128, No.43). known 

as the Agricultural Area Security Law, further providing for agricultural 
consewation easements. 

Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, June 28, 1995. 

No. 1887 By Representatives WOGAN, BELARDI, 
CORRIGAN, DeLUCA, J. TAYLOR, KENNEY, TRELLO, 
FARGO, FICHTER, STABACK, SEMMEL, GIGLIOTTI, 
BAKkR, COY, DIGIROLAMO, JAROLIN, MARSICO, TRUE, 
STISH, MELIO, MERRY, CORNFLL, BROWNk and CIVERA 

An Act amendinglitlc 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for drug trafficking sentencing 
and penalties; and making a repeal. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 28, 1995 

No. 1888 By Representatives BOSCOLA, KUKOVICII, 
M. N. WRIGHT, COWELL, FAJT, STURLA, DeWEESE, 
MELIO, McCALL, TIGUE, BELFANTI, MANDERINO, 
CORRIGAN, IIALUSKA, CORPORA, CAPPABIANCA, 
SURRA, LEVDANSKY, PETRONE, WOZNIAK, STEELMAN, 
D. R. WKIGI1T. GAMBLE, MIHALICH, LAUGHLIN, 
GRUITZA, STETLER, JAMES, BUXTON, RUDY, DeLUCA, 
YEWCIC, PETRARCA, GORDNEK, MARKOSEK, SANTONI, 
GEORGE, BLAUM, VEON, EVANS, SHANER, SAINATO, 
WALKO, READSHAW, VAN HORNE, COY, MERRY, 
JOSEPHS, TRICII, TRELLO, RICtIARDSON, BISHOP, 
BATTISTO. BELAKDI, CURRY, GIGLIOTTI, MUNDY, 
YOUNGBLOOD, ROONEY, ROBERTS, DERMODY, PESCI, 
HORSEY, LUCYK, RAMOS, TRAVAGLIO, JAROLN,  DALEY 
and COLAFELLA 

An Act establishing a program within the Department of Education to 
providc grants to school districts and area vocational-technical schools for 
the acquisition o l  equipment for the advancement of educational 
programs: and making an appropriation. 

Kel'erred to Co~nmittee on EDUCATION, June 28. 1995 

No. 1889 By Kcprcsentatives BUNT, McGILL, GRUPPO, 
FICHTER, L. I. COHEN, NYCE and DENT 

An Act amending lille 35 (Health and Safety) of the Pennsylvania 
Constrlidated Statutes, l~rtlirr providing for the Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Loan Assistance Prograrn. 

Referred to Comlnttlee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
FMtRGkNCY PRFPAREDNESS June 28, 1995 

No. 1890 By Representatives BUNT, McGILL, CORNELL, 
(;RUPPO, FICIITER, L. I. COHEN and DENT 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.1..6, Nu.?), known as 
the Tax Rcform Code of 1971, further providing fur tangible prrsonal 
property excluded fium the sales and use trrx. 

Referred to Com~ninee on FINANCE, June 28, 1995 
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No. 1891 By Representatives TRUE, MAYERNIK, SCHULER, 
BARLEY, YOUNGBLOOD, OLIVER, LEDERER, PITTS, 
BEBKO-JONES, ZIMMERMAN, ARMSTRONG, 
STRITTMATTER, ROHRER, EGOLF, MANDERINO, 
HORSEY, COWELL, KAISER, WALKO, READSHAW, 
LAUGHLIN, FAJT, STEELMAN, TRELLO and MARKOSEK 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for the definition of "minor"; fwher 
providing for blood alcohol levels of minors in relation to driving under 
the influence; and making an editorial change. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
1995. 

No. 1892 By Representatives CNERA, LAWLESS, ADOLPH, 
KELLEQ ALLEN, KENNEY, O'BRIEN, FLICK, MICOZZIE 
and RAYMOND 

An Act providing for licensure for interior designers 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 28,1995. 

No. 1893 By Representative CAWLEY 

An Act amending the act of June 28, 1967 (P.L.122, No.32), entitled 
"An act authorizing and empowering city treasurers of cities of the second 
class A to sell at public sale, lands or real estate upon which the taxes, 
assessed and levied by the city, are delinquent and unpaid; fixing the 
interests of all taxing authorities where such lands are purchased by the 
city; providing for the distribution of moneys received as income from or 
resale of such lands; and providing for a method of reselling such lands 
purchased, by the city, or by the city at any sale for the nonpayment of 
taxes, free and clear of all mortgages, ground rents, interest in or 
claims against said lands, authorizing an agreement between cities of the 
second crass A purchasing property 2 treasurer's sales and all other tming 
authorities havine an interest in such lands with resoect to the distribution ~~ ~ - 
of rents, income and the proceeds of the resale of such lands," authorizing 
certain county treasurers to publicly sell propem upon which taxes have 
not been paid and have become delinquent. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 28, 
1995. 
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No. 1896 By Representatives BAKER, GEIST, GODSHALL, 
SATHER, STISH, PITTS, HESS, MAJOR, STERN and FARGO 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for a special registration plate for w 
members of the Civilian Conservation Corps. 

I Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 

No. 1897 By Representatives B. SMITH, GEIST, NAILOR and 
VANCE 

An Act designating a section of S.R.1018, York County, as the 
3 

Normandy Memorial Drive. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
1995. 

a 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 1 
following bills for concurrence: 

( Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 28, 1995. 

I Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 28, 1995 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, June 28, 
1995. 

I Referred to Committee on INSURANCE. June 28. I995 

An Act regulating government agency purchases from corporations 
conducting business in Northern Ireland. SB 776, PN 1313 

No. 1894 By Representatives CAWLEY, TIGUE, 
CAPPABIANCA3 O'BRIEN' CORRIGAN' KELLER3 
McGEEHAN and SCRIMENTI 

SB 771, PN 1318 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, June 28, 
1995. 

No. 1895 By Representative MAYERNIK 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, June 28, 
1995. 

1 Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT. June 28. 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 28, 1995, 

SB 879, PN 935 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 28,1995. I Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 28,1995. 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing a credit against personal income 
tax for persons who serve as jurors. 

1995. 

SB 1009, PN 1198 
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SB 1028, PN 1127 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 28, 1995. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILLS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, b e ~ n g  introduced, returned HB 1783, 
PN 2144; HB 1786, PN 2147; HB 1787, PN 2148; HB 1788, 
PN 2149; HB 1789, PN 2150; HB 1790, PN 2151; HB 1792, 
PN 2153; HB 1793, PN 2154; HB 1794, PN 2155; HB 1795, 
PN 2156; HB 1796, PN 2157; HB 1797, PN 2158; HB 1798, 
PN 2159; HB 1800, PN 2161; HB 1803, PN 2164; HB 1804, 
PN 2165. HB 1805, PN 2166; HB 1806, PN 2167; HB 1807, 
PN 2168; HB 1808, PN 2169; HB 1809, PN 2170; HB 1810, 
PN 2171; HB 1811, PN 2172; HB 1812, PN 2173; HB 1813, 
PN 2174; HB 1814, PN 2175; HB 1816, PN 2177; HB 1818, 
PN 2179; and HB 1819, PN 2180, w ~ t h  mfomation that the Senate 
has passed the same without amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE A N D  

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 1817, 
PN 2309, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bills numbered and entitled a s  follows having been prepared 
for presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the 
titles were publicly read as follows: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Fox Chase Institute for 
Cancer Research, Philadelphia, for the operation and maintenance of the 
cancer research program. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania for cardiovascular studies. 

An Act making an appropriation to St. Francis Hospital, Pittsburgh. 

An Act making appropriations to St. Christopher's Hospital, 
Philadelphia. 

HB 1789, PN 2150 

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Clefl Palate. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Clefl Palate 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Jefferson Medical 
College and Hospital of Philadelphia for a comprehensive program 
relating to Tay-Sachs disease. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Rehabilitation Institute of 
Pittsburgh. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the University 
of Pennsylvania for the general maintenance and operation of the 
University of Pennsylvania Museum. 

An Act making an appropriation to The Camegie for the 
Camegie Museum of Natural History and the Camegie Science Center. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Franklin Institute 
Science Museum. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Academy of Natural Sciences. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of the Philadelphia 
Civic Center for maintenance and the purchase of apparatus, supplies and 
equipment. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Mercer Museum in 
Doylestown, Pennsylvania. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Arsenal Family and 
Children's Center. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College of 
Podiahic Medicine, Philadelphia. 
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HB 1806, PN 2167 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College 
of Optometly, Philadelphia. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Williamson Free School of 
Mechanical Trades in Delaware County. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson Technical Institute of 
Scranton. 

An Act making an appropriation to the University of the Arts, 
Philadelphia. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Drexel University, 
Philadelphia. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia College of 
Osteopathic Medicine, Philadelphia. 

An Act making appropriations to the Thomas Jefferson University, 
Philadelphia. 

An Act making appropriations to the Hahnemann University, 
Philadelphia. 

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the Berean Training 
and Industrial School at Philadelphia. 

A Supplement to the act of November 30, 1965 (P.L.843, No.359, 
entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation of 
Temple University as an instrumentality of  the Commonwealth to serve 
as a State-related university in the higher education system of the 
Commonwealth; providing for change of name; providing for the 
composition of the board of trustees; * * * providing for the auditing of 
accounts of expenditures from said appropriations; authorizing the 
issuance of  bonds exempt from tamtion within the Commonwealth; 
requiring the President to make an annual report of the operations of 
Temple University," making appropriations for carrying the same into 
effect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; and 
providing a method of accounting for the funds appropriated and for 
certain tiscal information disclosure. 

TRNAL - HOUSE JUNE 28 
HB 1818, PN 2179 

A Supplement to the act of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp.Sess., P.L.87,  NO.^), 
entitled "An act providing for the establishment and operation of the 
University of Pittsburgh as an instrumentality of the Co~nmonwealth to 
serve as a State-related university in the higher education system of the 
Commonwealth; providing for change of name; providing ibr the 
composition of the board of trustees; terms of trusters, and the power and 
duties of such trustees; authorizing appropriations in amaunts to he fixed 
annually by the General Assembly; providing for the auditins of accounts 
of expenditures from said appropriations; providing for public support and 
capital improvements; authorizing the issuance of bonds exempt from 
taxation within the Commonwealth; requiring the chancellor to make an 
annual repon of the operations of the University of Pittsburgh," making 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect; providing for a basis for w 
payments of such appropriations; and providing a method of accounting 
for the funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

A Supplement to the act of July 7, 1972 (P.L.743, No.176), entitled " 
"An act providing for the establishment and operation of 
Lincoln University as an instrumentality of the Com~nonwealth to serve 
as a State-related institution in the higher education systnn of thc 
Commonwealth; providing for change of name: providing for the r 

composition of the hoard of trustees; tenns of trustees, and the power and 
duties of such trustees; providing for preference to Pennsylvania residents 
in tuition; authorizing appropriations in amounts to be fixed annually by 
the General Assembly; providing for the auditing of accounts of 
expenditures from said appropriations: * * * requiring the President to 
make an annual report of the operations of Lincoln University," making 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect; providing for a basis for 
payments of such appropriations; and providing a method of accounting 
for the funds appropriated and for certain tiscal information disclosure. 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
n 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing For the offense of possessing 
instruments of crime, for aggravated assault and for cruelty to animals. 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of  the House, signed 
the same. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

T h e  SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip, who 
asks that we  turn to  leaves of  absence. 1 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, who  asks that the 
gentleman, Mr. LEH, he placed on  leave. Without objection, the 
gentleman, Mr. Leh, is placed on leave. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

T h e  SPEAKER.  The House has ye1 to take its rnastcr roll call. 
It will take it at this time. The members will proceed to vote. w 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Adolph 
Alien 
Argall 
Arnislrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Rallirto 
Bcbko-.lonss 
Rclardi 
Belfanti 
Rirmslin 
Hishnp 
Hlaiinl 
Hascola 
Hoyes 
Brown 
Browns 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Caronc 
Cawley 
Chad*ick 
Circra 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I .  
Cohen, M. 
Colafeila 
Colaiuo 
Canti 
Corncll 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cuucil 
Coy 
Cur? 
Dale: 
DeLuca 
1)empsey 
Dent 
Dercnody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolarno 
Donatucci 
Dlucz 
Durham 

Leh 

Kudy 

Egolf Lynch 
tvws Maitland 
Fairchild Major 
rdjt Manderino 
I'argo Markosek 
Fmn1er Marsicu 
teesc Masland 
Fichter Mayrrnik 
Fleagle McCall 
Flick McGrrhan 
Gamble McGiil 
Gannon Melio 
Geist Merty 
George Michlovic 
Gigliuni Micouie 
Gladcck Mihalich 
Godshall Miller 
Gardner Mundy 
Ciruilza Nailor 
GNPPO Nickol 
Habay Nyce 
Hvluska O'Bricn 
I4annu Olasz 
I larkan Oliver 
Hasay Perrel 
Hennessey Pesci 
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LEAVES CANCELED-I 

BlLL ON CONCURRENCE REPORTED 
FROM RULES COMMITTEE 

HB 2, PN 2310 (Amended) By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 21), known 
as the Public Welfare Code, providing for a job training program, for 
Federal funds for legal services; prohibiting leases for use of a premises 
in Philadelphia for operating a financial exchange office; restricting leases 
involving the Embreeville Center; further providing for administration of 
assistance, for the workfare program, for a program for identification of 
assistance recipients, for eligibility for assistance and fbr determination 
of need; prohibiting duplicate payments and providing for expedited 
authorization; further providing for medical need determinations and for 
relatives' responsibility for medical assistance; providing for penalties for 
failure to appear at criminal proceedings; and further providing for 
employment incentive payments and for repayment from probate estates. 

RULES 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 

BlLL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS AS AMENDED 

T h e  House proceeded to  consideration o f  concurrence in  
Senate  amendments to the following HB 2, PN 2310, as futher 
amended by the House Rules Committee: 

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 21), known 
as the Public Welfare Code, providing for a job training program, for 
Federal funds for legal services; prohibiting leases for use of a premises 
in Philadelphia for operating a financial exchange office; restricting leases 
involving the Embreevillr Center; further providing for administration of 
assistance, for the workfare program, for a program for identification of 
assistance recipients, for eligibility for assistance and for determination 
of need; prohibiting duplicate payments and providing for expedited 
authorization; further providing for medical need determinations and for 
relatives' responsibility for medical assistance; providing for penalties for 
failurc to appear at criminal proceedings; and further providing for 
employment incentive payments and for repayment from probate estates. 

O n  the question, 
Will the  House concur in Senate amendments a s  amended by 

the Rules Committee? 

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

Mr.  RICHARDSON. Thank you  very much, Mr.  Speaker. 
Mr .  Speaker, I think this is a very serious issue, and I would 

hope that w e  would get some type of order in  the House so  that 
whi le  w e  are  getting ready t o  debate this issue, w e  could have 
some  quiet. 

The SPEAKER. The  gentleman, Mr.  Richardson, has very 
properly requested order. 

Would the conference to the right of the gentleman, 
Mr. Richardson, please break up. Will the Sergeant at Arms please 
ask the various conferees behind the rail t o  disband. 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The conference in the center aisle will please break up. 
Conferences in the center aisle, please break up. 

The gentleman may proceed. - 
I Mr. Soeaker. 2 davs aeo 1 called on the Governor of 

If it is nonconcurred in, it goes back to the Senate. If it is 
concurred in, it still goes back to the Senate because of the 
amendments that were inserted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you vely much, Mr. Speaker. - 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to first raise a 

point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 

parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. In calling up HB 2, it was indicated that 

we are voting on amendments inserted by the Senate. Since the 
Rules Committee met today and inserted House amendments to 
HB 2, what is the present procedure that one would follow with 
respect to actual passage of HB 2 on concurrence? 

If we voted to concur in the Senate amendments and then 
House amendments as was amended by the House, what would 
then be the Speaker's call or charge to the members of this House 
as to concurring or nonconcurring, and what status would that put 
the bill in? 

And again, it is still kind of noisy. I think this is a major issue, 
Mr. Speaker, and maybe other people are not concerned about poor 
people in Pennsylvania, hut I certainly am, and I think that this 
requires a lot of attention on behalf of members, and I still think 
there is a lot of noise here in this House that I cannot even hear 
myself ask you the question. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman's question is does this bill, 
assuming that the hill- The House will please come to order. The 
House will please come to order. 

If the gentleman's question is should this House vote in the 
affirmative by more than 102 votes, will this bill then go back to 
the Senate for M h e r  consideration by the Senate, the answer is 
yes. It would go back to the Senate for concurrence in the 
amendments inserted by the House. 

I believe that is the question that the gentleman asked. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, that is partly correct. I am 

trying to get the status of both sides of the question. 
In other words, if the amendments inserted by the 

Rules Committee are to the Senate amendments, then would this 
House vote in favor of concurring with those amendments as well 
as as amended and be sent hack to the Senate? Then that would 
mean that further action would have to be taken by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. If this House voted to nonconcur in both 

the amendments inserted by the House or that came from the 
Senate, then what would the status then of the bill be if they 
nonconcur ? 

The SPEAKER. The hill would go hack to the Senate, and 
because it contained our amendments, they would necessarily have 
to insist on their amendments, at which point the hill would go into 
a conference committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So either way, Mr. Speaker, the action 
taken today by the members of this House, this bill would 
eventually have to wind up going hack to the Senate unless some 
other action was taken? 

The SPEAKER. I am not sure what the gentleman is referring 
to by "some other action." 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 do not know what the House may do, 
and since that is up to the House, I could not speak on that, but- 

The SPEAKER. No, and I cannot answer it when you say by 
"some other action," hut, I mean, I have given you an answer. 

< - 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the members of the 
Republican Party, the members of the Democratic Party, to in fact 
delay HB 2. 1 felt that there was a need to call for a summit, a 
summit that would allow us the opportunity to really develop the 
real issues as they relate to this hill and carefully deliberate and 
examine what the members of this House will have done with 
respect to HB 2. 

The reason 1 am calling for a summit, Mr. Speaker, is because 
1 

before any action should be taken on HB 2, we need the benefit of 
an open and candid discourse unfettered by political ideologies and 
with all sides involved. It would he irresponsible government and 
an abandonment of the trust and faith bestowed upon us by our 
constituents if we did not do so. Unless this body wants to leap 
blindly, we must take pause before we issue a life sentence on the n 

poor, on our children, on our sick, and our disabled. 
HB 2 will wreak havoc in the lives of thousands of people in 

this Commonwealth. The changes embodied in IIB 2 today alone 
do not allow us the opportunity at all to be able to weigh and 
measure where we are with respect to what the House amendments 
actually did with this hill, let alone the amendments that have been 
inserted by the Senate to HB 2. We believe that this bill at this 
present time strips away the fragile safety net for the poor and 
leaves in its place a tattered and destroyed life. 

I have tried vely hard to figure out what is the mood of this 
Commonwealth as it relates to this bill, but I know without 
question the danger that is going to he actually embraced by many 
individuals who believe that they are doing the right thing at this 
moment on HB 2. It sounds great. It sounds like we have done a 
great job in being able to determine that we want to do something 
on welfare reform. But, Mr. Speaker, I implore each and every 
member here today to realize that on this issue, we have not really 
ever examined the ramifications of what HB 2 will mean to our 
citizens here in the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania. 

There is no question in my mind that with respect to this issue 
at this particular time, that we are going to create a devastation that 
you have never seen before in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
and it is impacting directly on many of your constituents as we 
stand and speak here today. 

We never got a chance to see this bill. When it was introduced 
on January 19, it was not in print. When we voted it out of 
committee on January 23, it was that day that we saw it in print. It 
was voted out of committee and brought before this House of 
Representatives and then voted on without even an opportunity to 
even have public input. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I have been here a long time, but I have 
always prided the fact that this was a body of government that 
allowed us and afforded us the oppormnity to be able to debate 
issues in a thorough and open manner that would allow us to he 
able to put our positions - rightly or wrongly; good, bad, or 
indifferent - on the table so that there could be an absolute J 

discussion that would result in a positive direction on behalf of the 
citizens of this Commonwealth. 

HB 2 does not do that, Mr. Speaker, and when we examine all 
of the ramifications that could exist as a result of this bill, we find 
that we are hurting children. While we say we are going atter one 
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aspect of transitionally needy, there are a numher of children that 
are affected by this bill that would be taken off and harm would be 
given to those individuals. We also have individual disabled 
persons who will not be covered now because of this legislation, 
and that when we look at the transitionally needy category from 
18 to 64, we find ourselves in the position of saying that we are 
going after the most sick ofthe sick and the most poor of the poor 
in order to be able to satisfy our own personal whims. 

Many of these individuals come from your legislative districts 
who were former workers in mine areas, in the steel mill areas, in 
other job-related areas where they worked for 25 or 30 years. They 
have had a strong indication that they not only want to work but 
they worked all their lives, and because there has been a change in 
the economy. because there has been a change in the overall mood 
of the country, a numher of those particular jobs have left this area 
completely, leaving individuals in a situation where they have had 
to defend how they were going to take care of their families. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 do not understand the rush. There is no need to 
rush HB 2 today. There is nothing that is in the wings on this 
so-called last day or the next to the last day or next to the last day's 
day of session, being June 30, that we have to rush HB 2, and I 
believe that it would he in the best interests of all of us in this 
debate on this issue that we not try to prolong an issue and stay 
here all night on an issue that really does not require us to have to 
get into this battle. 

The budget has already been passed. You have already given 
tax breaks to those businesses that you wanted to take care of. You 
have done a numher of crime bills that have impacted directly on 
this Commonwealth's individual citizens. It is going to have a 
definite impact on HB 2. So to weigh all of those particular 
interests would seem to me that we would be doing everything we 
possibly could in order to try to see whether or not we could 
examine the real ramiiications. 

We have an opportunity today, Mr. Speaker, to demonstrate 
either our compassion or our contempt for the poor. T hope that this 
body does not see themselves as an individual grouping of 
individuals that have a basic contemptuous attitude against the poor 
without realizing the real impact of what this means to the citizens 
of this Commonwealth. Mr. Speaker, we can push them into 
punitive and mean-spirited measures or we can halt this tidal wave 
of oppression which promises to exact mass destruction in the lives 
of so many. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am certain most of my colleagues have not had 
the time to fairly digest the proposals contained in HB 2, not only 
the amendments that were inserted today, just an hour ago, hut the 
fact that the bill right now, as we are waiting for it to be in print, is 
not clearly defined for us as to what really does this bill do, and it 
seems to me that when we talk about a number of areas of issues 
of concern, that we have to examine the fact that there are a 
number of people that are going to be devastated by what is taking 
place here today. 

Mr. Speaker, this should come as no surprise to anyone. Since 
there has been no public comment on HB 2 yet from the House 
side, this stands in stark contrast given the speed at which this 
legislation has moved. Legislation as important as this which 
should be subject to meaningful deliberation was voted on all 
within 1 week and without the opportunity for public input. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So why are we now rushing to move 
HB 2 ?  Mr. Speaker, it does not make any sense, and 1 therefore 
would like to offer a motion, Mr. Speaker, to place us in a position 
of being able to realize what it is that we are actually doing. 

Many of our members have not read it; they cannot say that 
they have read it. Many of our members have not had a chance to 
even check with their constituents to see how this would impact on 
them. 

Certainly over the summer would give us an opportunity to 
weigh eiactly where we really are and how each district would in 
fact impact on the passage of HB 2. It would also allow us the 
opportunity to be able to see whether or not we can save and put 
together a survival kit, a su~vival network for people so they do not 
wind up in a situation and a position of not realizing and 
understanding that we really care about poor people in 
Pennsy lvania. 

To talk about a $26-million savings and to feel that we are 
doing something that is positive to change certainly befuddles the 
mind and any imaginable thinking that we have. If we are really 
concerned, we would take the time and the interest to he able to 
examine the fact that the hurt that is going to be felt by citizens in 
this Commonwealth, including many of you and your parents and 
your loved ones, that it does not make sense to pass HB 2 in its 
present form. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to move to table HB 2 at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The question before the House is the motion of the gentleman, 

Mr. Richardson, to table HB 2. This is not a debatable motion. 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Itkin. 
Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I made a similar motion today on 

HB 2 in the Rules Committee. We have been exposed for the 
first time to an omnibus amendment that was added in the 
Rules Committee. The Senate apparently made very substantial 
changes to the bill as it left the House. There is a lot of confusion 
as to what exactly is in there, in this bill. It is obvious that the bill 
itself talks about requesting waivers from the Federal Government 
that may or may not be granted. The Federal Government may not 
act on this until the fall. I mean, why would we now, in the waning 
hours of the spring term, go ahead and pass so quickly such 
dramatic changes in our Welfare Code? 

It seems most prudent for us to put the bill on the table and to 
have a fair exchange of ideas. It was pointed out in the 
Rules Committee during the discussion on this bill that we have 
held not one public hearing from the House on this measure, and 
that to take such smdent action on our part, certainly we should not 
do that without holding at least one or a few hearings on the matter 
and allow the puhlic to speak. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge everybody on this House floor, 
especially the ones on my side of the aisle, to support 
Mr. Richardson's motion to table. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, HB 2, with a few minor changes, is basically the 

bill that we passed in this General Assembly by I believe it was 
158 votes back on January 26, 1995. These issues have been 
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I.ch Rudy 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

On the questlon recurring, 

Will the l louse concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 

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

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Allow me to share with you what the Senate did to the bill. 
When the bill left this chamber with approximately 

150 members supporting its passage, we had a job training 
pilot program contained in the hill. The Scnate pulled that 
job training pilot program out of the bill. That provision was put 
back in the hill in Rules Committee. 

When the bill Left the tiouse, it had in it a provision for 
parental responsibility. The Senate removed that provision. In 
Rules Co~nmittee that provision for parental responsibility was 
placed back in the bill. 

The Senate removed the electronic benefits transfer provision, 
and that is no longer in the bill. 

The Senate removed the medical assistance privatization 
program, which was a pilot program, and that is not in the bill. 

The Senate deleted the requirement that medical assistance 
applicants liquidate their pension funds as a condition of eligibility. 
That provision is not in the bill. 

The Senate deleted the provision that workfare participants 
he considered employees of the Commonwealth for 
workers' compensation purposes. That provision is not in the bill. 

The Senate deleted the study of transportation needs of 
recipients. That is not in the bill. 

The Scnate deleted the tax credit for employers who hire 
welfare recipients. That is not in the bill. 

The Senate deleted the provision regarding an increase in 
vehicle equity value. That is not in the bill. 

The Scnate deleted the provision eliminating the chronically 
nccdy status for pregnant women. That is not in. That means 
pregnant women will receive year-round benefits. 

The Senatc changed the transitionally needy category. The 
version when it left the House referred to 18- to 25-year-olds. The 
Senate adopted the version that it would eliminate all transitionally 
needy. which is whet the Governor proposed in his budget address. 

When the hill left the House, there was a finger photo ID 
pilot program. In the Senate they authorized the department 
to implcment a statewide finger photo ID program where 
cost-efficient and where it would eliminate fraud. 

Thc Scnate inserted a legal services provision that expands hou 
Federal legal services funds can he spent for the tiscal year 
1995-96. 

With respect to the medical assistance eligibility requirement, 
the Senatc would require individuals who apply for medical 
assistance to cooperate with the department in establishing 
paternity and pursuing a child support order. That is a new 
provision. 

They revised the medical assistance estate recovery program. 
The Senate proposal would change current law to eliminate 
liability of buyers who are unaware of unpaid medical assistance 
claims against the seller. 

And the Senate inserted language which would authorize DPW 
(Department of Public Welfare) to promulgate final omitted 
regulations regarding implementing the medical assistance 
cost-containment savings proposed in Governor Ridge's budget. 

Mr. Speaker, those are the changes. Essentially what was done 
in Rules Committee was to restore provisions that approximately 
160 members of this chamber felt were important when we passed 
welfare reform legislation HE 2 back after 2 days of debate and 
after considering over 40 amendments. Mr. Speaker, we did in 
Rules Committee what we believed the members, the majority of 
the members, the overwhelming majority of the members, felt 
should be done. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Lloyd, from Somerset. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman pointed out, when this bill left 

the House of Representatives, it had eliminated general assistance 
transitionally needy for those people between the ages of 18 and 
25, and what that meant was that there were 2 months' in 2 years 
worth of henefits, and this House said that that was not proper and 
that those people should not get any benefits, cash benefits, at all. 
What the Senate did, however, was to go far beyond that. What the 
Senate did, Mr. Speaker, was to say that we do not care how old 
you are and we do not care what your circumstances are and we do 
not care that you cannot find a job and we do not care that you 
cannot pay your bills and we do not care how many years you 
might have worked and paid taxes to support other people on 
assistance, we do not care about that; if you find yourself in a 
situation in which you do not have dependent children and you do 
not have a physical or mental disability, you will not receive cash 
henefits in this State. That is what is in the Senate hill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you can make the argument with regard to 
people between the ages of 18 and 25 that they are more likely to 
be employable and that 2 months in 2 years is really nothing more 
than an emergency grant and that we ought not make that 
automatic, but that argument really falls flat when you are talking 
about somebody who is 55 years old who has not worked because 
the mill closed or because the mine closed or who has not worked 
because the garment factory closed and who no longer qualifies for 
unemployment compensation and no longer qualifies for the TRA 
(trade readjustment assistance) program or any of those other 
Federal benefit programs and who is, generally speaking, not 
employable, especially in areas like  nine where the unemployment 
rate has been at or near double digits for years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my question is, what is going to happen to 
those people? What is going to happen if the Federal Government 
carries forward with its proposal to eliminate the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program, and what is going to happen to 
that 55-year-old woman who is dependent upon herself, who used 
to work in the garment factory, whose furnace breaks down next 
winter, and who today could qualify for crisis intervention money 
from the department throu& the LIHEAP program and a year from 
now may not have that progvdrn at all, and who cannot qualify for 
cash assistance, if this hill passes, notwithstanding the fact that she 
has worked most of her adult life'? What is going to happen to the 
person who loses his unemployment compensation check or who 
loses or has stolen his workers' compensation check and reports it 
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. . 
about $350 in 2 years. We are saying thatnotwithstanding the fact 
that most of these older people are not employable, we are saying 
that that is okay; somehow they will be taken care of. I hope that 
is right, but I think that is wrongheaded public policy. 

Mr. Speaker, when this bill left the House, it had a provision in 
it to try to make the workfare program more attractive. Everybody 
in here voted for Representative Tigue's amendment to say that the 
State was eoine to assume the workers' compensation 

to the police and they are trying to find it for him and trying to 
prosecute somebody for it but he has no money? What is going to 
happen to the person whose stove or refrigerator malfunctions and 
needs to be replaced who cannot get a job? What is going to 
happen to that person? And what is going to happen to the person 
who, because of a fire or because of theft, has his clothing stolen? 
What is going to happen to that person? 

Well, the answer under this bill is charity, because this bill says 
that that person may not qualify for cash benefits, and those cash 
benefits, by the way, are the lavish about $205, which is the norm 
across the State per month, so what we are talking about is about 
$410 in 2 vears, and what we are talking about in my district is 

-~~ ~ - - 
responsibilities for local governments which take people in the 
workfare program, and everyone in here who has ever talked to his 
local government officials about why they do not participate more 
often in workfare has heard that, well, this guy is going to get a bad 
back and he is going to submit a claim and we do not want to be on 
the hook for that. If we really want the workfare program to be 
successful, we need to have the Tigue amendment back in this bill, 
and the Senate removed that amendment. 

Two years ago, Mr. Speaker, we passed a law which said that 
under the Pennsylvania Conservation Corps, in filling the slots for 
however many projects we have, priority was going to be given to 
people who were on general assistance in the transitionally needy 
category. Well, this legislation essentially eviscerates that priority 
because there are not going to be any people who are between the 
ages of 18 and 25 who qualify for general assistance and who are 
able-bodied. Mr. Speaker, that seems to me also to be 
wrongheaded policy. What we ought to be doing is providing a job 
for those people, and when they do not show up, if they do not, 
then we ought to throw them off benefits entirely, and I agree with 
that, but we should not simply assume that in counties with high 
unemployment rates that all of these folks are going to find jobs. 

In my county the PCC program has been very, very successful, 
and most of the people who have been on that program are people 
who come &om welfare families, and when they have been done, 
they have gone away very often with a GED (general educational 
development), with job training, with recommendations, and with 
great skills at carpentry or other kinds of work with regard to 
construction, and that is the kind of program that is designed to 
make those people productive citizens and make sure that they do 
not and their children do not fall onto the welfare rolls in the 

under the PCC program to those citizens who would have qualified 
for general assistance but for what we are going to do here tonight, 
so that we could get those people into the PCC progam and tly to 
get them gainhlly employed. 

1 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the only way that that amendment 
can be considered is to suspend the rules, and so at this point, 
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
offering amendment A4533. 

future. 
Mr. Speaker, this hill does not address those problems. This bill 

is welfare reform simply by saying, "Ah, we need to save 
X amount of money. Who can we cut off the rolls to save that 
amount of money? Let's cut them off. We don't care what the 
circumstances are. Let them fend for themselves." 

Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to try to fix that problem. I 
circulated a memorandum to members several days ago with an 
amendment, and, Mr. Speaker, that amendment would establish an 
emergency assistance grant program, which would be very limited 
in scope. Mr. Speaker, that amendment would also give a priority 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. Prior to putting the question, the Chair returns 
to leaves of absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Barley, 
who requests that the gentleman, Mr. Leh, be removed from the 
leave of absence list. Without objection, the gentleman is removed 
&om the list. 

t 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is a motion to I 

suspend the rules to permit the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, to offer 
amendment A4533. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if, with the delegation from the 

floor leader, we are going to have the latitude that we had on other 
bills- 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 1 assume that the 
gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, waives his rights, as seems to be 
customary, and gives you his floor time. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just to vely briefly describe this amendment, if 

the complaint is that giving people an, quote, "automatic right" to 
a 

welfare 2 months in a 2-year period of time, if that is the problem, 
my amendment fixes that problem, because it says that you get 
1 month maximum in a 2-year period of time and you get it only if 
you are actually in an emergency situation. 

Emergency situations are, for example, to avoid a utility 
shutoff, if you have had a stolen or lost UC or WC check, if you 
cannot buy food, if you need appliance repair, if your clothing has 
been stolen or destroyed. The Department of Public Welfare will y 
have the regulations for this, and this is essentially paralleling a 
program which existed when we used to have a double-dip when 
you could get emergency assistance and also get cash grants. 
Mr. Speaker, you have to, in order to qualify for this, be able to 
demonstrate that you do not have any other financial resources 
which can pay these bills. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment also contains a Cyear sunset 
provision, so that this is not a permanent commitment to what 
someone undoubtedly will say is a wrongheaded idea. This is an J 
effort to say, let us split the difference on this. If we are going to 
eliminate the automatic entitlement, then let us at least have a 
situation in which someone who really is in an extreme situation 
can get some assistance, and let us say that we are going to 
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terminate that in 4 years unless all of us in this chamber vote to 
continue it. 

Mr. Spcaker, the amendment also says that a priority will be 
given in the PCC program, not creating more slots, but in the slots 
which are available, that priority will be given to the people who 
are being excluded tiom the transitionally needy program by 
HB 2. In order to pay for these two things, Mr. Speaker, the 
amendment provides $5  million as a nonlapsing appropriation 
which would go toward the emergency grants and $5 million as a 
nonlapsing appropriation to go toward the creation of additional 
PCC slots. 

Mr. Speaker, the intent of this amendment is to pay for that out 
of the savings to be achieved in this bill, and the interesting thing 
is, if you read the newspaper, I think it was yesterday morning, 
Senator Peterson, the sponsor of the amendments in the Senate, 
indicated that this bill would save more money than it had been 
touted as saving because there had been no effort made to measure 
the savings which would come from the fingerprinting and then, 
since then, some of the an~endments which have been put back into 
the bill, based on the family cap and a further step beyond the 
family cap that would not have been in this bill previously when 
the fiscal note was prepared. 

So, Mr. Speaker, 1 think this is a reasonable attempt to 
comprolnise to take care of those people who really are in 
extremity, and I would urge that we support the motion to suspend 
the rules. 

FORMER MEMBER WELCOMED 

The SPEAKER. Prior to recognizing the Republican leader, I 
would like to take this moment to introduce or reintroduce, as the 
case may be, a former member of this House, Charlie Nahill of 
Montgomery County, who is standing in the rear of the House. 
Now, Sergeant at Arms, clear the area behind the rail. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

recollection of the Chair, however, that - and I was here when this 
started and I am sure some of you were - that the rule that says that 
motions to suspend are not debatable was loosened up a little bit to 
allow the floor leaders some time to explain generally what was 
going to take place, and the usual practice was that several minutes 
were allowed to each of the floor leaders to say, the rules are 
suspended so that an amendment can be offered and the sense of 
the amendment is to do whatever it might be, and it was a short 
procedure. 

I believe at this time we are beginning to abuse it. Now, 1 am 
asking you to please shorten this from a full-blown debate to what 
was originally intended when this latitude was given. The rule says 
it is not debatable, and it is as a matter of courtesy that we have 
given floor leaders a short period of time to describe the reason for 
wanting the suspension. 

So with that caveat, I recognize a Republican and ask him to 
keep his remarks within the confines that 1 have just described. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I will be brief. 
The motion to suspend the rules to incorporate the proposed 

amendment into the bill I believe does nothing more than to create 
a new entitlement program within the department, and our numbers 
indicate that it will increase the cost of the welfare progam by a 
figure of as much as $60 million. 

So based on that, I would encourage a "no" vote on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. LLOYD. Parliamentruy inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if we are going to have some 

latitude for people - and, Mr. Speaker, when the Chair was the 
leader on the other side at one time, he did this to me in debate and 
I did not like it then and do not like it now - if we are going to get - . .  
into the question of what a fiscal note does or does not say, is it 
proper to interrogate the person who makes that statement to get 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is also pleased to welcome to 
the hall of the House, as guest pages of the Speaker, Julie and 
Erin Sharbaugh, who are here today a3 guest pages. I do not know 
if they are still here. Yes; here they are, right here. Please stand up, 
Julie and Erin. 

And Mosey Endsley is here today as a guest page both of mine 
and of her sponsoring member, Representative Piccola. Mosey, 
would you please rise. 

Representative Anthony Williams has a guest here on the tloor. 
Camisha Canty is here today as his guest. She is a high school 
senior doing a summer internship at the Philadelphia district office 
of  Representative Williams, here to the lei? of the Speaker. Very 
good. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, has waived his 
time in favor of the majority whip. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the motion to suspend the rules, I would- 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a moment. 
For the benefit principally of the leaders, I have asked the 

Parliamentarian to look into some of our prior decisions. It is the 

the entire matter on the record? 
The SPEAKER. I did something to annoy you, Mr. Lloyd? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes, you did, Mr. Speaker. 
It was a long time ago, but I still remember. 
The SPEAKER. Do you want that remark stricken fiom the 

record at this time? 
Ordinarily, it is certainly permissible to interrogate with respect 

to that; yes. I do not believe, however, that on a nondebatable 
issue, that this is a proper time for interrogation. I guess I would, 
withcaution, say 1 will play it by ear. 

If you could give me a better factual situation, perhaps 1 could 
give you an answer, a better answer. 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, my concern - and 1 think we know what 
the outcome is going to be here - but it just does bother me, 
Mr. Speaker. 1 mean, I am looking at a fiscal note which says some 
things that 1 think make assumptions which are highly debatable. 
I do not quibble with, if you make those assumptions, these are the 
results, but it strikes me that when we get into, in responding to 
why we should not do something, using those issues without the 
other side's being able to respond to that, that that does create a 
matter of unfairness. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 will drop the parliamentary inquily. I am 
satisfied that I have made the point. I think that the gentleman's 
comments overstate the cost of the amendment. Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER. By way of further comment, 1 think it is 

perfectly proper on final passage or, in this case, on concurrence 
that you can interrogate on the question. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is okay, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. But here we are talking now about suspension 

of the rules. 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes. I think that probably is a correct ruling, and 

I will abide by that. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I will make sure that that is in the record. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-95 

Banisto Danarucci Manderino Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jones Evans Markosek Shaner 
Belardi Fajt McCall Staback 
Belfanti Gamble Melio Steelman 
B i s h o ~  G e o r ~ e  Michlovic Stetler 
Blaum Gigli%ti Mihalich Sturla 
Boscola Gordner Mundy Surra 
Buaon Gruilm Olasr Tangreni 
Caltaeirone Haluska Oliver Thomas - 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizza 
Corpara 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
cuny 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkavitr 
Carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Conti 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 

H m a  
Horsey 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
I.aGroUa 
Laughlin 
Lescavitr 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
G m o n  
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 

G ~ P P ~  
Habay 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Krebs 
Lawlrrs 

Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robcns 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rwney 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Merry 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Plans 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 

Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washinglon 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yeucic 
Youngblood 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sheehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stish 
Stiittmatter 
Taylor, E. 2 .  
Taylor, I. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmerman 
z u g  

Durham Lederer Ruble) Ryan, 
Lgolf I.eh Sather Speaker 
Fairchild 

NOT VOTMG-O * 
EXCUSED-I 

Rudy 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the afirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. I 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman froin 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Evans. P 

M r  EVANS. Thank votl. Mr. Sneakrr~ . ... - . . .~ - ~ ~ , ..~, ~ -~ - r  ~ . . ~ ~ . ~ .  

Mr. Speaker, I would like to just take a little time and comment 
on something the majority leader said earlier, as well a7 Mr. Flick, , 
relating to that there really had not been substantive changes made 
in HB 2. 

HB 2, Mr. Speaker, when it went over to the Senate, there here 
a number of areas that the Senate saw fit not to provide in this 
particular hill. In this particular bill, Mr. Speaker, they have, 
as has been indicated, a :-year pilot program. The Senate saw fit, 
Mr. Speaker, not to have that 3-year pilot program. The Senate saw 
fit to basically say that all recipients must participate in a 
job training program and they deleted a new program. The Senate 
fundamentally said that there was no need to create a brand-new 
program. 

Number two, the Scnate also indicated that the pilot 
fingerimaging program should be at the Governor's discretion to 
DPW. Under HB 2 that passed, it was indicated that it should be 
something that is statewide. 

Number three, the Senate removed the language for a family 
cap. There will be some members on our side who will speak to " 

that issue later, but obviously, the Senate saw fit not to have that 
family cap in there, and that should be stated. 

So three things I saw - the Senate basically said that they did 
not need the :-year pilot program because there was no need to 
have a new job program; secondly, the Senate basically said let us 
not do fingerprinting statewide, let us do it on a pilot basis; and 
number three, let us not have the family cap. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the Senate saw fit- 
w 

There are some other items that came back on this issue, and, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the opportunity to interrogate the 
prime sponsor of this bill, Mr. Flick, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, will stand for 
interrogation. You may begin. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I just stated three items specifically 
that the Senate saw fit to take out - the 3-year pilot program, the 
statewide fingerimaging program, and the newborn excluded for 
cash benefits paid to families. Can you tell this I-louse in a vety 
specific way, the first thing, why is it that we need a :-year pilot 
program when we have large numbers ofjob training programs - 
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and we are not very clear on how those programs operate now - 
why do we need a new job training program ? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to start off by saying 
that I have always believed that the General Assembly is divided 
into two distinct and equal chambers - the House of 
Representatives, of which we are a part, and the Senate, which 
resides on the other side of the rotunda. Now, Mr. Speaker, we 
serve for 2-year terns. We need to be sensitive to the constituents 
in our districts. The Senate, on the other hand, serves Cyear terms. 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, they have twice as long to get things done 
as we have in this chamber before they stand for election. 

Mr. Speaker, I met with representatives from the Pennsylvania 
Senate. We discussed provisions, changes, bur, Mr. Speaker, 
157 members of this House of Representatives passed these 
provisions, and I do not believe that the 157 members who cast 
their affirmative vote for welfare reform take it lightly to be told by 
the other chamber that the ideas and the considerations which we 
believe to be important and which we believe reflect the views and 
the values of our constituents whom we represent, Mr. Speaker- 
I do not believe we represent the Senate, though each of us may 
represent a Senator. 

Mr. Speaker, the llouse spoke. The pilot job training program 
that we incorporated into HB 2 is based on providing jobs, jobs to 
welfare recipients. The Department of Public Welfare would seek 
proposals From private-sector groups, nonprofit organizations, 
for-profit organizations, community groups, to set up a plan 
whereby individuals who receive benefits will become employed 
and financially able to survive on their own. The bill has in it 
provisions that suggest we are looking for good jobs with health 
benefits and with a 40-hour-week equivalence. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we believe that the 1)epartment of 
Public Welfare should go out into the private sector and into the 
communities and request proposals to consider entering into 
contracts with providers on which those contracts would be based 
for hires for the recipients, and the remuneration, the dollars paid 
to those contractors, would be based on the success they have in 
placing welfare recipients in jobs. It would be 25 percent paid 
when the welfare recipient completed their training; another 
additional 25 percent would be completed afler that individual is 
placed in employment; then there would be a 25-percent payment 
after that individual was placed in employment for over a 6-month 
period; and the final payment would be after a 12-month period. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we think that is a plan which has government 
working with the private sector in a partnership to help provide 
jobs for welfare recipients. I do not know how any member in this 
chamber could vote against that pilot program. 

Mr. Speaker, on the finger photoimaging, again, this is an 
instance where we are attempting to provide assistance to those 
who are in need. We are trying to eliminate kaud from the welfare 
program. Mr. Speaker, I would refer you to a newspaper article, 
and I would just read the first two paragraphs: "Pennsylvania says 
alleged welfare cheat used 20 different aliases. Laurent Kinsey 
used 20 different aliases to illegally obtain welfare benefits from 
eight Pennsylvania counties" - eight Pennsylvania counties - 
"three neighboring States and the District of Columbia." And this 
is according to Pennsylvania investigators. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman is in prison. The gentleman was out, the gentleman was 
out where he failed to appear at a hearing on similar charges. So 
the finger photoimaging will help alleviate fraud. 

The third and final instance which you refer to is parental 
responsibility, and. Mr. Speaker, that does not go into effect until 

July 1 of 1996. At that time we will have additional information 
from the other States that have implemented this parental 
responsibility provision as well as the United States Congress will 
probably have acted. So, Mr. Speaker, we have tried to be 
deliberative; we have tried to be responsive to our constituents, and 
we believe this is a good bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans. 
Mr. EVANS. I would like to continue interrogating. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 am not finished with the gentleman. Is he 

walking somewhere? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, is prepared to 

continue the interrogation. 
Mr. EVANS. I know he thought he gave it all, hut he is not 

finished yet. 
Mr. Speaker, who are the welfare recipients that will participate 

in the program? Will it he women with children at home, persons 
caring for aged or disabled family members, the mentally or the 
physically handicapped, Mr. Speaker? Who will participate in this 
program ? 

Mr. FLICK. That will be up to the department, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EVANS. When you say will be-- Let me ask that again. 

When you say it will be up to the department, what I am trying to 
get a sense of is, I laid out a number of categories for you. I said, 
you know, will it be women with children at home, persons caring 
for aged or disabled? You say it will be up to the department. You 
mean you do not have an exact idea of exactly who will participate 
in this job program? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we debated this issue for 2 days in 
January. This is no different than it was before the chamber at that 
time. I believe that is a rhetorical question. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a comment and 
then come back to the inte~~ogation, because with all due respect 
to the gentleman, if 1 am going to keep getting answers about us 
debating for 2 days back in the month of January, 1 do not think 
that, Mr. Speaker, is a fair approach. I am asking a very legitimate 
question. The Senate, Mr. Speaker, had public hearings; they 
traveled across the road; they gave the public an opportunity to 
hear exactly, to see exactly, and to raise issues. For me to hear, 
Mr. Speaker, that we debated this for 2 days and that is insufficient 
to answer my question, I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, is a 
sufficient answer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, is recognized. 
Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to ask my question again, and maybe if you cannot 

answer it, you just have to say no, Mr. Speaker. 
Who are the welfare recipients that will participate in the 

program? Will it be women with children at home, persons caring 
for aged or disabled family members, or the physically and 
mentally handicapped, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, what we are attempting to do with 
this provision of the hill is provide another avenue for those 
individuals who presently are in training programs, who presently 
are attempting to work themselves out of their state, to allow the 
State to anempt to do it with private, nonprofit, or for-profit 
groups. 

This is a program similar to Cleveland Works in Ohio which 
has been very successful in placing individuals in jobs. It is very 
similar to America Works in New York and Connecticut which has 
been very successful in placing individuals in jobs, and, 
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Mr. Speaker, we believe it will be very successful here, and that is 
why we request the pilot program. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, what is meant by the contract price 
which the department will pay to providers? Does it include 
training costs, wages, benefit, and support services? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we went through this, and you raised 
some of these same questions earlier this year. 

The State would contract with an individual to provide training, 
and the contract price would be for the individual that provides the 
training. It would not be wages for the recipient. 

Mr. EVANS. So in other words, Mr. Speaker, exactly how 
much wages would be paid to the individual who is participating 
in the training? In other words, is there a minimum wage 
established? Is there some type of ceiling established, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, "THE GOAL OF THE PILOT 
PROGRAM SHALL BE TO MATCH TRAWEES WITH 
EXISTING JOB VACANCIES WHICH PAY WAGES AND 
BENEFITS BASED ON A FORTY-HOUR WORK WEEK AND 
WHICH ARE SUFFICIENT TO ENSURE THE FINANCIAL 
SECURITY OF THE TRAINEE AND ANY DEPENDENTS TO 
ENABLE ... ASSISTANCE FOR AT LEAST ONE YEAR." 

That is the objective. We are laying the ground, the objective 
of the program. It will be up to the department to determine the 
ingredients of the program. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, then are you telling me that we are 
guaranteeing a job to a person who is on welfare for 1 year'? 

Mr. FLICK. No. I am saying the type of job that we would 
request the- Mr. Speaker, the department would have to issue a 
request for proposal. They would place in that request for proposal 
certain guidelines, certain goals, certain objectives, and upon 
receiving bids, they would then make a decision on how they 
would set up the specific program. The department would have to 
determine which of three areas within this Commonwealth they 
wanted to try to have these programs, and again, in the legislation 
we asked that they look in areas where, you know, there is high 
unemployment. We are providing broad guidelines. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 think you can look at this pilot program as we 
are the board of directors and we believe that we need to change 
policy here in the Commonwealth. Mr. Speaker, we believe that 
there are too many programs which are operated by government 
employees where there are no incentives to move people off and 
through job training and off the welfare rolls. We want to give 
private sector an opportunity to, in essence, bid and come prove to 
us that they can do a bener job placing individuals in gainful 
employment. 

Mr. EVANS. Okay. Mr. Speaker, why would we- The 
question I am asking you - and I just heard that you said that we 
need to give the private sector an opportunity to start a new 
program -why would we start a new program without eliminating 
another program that may not be functioning? Why do we need to 
go start a new program when it is obvious and clear. I think, to 
members in this House where we do not even know if the programs 
we have work or they do not work. Why do we need to start a new 
program ? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I believe you know the answer to 
that. It is a question of philosophy. If you want to continue to do 
things status quo, that is certainly your prerogative. I would rather 
attempt to allow the department, the administration, to develop new 
ways of hopefully accomplishing at a bener rate placing 
individuals in jobs. 
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Mr. Speaker, I think you are interested in getting individuals off 

welfare rolls and into jobs. Mr. Speaker, you and I agree that the 
objective is to get individuals off the welfare rolls and into jobs. 
Mr. Speaker, you would wish to do it with government employees. 
1 would wish to do it with private sector. w 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, 1 guess my question - and I will 
repeat it again, because your answer is somewhat confusing to me 
in this respect: I am clear about the fact of changing philosophy 
and direction, but what I am not clear about is. why do we need to 
startup a new progam? When this bill was sent to the Senate, they 
basically agreed with what I know I said back when we debated 
this issue before, that all recipients could participate in current 
programs that we have or either we need to evaluate them or make 
a change. What 1 am just trying to get a sense of is, why do we d 
need to start a new program, first; and secondly, exactly how much 
would this new program cost us? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we would use existing Federal and 
State funds. We would be expecting the department to start this 
pilot program in areas where we do not have successful ongoing 
programs. And, Mr. Speaker, I direct you to the provision in the t 

bill that indicates, "THE DEPARTMENT SHALL BE REQUIRED 
TO ANALYZE THE PILOT PROGRAM, MEASURING ITS 
RESULTS AGAINST THE GOALS UNDER THIS SECTION AS , 
WELL AS COMPARING IT TO OTHER FEDERAL AND 
STATE JOB TRAINNG PROGRAMS. A REPORT ON THE 
EVALUATION SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE GOVERNOR 
AND THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY DETAILING THE 
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENIIATIONS OF THE 
EVALUATION NO LATER THAN TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PILOT PROGRAM." 

Mr. Speaker, we are trying again to possibly forge new roads. 
It is a pilot program. It is not a statewide program. it will not cost 
the Commonwealth any additional funds. We will use existing 
funds. It is giving the department another option to try to help 
move individuals off welfare into productive jobs. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, you certainly indicated that we will 
use existing funds, so in other words, you are not able to inform 

i 

this House exactly where those funds will come t io~n in terms of 
Federal and State dollars. What you are basically saying to us is 
that you will leave it to the department, and they will decide where 
these funds come from. That is what you are saying to us. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, yes. We want the departnient to use 
existing resources in a different way. We believe there is latitude 
and flexibility, and that they can do quite easily. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, does this program need a waiver for 
this progam, a Federal waiver? 

Mr. FLICK. I do not believe for the job training program. 
Mr. EVANS. I guess I asked that question relating to the issue w 

ofthe recipients that it will he dealing with. I asked you, did it need 
a waiver. 

Mr. FLICK. 1 am sorry. Could you repeat the question'? 
Mr. EVANS. I asked you the question about does it need a 

Federal waiver in order to be implemented because of the 
recipients that may be participating in the program. 

Mr. FLICK. For the iob training oortion of this leeislation? -. - 
Mr. EVANS. Yes. 
Mr. FLICK. No. 
Mr. EVANS. Correct. 
Mr. Speaker, how many employers do you expect to participate 

in this program? 
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Mr. FLICK. We certainly do not know, because the department 

would have to drafl the request for proposal. 
Mr. EVANS. Is that the same thing you would say for 

job training providers as well as the same thing you would say for 
governmental agencies? HOW many governmental agencies and 
training providers would you expect to participate in this 
program :' 

Mr. FLICK. Of that I am not certain. Again, that would depend 
on how the request for proposal was written and w h o -  
Government or nongovernment, not-for-profit or community 
groups all could submit requests. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to deal with the issue 
of the family cap a little bit which you have in the bill. 

My understanding, Mr. Speaker, is that there have been issues 
raised- Do you have any kind of study or any type of information 
that indicates the result of has the fanlily cap been successful or not 
successfid? Do you have any type of information of that nature? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, on that specific portion of the 
legislation, I would defer to Representative Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, no one has a study as indicated by 
the gentleman from Philadelphia. 

Mr. EVANS. No one has a study. Then can you tell me why 
specifically that is something that we need to implement in this 
particular State when this bill went to the Senate and they decided 
to remove it? My understanding is Govemor Ridge is not for 
something of this nature. Why exactly is this issue in this particular 
hill? 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, July 1, 1996, is when the program 
goes into effect, and we would have that information at that time. 

Mr. EVANS. I understand that you said you would try to have 
that information. What I am trying to find out from you, 
Mr. Speaker, is what is the motivation for putting this language in 
it?What exactly do you hope you will accomplish? Are you hying 
to save money, Mr. Speaker, or are you trying to modify 
behavior? 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, what we are trying to do is to 
bring hope and encouragement to people who are on AFDC 
(aid to families with dependent children), to help them in their 
lifestyle. We feel that there is great potential, and so often that 
potential is not realized because nothing changes for these people, 
and we want to make that change. We want to provide an 
incentive, a way of doing things differently, and therefore, nothing 
will change unless we make changes in the law. 

Mr. EVANS. But I guess when you say "changes in the law," 
the issue I raise is, how exactly will this change relating to a 
mother and a child in their own particular situation? 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, what we are looking at is that one 
of the provisions of this legislation is that while it does take away 
the cash grant, it does not take away the ability for the woman to 
eam that money. It gives the woman the opportunity to go out and 
in the working arena eam the amount of money that she would 
normally get. 

Now, that is important. It is important that the woman has that 
opportunity to work, to see that there are ways to raise a family for 
the income level other than just receiving money from the 
government, that the opportunity is provided for her. To change the 
lifestyle, to change the way that things have been done for years 
over years in which nothing has improved, the problem remains the 
same, and we are hying to make the changes. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to find out if we are 
talking about the same thing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. MERRY. A point of parliamentruy inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MERRY. Do the types of questions and answers that we 

are getting now have anything to do with the concurrence of this 
hill? 

The SPEAKER. I have listened, and I believe they deal with 
the subject matter of the hill. They skirt, although at times rather 
closely, the amendments inserted by either the Senate or the House. 
I would ask, though, as a matter of courtesy to the balance of the 
House, if the members could shorten it. It would be, I think, greatly 
appreciated, and also keep it on target. 

Thank you, Mr. Meny. I will be more diligent in listening. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am going to kind of rephrase my 

question again, because I think maybe we are talking about hvo 
different things, and I want to come back. 

On the amendment, Mr. Speaker, which is on page 3, which 1 
do not know if it is in the hill, basically I was trying to raise the 
question which I asked you initially about, were there any studies 
relating to family caps. You indicated to me that there were no 
studies; you did not have any studies. I am trying to find out the 
exact motivation for what you think this cap will accomplish. The 
question I asked is, is this a question of trying to save money or is 
this a question of trying to modify behavior? 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, what we are trying to do is to 
change a lifestyle here. We feel that the way things are now for 
some of these women who are on AFDC, who receive cash grants 
when they have that additional child, does not help the family. It 
does not provide a fairness, either to the children or to the mother, 
and we are trying to say let us change that; let us find a better way 
to help these women, to help them and their children realize their 
full potential. 

Mr. EVANS. So what you are saying, Mr. Speaker. when you 
said let us help them, what you are saying is that if they should 
have an additional child, that by putting this cap on the benefit, that 
will help the child as well as help the woman? 

Mr. CLYMER. What we are saying is that we are trying to 
change the way things have been done in the past to a better life for 
everyone. 

Mr. EVANS. And the way that you are trying to say that is by 
removing what you view as an incentive to have additional 
children by providing additional benefits. 

Mr. CLYMER. We are saying, Mr. Speaker, that people have 
to be accountable and responsible. That is the message that we are 
trying to say, and at the same time as we are saying you have to be 
accountable and you have to be responsible, the State is there to 
help you, to help lead the way and show you how things can be 
done that would improve your life. 

Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Can I go hack to Mr. Flick, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, yielded to the 

gentleman, Mr. Clymer. 1 do not see the gentleman- There is the 
gentleman, Mr. Flick. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Flick, consent to interrogation? 
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Mr. EVANS. Well, I can ask either one the question. I did not 
know that Mr. Clymer- There are some other questions I have 
outside the family cap. I want to ask some specific questions. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Evans, of course, you are well known as 
an expert in this and many other fields. I hope these are not 
questions the answers to which you already know. That would be 
improper interrogation, if you know the answers. 

Mr. EVANS. No, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. You are confessing ignorance? 
Mr. EVANS. Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. That surprises me. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on page 4 of this bill there is something relating 

to language and property in Philadelphia. When this bill left the 
House, Mr. Speaker, there was nothing in this bill that dealt with 
a property at 5243 Frankford Avenue. Why, Mr. Speaker, are we 
now getting involved in what I would view as a local zoning issue, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the reason why that provision is in 
this bill is because it is felt by some that the Department of 
Public Welfare otlices could be located in a more central area to 
service their clients. 

Mr. EVANS. So, Mr. Speaker, what you are saying is that the 
way we will handle placement of welfare offices or agencies or 
people to do contracts, that what you are basically saying, how we 
will handle this, is that we will put things in the Welfare Code to 
insure that if there is something we do not like, it will be dealt with 
that particular way here on this House floor. 

Mr. FLICK. That is your conclusion, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the next question I have is on 

page 4, section 308.2, the Embreeville Center, Mr. Speakcr. I raise 
this same issue, because when this bill left the House floor, the 
issue about Philadelphia or Embreeville was not in the bill. Why all 
of a sudden, Mr. Speaker, is this in the hill'? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, that provision was added because 
there are some who feel that its use is inconsistent with the desi:es 
of the community. 

Mr. EVANS. So then, Mr. Speaker, again I raise that very same 
issue with you that we as a General Assembly are in a sense like a 
super zoning board. 

Mr. FLICK. That is your conclusion, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, under this bill, the elimination of the transitionally 

needy is estimated to reduce cash grant appropriations from about 
$619 million to about $593 million. It will save just about 
$26 million out of the budget. Mr. Speaker, how do you justifj., 
and tell us exactly, that you view this as welfare reform? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I believe that this debate went forth 
in this chamber for many hours earlier in this year, and I believe, 
Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of that debate, it was the majority. 
the overwhelming majority of the members of this chamber, that 
we should allocate our finite dollars in areas where we believe they 
can do the most good. 

Mr. Speaker, it was determined by this chamber that those who 
are able to work should in fact work and those who are unable to 
work should be helped. Mr. Speaker, that is the logic behind this 
provision in the bill. It was incorporated into the Governor's 
address, into the Govemor's budget, and it is incorporated into this 
bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, then why was not the $26 million 
saved by eliminating cash grants to transitionally needy directly 
invested in jobs for these individuals? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the General Asseinbly has dealt with 
the h ~ l d ~ e t .  w 
..~. - -- ---  

Mr. EVANS. Let me repeat my question: Why was not the 
$26 million saved by eliminating cash grants to transitionally 
needy directly invested in jobs for these individuals'? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, 1 remind you again, as the minority 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee, the budget sets 
the policy for spending dollars. The budget has passed this 
General Assembly; it has passed the House; it has passed in the 
Senate; it is about to be signed by the Governor. The answer to 
your question lies within that document. 1 

Mr. EVANS. So, Mr. Speaker, what you are informing myself 
as well as members of this House is that the savings that come 
about as a result of the transitionally needy, that that priority was 
set in the budget and that basically you did not see fit that that 
$26 million should be reinvested in jobs for these individuals. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I only state that when thc House of r 
Representatives voted on the spending plan for this 
Commonwealth, the majority of members approved the spending 
plan as was before them. 1 belicve there were at least 126 votes in , 
favor of that spending plan. The answer to your question is 
contained within the budget. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, under this version of HB 2, it 
eliminates a House provision which required the Department of 
Public Welfare to prepare an annual evaluation report on the 
workfare program. How can we be assured this program is to 
achieve its desired outcome if we cannot monitor its perforina~lcc 
on an ongoing basis ? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I believe that provision is still within 
the legislation, and every 2 years the department will advisc us 
how well the workfare program is being implcmcnted. 

Mr. EVANS. It seems to be unclcar to me that that provision is 
still there. I am just bringing it to your attention. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. I appreciate that. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, another issuc I raise is where this 

version of HI3 2 eliminates a House provision that provided public 
transportation for participants. It also eliminates another llouse - 
provision which required the department to get a Fedcral waiver to 
allow participants to have a vehicle of equitable value instead of 
the current $1,500/$~,500. How will participants get to work? 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speakcr. 
With regard to that provision, if that had remained in the bill, 

the working poor would have established a two-tiered system 
where the working poor would have had to have a vehicle wonh 
less than those individuals who are actually receiving welfare. And w 
as far as the transportation study provision, it was removed in the 
Senate because it was felt to be too costly. We tried in the Senate 
to maintain that which we passed in the House. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, if you tried to maintain it, why did 
you not at least put it in the a~nend~nent that was offered in the 
Rules Committee if you were committed to that particular 
provision, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Well, that provision, as I said, the auto value 
would have created a two-tiered process and would have 

w 
discriminated against thc working poor, because they would have 
had to have a car valued at lcss than those &ho were actually 
receiving public assistance dollars. 
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Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to deal with a couple 

of questions around medical assistance. The question I would like 
to ask you, Mr. Speaker, is, understanding the legislative intent in 
HB 2 for DPW to promulgate medical assistance regulations by 
September 1, suddenly this does not guarantee adoption of final 
regulations. How real is the $71 million in medical assistance 
cost savings in HB 2, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, that is a provision about which I am 
not knowledgeable. 

Mr. EVANS. But, Mr. Speaker, it is in HB 2. 
Mr. FLICK. The Senate put that provision in. That provision 

implements the enabling language for the Governor's budget 
proposal. 

Mr. EVANS. So you are not able to give me any sense or  
exactly how real, or the question around that $71 million? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I would suspect, if you refer to the 
Governor's budget document, you would find the answer to your 
question. 

Mr. EVANS. Then, Mr. Speker,  what are the assumptions 
underlining those savings? 

Mr. FLICK. Again, they are the assumptions that were made in 
the budget document which passed this chamber earlier this month. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, is the $71 million estimated savings 
for a full tiscal year or savings calculated according to an effective 
date, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. That, Mr. Speaker, would depend on the 
promulgation of regulations by the Department of Public Welfare. 

Mr. EVANS. Do you haw any idea, Mr. Speaker, when those 
regulations are expected to take effect? 

Mr. FLICK. The provision in the hill, I believe, speaks to 
September 1 of 1995. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, what should happen to the projected 
savings for fiscal 1995-96 if regulations are not approved in a 
timely manner? 

Mr. FLICK. There would be a hole in the budget, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, a provision in the bill, again on the 

medical assistance, a similar effort to limit drug and alcohol 
detoxification admission was rejected last year in the regulatory 
process by the IRRC (Independent Regulatory Review 
Commission) and the General Assembly. Has the Department of 
Public Welfare addressed the legislative concerns about last ycar's 
proposal. to your knowledge? 

Mr. FLICK. We understand that the Department of 
Public Welfare, through the office of the Secretaly, is involved in 
direct negotiations with the four groups in that area. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to thank the gentle~nan 
ibr the interrogation. 

I would like to make some comments on the bill, please. 
Mr. FLICK. You are welcome, Mr. Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JERRY BIRMELIN) PRESIDING I 

The SI'EAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, what I tried to do in the last 10 or 
I5 minutes is just raise some questions or some red flags. 

I have certainly been around here an awful long time, and I 
certainly understand when people somewhat have their minds 
made up. But what I tried to do in that 15 or 20 minutes of dialogue 

and discussions with both of the gentlemen is just raise some 
questions that I believe make this bill even worse than what it was 
when it passed back in January. 

There are an awful lot of questions, Mr. Speaker, that have not 
been answered in my view, and I hope certainly that you will feel 
the same way; they have not been answered in your particular 
view: that the savings that they talk about in this particular bill, 
Mr. Speaker, I believe are false; that the only thing that will occur 
is that it will be cost-shifting - it will be cost-shifting to your 
county governments; it will be cost-shifting to charities; it will be 
cost-shifting to hospitals -that this bill, Mr. Speaker, just because 
it is called welfare reform, is not welfare refonn. 

Mr. Speaker, for the last couple of years there have been a 
number of issues that we have dealt with in this House, and I 
would like to just read off some of the accomplishments that were 
voted by Democrats and Republicans so we can be clear that we 
have dealt with welfare. 

Mr. Speaker, Act 16, the removal of welfare liens. That was the 
issue Representative Richardson led for over 16 years. That was 
removing the disincentives about liens put upon people's houses. 

Act 49. Representative Bill Lloyd referred all eligible 
GA (general assistance) and AFDC recipients to the 
Conservation Corps. That again was passed. 

Act 62, something that I myself was prime sponsor of, the 
child support and paternity establishment reform. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend for 
a moment, please. 

1 would instruct him to please stick to the issue at hand, and 
that is concurrence on Senate amendments, not a litany of those 
past actions which the House has taken on this issue. So if you 
would please restrict your comments in light of what is before us, 
I would appreciate it. Thank you. 

Mr. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 guess, Mr. Speaker, what 1 was attempting to do is to lay out 

some things that have occurred over the last 4 or 5 years, what was 
viewed as true welfare reform and not something that is fake 
welfare refom. 

I indicated about welfare liens. 1 talked about child support. I 
talked about the Legislative Budget and Finance Committee 
reporting on teenage pregnancy and talked about Act 49 that we 
just passed in 1994. All of those issues, Mr. Speaker, in the last 
couple years were areas that we dealt with regarding welfare 
reform. l believe, Mr. Speaker, that this is not welfare reform. This, 
again, is shortsighted. The only thing this is about, Mr. Speaker, is 
an attempt to save money. It is not, in my view, going to make any 
fundamental difference in the counties and the districts across this 
State. 

I would ask for a "no" vote on this conctuTence. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members should be infonned that 
there are several other members still waiting to speak their turn. 
The Chair would encourage them to make their remarks brief and 
to the point. Thc Chair would also let the members know that you 
will be having dinner prepared for you again this evening. It is 
going to be a long night. Let us not give each other indigestion. 

At this time the Chair recognizes Representative Tangretti from 
Westmoreland County. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. TANCiRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, when we addressed this issue in January, 1, along 

with a lot of other members, reviewed it and thought about the 
various changes that need to be made with respect to the 
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welfare laws of this Commonwealth, and I thought in terms of 
shoring up fraud prevention kinds of issues and dealing with all the 
other aspects of economic development and getting people off 
welfare, but when I came to the family cap provision, it left me 
cold. 1 had some discussions with the other members of the pro-life 
caucus about the issue of family caps and child exclusion 
provisions and was told at the time that the New Jersey experiment 
did not prove anything one way or the other and that there really 
was not a position taken by the national leadership or the 
State leadership with respect to this issue, but now we know 
differently, and I want people to know that 1 am speaking today as 
a member of the pro-life caucus and not a member of the 
Democratic or Republican Caucus or any other situation. 

This family exclusion, this child exclusion provision, will 
promote abortions. It will promote abortions. Do not let anybody 
think anything else or talk you into anything else. This will 
promote and encourage the poor people of this Commonwealth, the 
poor women, to have abortions. 

If you take money away, if you logically extend the argument 
that if I take money away from an individual, from a mother, that 
will prevent her from having another child, then you have to 
believe that if pregnancy does occur, she is going to abort that 
child. That is a logical conclusion that you have to make. If you 
believe the front end of that argument, you dam well have to 
believe the hack end of that argument. 

But do not take my word for it. In testimony before 
Senator Peterson's committee, the executive director of the 
Catholic Conference had this to say, quote: "We believe a 
fundamental criterion for all public policy, including welfare 
reform, is protection of human life and human dignity. In states 
across the country, our State Catholic Conferences have stood 
against proposals which deny benefits to children because of their 
mother's age or dependence on welfare. These provisions, 
whatever their intentions, are likely to encourage abortion, 
especially in those states which pay for abortions, but not for 
assistance to these children. In seeking to change the behavior of 
parents, these provisions hurt children, and some unborn children 
will pay with their lives. 

"Our Church works every day against sexual irresponsibility 
and the out-of-wedlock births which come with it. We do not 
believe teenagers should he encouraged to set up their own 
households. However, legislation offering increased flexibility to 
states should not restrict assistance in ways we, and most 
observers, believe will encourage abortions." 

Henry Hyde, the nationally recognized congressional leader on 
the pro-life movement, when dealing with this same issue in 
Washington, wrote a "Dear Colleague" letter to the other 
435 members of the United States Congress in the House, and I 
quote: "We strongly support efforts to strengthen families and 
reduce abuses in our cwen t  welfare system. However, 
we are gravely concerned that two provisions in the 
Personal Responsibility Act ... will likely lead to a significant 
increase in the incidence of abortion. The 'family cap' provision 
and the mandate to deny any direct assistance for any child born to 
an unmarried mother under the age of 18 will generate significant 
economic pressure on lowz-income women. ... this cutoff of federal 
assistance is likely to produce dire consequences for innocent 
unborn children." 

David O'Steen, executive director ofthe National Right to Life 
Committee, at a rally at the Capitol, quote: "The typical client of 
a crisis pregnancy center is young and unmarried and often comes 
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into the center with no idea hour she is going to cope economically 
with that pregnancy .... To increase the pressure on her ... we feel 
will increase abortion." 

Mr. Speaker, all of you who are in the pro-life caucus who 
believe as I do that we need to protect the innocent unborn children 
of this Commonwealth should not be able to support this bill. This 
is wrong. You cannot be pro-life on one issue and not on another. 
It cannot be a political convenience for you. To provide for a bill 
that is going to create an environment where individuals are going 
to be forced into abortion clinics because we are going to take 
money away from them is wrong. 

I challenge every member of this legislature, but particularly 
the members of the pro-life caucus, to vote "no" on concurrence 
and send this to a conference committee so that we can take this w 
abhorrent provision out. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman fiom Philadelphia County, 
Mr. James. 

Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in opposition to HB 2 on concurrence. 8 

This is a vague and mean-spirited measure that has been 
rammed through the House and the Senate without the benefit of 
any public input. 

Although I may agree with the underlying mission of the bill if 
it is just to improve the welfare system so people can move from 
cash assistance to nieaninghl employment, 1 am concerned by a 
number of devastating provisions in this bill. 

Eliminating cash benefits to the transitionally needy of all ages 
is devastating. This legislation would deny them access to 
prescription drugs, dental care, durable medical equipment such as 
crutches and wheelchairs, and I think that is a shame. At the same 
time, this bill would cut payments for hospital detoxification 
programs and the nonemergency use of a hospital emergency 
room. What kind of medical benefit package is this, Mr. Speaker'? 
It is certainly not a package that benefits those who need and those 
who need the most. 

There are many other problems with this legislation, starting 
with the criminalization of poverty, and this bill would place 
restrictions on Federal fimding for legal services. This bill would 
place restrictions that are different than those placed on other State - 
funding or recipients. That is inconsistent and conhsing, and it 
needs to be reexamined, Mr. Speaker. 

This bill would also prohibit individuals sentenced for a felony 
or misdemeanor from receiving assistance until after their fees and 
restitution and any other court requirements are satisfied. 
Additionally, it would cut off assistance to individuals who fail to - 

appear at criminal court proceedings after an issue of a summons. 
Mr. Speaker, I think we are jumping the gun and sentencing W 

thousands of Pennsylvanians to lose their benefits. This is 
deplorable. This is a deplorable punishment against our most 
vulnerable population. 

Provisions such as fingelprinting and providing the names of 
people on assistance to the State Police without a court order are 
unnecessary and demeaning. It is degrading, Mr. Speaker, and 
unconstitutional to allow State Police access to the names of people 
just because they are on public assistance without any due or just 
cause. According to the language of this legislation, we are telling ul 
the poor and the needy and the disadvantaged residents of 
Pennsylvania, if you fall on hard times, you can be a criminal. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am outraged by these proposals because they 
single out poor people. We do not hold the same standards for 
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others who receive monetary benefits or salaries from the State. 
This plan singles out the people who are locked out of our political 
and cconomic system. 

This bill would rename the community work experience 
program Lo the workfare program. The penalty for an individual 
who fails or refuses to accept a work assignment would increase 
from 120 days of suspension to full disqualification, and that, 
Mr. Speaker, I think is also shameful, just as our budget was 
shameful. This provision, Mr. Speaker, applies to able-bodied 
recipients. Unfomnately, the bill does not include a definition of 
"able-bodied." 

The lives of the poor people already bang in a delicate balance 
of tlying to make ends meet. Now we are asking people with the 
worst education and the fewest skills to find a job in a shrinking 
economy. Mr. Speaker, why do we want to punish people for their 
failures or their inabilities'? 

Finally, in the haste to move this pivotal legislation, the 
General Assembly has failed to comply with the State sunshine law 
requirements. This bill was introduced on a nonsession day and 
voted just a few days later - the same day it finally became 
available in print with amendments. This bill, which would affect 
the lives of thousands of Pennsylvania citizens, was introduced and 
voted all within 1 week without the opportunity for public input or 
meaningfol debate. 

Mr. Speaker, government was not created to harm people. I 
believe it was created and started to help those who need help the 
most, and with this legislation, we are turning our backs on those 
individuals who need government the most. We need cost-effective 
alternatives that empower people, not degrade and punish them. 

This welfare bill, HB 2, now before this House is a failure in 
terms of its ability to meet the needs of Pennsylvania's poor. 
Mr. Speaker, this measure solves no problems, but it will create 
havoc in the lives of thousands of Pennsylvania residents, and it 
offers our welfare recipients nothing but additional pain and 
suffering. 

Mr. Speaker, the residents of Pennsylvania may not feel the 
consequences of our action today, but there is a tomorrow. It may 
be during the Thanksgiving holidays or the Christmas season; it 
may be 6 months or I year, but they will feel the consequences of 
our action today. 

Because of that potential devastation and the adverse impacts 
that this legislation will have on our communities and in our 
communities, as sure as I am standing here, Mr. Speaker, talking 
to you and to the members of this House who may not be or may 
he listening, we shall return. We shall return, Mr. Speaker, to 
address the problems and the concerns that will result from this 
mean-spirited, evil, insensitive legislation. 

With that, I urge a "no" vote on concurrence to this measure. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At this time the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland County, 
Representative Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I do not want to delay the debate any more. Some of the 

questions that I had have heen asked, but there are just a couple 
more. 1 wonder if the prime sponsor of the bill would stand for a 
brief interrogation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, 
indicates he is willing to stand for interrogation. The gentleman, 
Mr. Kukovich, may proceed. 
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Mr. KUKOVICH. Regarding the change in the language 

towards the regulatory process, could you tell me what is different 
under this language - I believe it is on page 20 - regarding the 
regulatory process from what the current IRRC process is like? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the language in the legislation would 
eliminate the proposed regulation stage, and the regulations would 
go immediately to final. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. So the timeframe could be shortened to 
20 days. Is that correct? 

Mr. FLICK. It would be abbreviated. The provision allows the 
department to implement regulations. They must implement them 
prior to September 1 or that provision does not remain in the 
legislation, I believe. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. All right. It is my understanding that the 
Department of Public Welfare and nursing home agencies of all 
kinds, the nursing home indushy, are currently in the process of 
negotiating under what kind of regulations they will live, under 
what kind of regulations they will take care of the elderly of this 
State. What happens if by September 1 they have not arrived at any 
agreement? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, then the fbll IRRC process would 
need to he established. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. If this bill passes with this language and the 
department comes up with a plan, is it possible for the Health and 
Welfare Committees of the House and the Senate to be bypassed 
so they could have no vote whatsoever on those new regs? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, 1 believe you know as I do that the 
final process has committee oversight. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. But if we are not in session and regs are 
promulgated under the final omitted reg process, is it not possible 
that there will be no vote whatsoever by the respective 
committees ? 

Mr. FLICK. Under the process, if there is as we saw in the 
OBE (outcome-based education) discussions, if the committee does 
not vote against the regulations, then I believe it would be the 
committees in both- If they do not disapprove it, it is deemed 
approved. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. So the answer is that it is possible that the 
commitlees might not have a vote or any input into the process. 

Mr. FLICK. It is my understanding that the committee chairs 
will be watching this process very carefully. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. So they will be watching the process 
carefblly, but they might not get a vote? 

Mr. FLICK. That would be up to the discretion of the 
committee chairs, 1 would suspect. 1 cannot speak for them. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. All right. Regarding some new language on 
page 13 of the bill, it appears to me that under this exemption 
process, decisions about living arrangements for children or 
children and his or her parent or parents could be made by 
caseworkers or a county assistance oftice. Is there any way you can 
delineate who has that power and how that process might work 
under this language? 

Mr. FLICK. It is my understanding that the caseworkers will 
make the decision on whether assistance will be granted based on 
the living arangements. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. On page 13 of the bill, starting on line 14 
andmoving into line 15, it says, "...THE COUNTY ASSISTANCE 
OFFICE SHALL DETERMINE THE MOST APPROPRIATE 
LIVING ARRANGEMENT FOR THE APPLICANT AND THE 
APPLICANT'S CHILDICHILDREN THAT WOULD BE IN THE 
BEST INTEREST OF THE APPLICANT ...." I mean, it sounds 
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like more than just determining whether a check is allowed or not. 
It seems like it talks about insinuating themselves into the family 
and making a determination about where and how they will live. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we are talking about minor children 
who are having pregnancies and giving birth. We are encouraging 
those individuals who are minors to live at home with their 
families. There are exceptions in that provision so that if it would 
not be in the best interest of the minor child or the minor child's 
infant, then the department has latitude. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. I understand the intention, and I am not 
necessarily debating the intention. What I am saying is that at the 
last minute we are faced with language that is providing a power 
to individuals not trained in this area to make determinations that 
affect people's lives in a very powerful way, and I am not sure that 
is necessarily what we want to do. I mean, I have heard a lot of 
rhetoric about how we want government off people's backs and we 
want less government intrusion, and this is some of the most 
intrusive language I have ever seen. Now, is that the intention? 

Mr. FLICK. The intention of this provision is to determine 
whether or not an individual receives cash assistance. If it is a 
minor child with an infant, we are saying, as policy, we believe 
that minor child with her infant ought to live at the home of her 
parents. However, there may be cases where that may not be in the 
best interest of the minor child or the infant. In that case, we are 
allowing the department latitude to make the decision whether or 
not that individual can receive cash assistance while not adhering 
to the letter of the law as contained in this legislation. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. All right. When you say "the department," 
are you referring to the county ofice? Which level of bureaucrats 
are going to decide who lives where? 

Mr. FLICK. The question is not whether or not a person lives 
at a location, the question is whether or not the individual would be 
living within the spirit of the law and qualiti. for additional 
cash assistance. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. And again, who would make that 
determination? 

Mr. FLICK. The individual, the caseworkers, the county. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. The individual caseworker. 
Is there any- 
Mr. FLICK. We would expect the individual caseworker to 

make the recommendation. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Okay. 
Let me follow this line just a little bit longer. I was not going 

to get this far but the answers are interesting. 
Let us say that we pass this law; it becomes effective. I get a 

call from a constituent that they are being denied because a 
caseworker - maybe somebody fresh out of school, underpaid 
themselves, has never had any experience in this field - decides 
that their living arrangement is inappropriate. Do they have 
recourse? How do I respond to my constituent? How do I explain 
to my constituent that, hey, we voted for a bill that says some 
22-year-old caseworker can tell you how you can live or where you 
can live? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, you are not reading the legislation. 
The legislation provides that a minor child under the age of IS who 
gives birth to an infant, in order to receive cash assistance, shall 
reside at the home of her parents. We are then expanding that 
provision to allow leeway which we believe is important for the 
care of the young lady and her infant so that there is flexibility 
within the department in implementing that section ofthe bill. 

It has nothing to do with where an individual lives. The 
department will not be meddling in the affairs of the young lady. 
If the young lady believes it is not in her best interest to live at 
home with her parents and chooses to do so, she will have to 
indicate to the department through tlle c;iseuorker why it is in her W 
best interest to do so. When she is successful. she qualities for the 
cash assistance. This is flexibility in the law so that u e  do not have 
individuals forced to reside at home where there might be a 
problem with the temperament or a problem with thc security or a 
problem with violence or abuse. Those exceptions are provided and 
listed in the legislation. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. I understand your intention. I do not think 
the response necessarily reflects the wording on lines 14 through 
18 of page 13, but assuming that they do, what happens if that w 
caseworker - and there is nothing in the hill that talks about 
training or experience or how these decisions will be made \ % h a t  
if they make a decision that maybe cuts that person of('? What 
recourse is there'? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, you have been here longer than I 
have. You are well aware of the fact that the department ]nust , 
promulgate regulations. Those regulations have legislative 
oversight. 

I would expect you, as a senior lawmaker in this chamber who 
is very interested in this area, would be very conscious of what the 
regulations provide, and to the extent that they go beyond the spirit 
of the legislation, you and 1 both would seek to challenge those 
regulations. If in fact the regulations go through the IRRC process, 
the committee review process, and they are implcmcnted and 
an individual feels that they have been denied unjustly 
cash assistance, they would follow the normal channels and appeal. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. But under the new language on page 20, will 
that be excluded from the typical IRRC process or not? 

Mr. FLICK. No. The only provision, ]my understanding, 
that is excluded tiom the IRRC process is the final MA 
(medical assistance) provisions which you pointed out earlier. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Let me ask just a couple more questions on 
page 4 ofthe hill. 

* 

Mr. FLICK. I remind the gentleman that you asked for a brief 
interrogation. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Well, your answers prompted quite a few . 
more questions. 

Mr. FLICK. Certainly. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. I do not belicve I am repeating a question. 

If Representative Evans got into this area, I will drop this line. I do 
not recall him asking this question. 

On page 4 of the bill, there arc two rather unique sections about 
individual properties. 

Mr. FLICK. Thcy have been discussed. Mr. Speakcr, by * 
Mr. Evans. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. All right. Thank you. 
And who answered those questions? 
Mr. FLICK. I did, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. All right. And that is on thc record then'? 
Mr. FLICK. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. KUKOVICI-I. All right. I ha\,e no more questions about the 

substance of the bill. 1 wouid like to ask two questions about the 
orosess of the bill. 4 . - 

What discussions have been held with the Senate 
about concurring with the changes made in the House 
Rules Committee? 

Mr. FLICK. I have had no discussions with the Senate. 
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Mr. KUKOVICH. lHas anybody on your side had some 

discussions? 
I would assume if we are being put through all these hours of 

debate, that we are not doing it for no reason, that there has been 
some groundwork laid so that this can he dealt with expeditiously 
in the Senate. Is that not the case? 

Mr. FLICK. We would hope the Senate would deal with this 
expeditiously. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. So you are saying that there has been no 
such discussion? 

Mr. FLICK. 1 am only saying that I did not have discussions. 
I did have discussions with Senator Peterson yesterday and the 
week prior. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Did Senaror Peterson have a chance to look 
at the amendments added in the House Rules Committee today '? 

Mr. FLICK. I have not spoken with Senator Peterson since last 
night. I do not know. You would have to direct that question to 
him. I really do not know. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. So you have no idea what the Senate will do 
when faced with this bill with these changes'? 

Mr. FLICK. I suspect that the Senate, recognizing the 
insistence of thc llouse on certain of its amendments, will be 
willing to support the legislation. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I think I would like to ask no 
further questions, but I would like to make a comment and I think 
a motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized to 
speak on the hill. or does he wish to make a motion right now'? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. I would like to speak on the bill briefly first. 
The SPF.AKER pro tempore. I would appreciate it if it was 

brief. If you are going to make a motion, we would sooner get to 
that motion immediately. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. I will try to he efficacious. I think you are 
doing a fine job, Mr. Speaker. I just want t- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Flattery will get you evelywhere. 
Thank you. 

Mr. KUKOVlCH. 1 am trying. 
I n  light of some of the questions, I t h i n k  I mean, this was 

not, to the best of my knowledge, this was not the prime sponsor's 
language. I do not know wherc this language came from, hut it has 
made this hill much worse. It has opened up a lot of problems. 

This language has not been well drafied. I am glad my old 
high school English teacher did not see some of this language. It 
leaves open a lot of questions that I think are going to cause 
problems with our constitucnts, and particularly in light of thc 
arguments made by Representative Tangretti. We cannot deal with 
some of those problems just necessarily voting straight up and 
down on concurrence. We could \Tote "no" on concurrence and 
hope that il can he rectified. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. KUKOVICH. What I am going to suggest at this point is 
that I would like to make a [notion to suspend thc rules for the 
purpose of reverting to a prior printer's numher, PN 2244, which 
is the printer's nuniher in which the bill came over from the Senate. 
That addressed the issue that Reprcscntativc Tangretti was 
concerned ahout; it addresses the issues ot- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
You have made your motion, and following my estccmed 

Speaker's exaniple, Mr. Ryan. and in the absence of your 

floor leader, who 1 would assume would turn around and give you 
the opportunity to take his place, the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, 
moves that we suspend the rules in order that we may revert to 
prior PN 2244 of HB 2. 

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

R e  SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of suspending the 
rules, Representative Kukovich, you are recognized. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 want the members to know I am not offering any 

amendments. I do not even like this version, but it is much better 
than what we are faced with now. It does address the issue so 
passionately put forth before you by Representative Tangreni and 
it addresses some of the fuzziness of the language that was placed 
in the House Rules Committee, and yet it still deals with the 
welfarc issue in a way which I think a majority of this House wants 
to deal with it, certainly not the way I want to deal with it. If this 
motion passes and we move to revert, I still could not support that 
bill, but certainly it would make it easier for, I think, a majority of 
this chamber. 

For that reason I would ask for an affirmative vote on the 
motion. 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, we oppose the motion to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Kukovich, do you have a 
further point to makc? 

Mr. KUKOVlCl I. Yes. I would just like to make sure that only 
those members in their seats are recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Very good suggestion. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the motion:' 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battisto 
Hcbko-.1oncs 
Heiardi 
Beifanti 
Bishop 
Rlauln 
Boscola 
Hunt 
Buntor> 
Caltagirone 
Cappiibiancv 
Cam 
Cau.lc) 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Cola i~a,  
Corpora 
Corc l l  
Coy 
Curp  
Ilalcy 

.uca 
Ilermody 

DcWeesc 
Donatucci 
Evms 
raji 
Cicorge 
Giglioni 
Gurdlicr 
Gcuitza 
Haluska 
tlanna 
Horsey 
ltkin 
lames 
Jarolin 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 
Kirkland 
Kukobich 
1.atiroua 
1.aughlin 
Lesco~ i l l  
1.evdansk) 
Lloyd 

I.ucyk 
Manderino 
Markosck 
McCall 
Melio 
Michiovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olas7. 
Oliver 
Pcsci 
Petrarca 
Prtrons 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ralnos 
IRcadshar 
Richiadson 
l<icger 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rnnnry 
Sainato 

Smtuni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangremi 
'Thomas 
l igue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
l ' r ich 
Van Home 
Venn 
Walko 
U'ashington 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright, I). K 
Yeucic 
Youngblood 
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Adolph 
Allw 
Argall 
Armstrong 
H&er 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Hrowne 
Butkovitr 
Carone 
Chadwick 
Civrra 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, I.. I 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Dwce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichtcr 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geirt 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsica 
Maqland 
Mavrrnik 
Mcbcehan 
McGill 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Perrel 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Plans 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 

NOT VOTING-1 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Srmmel 
Seratini 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stish 
Strinmansr 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vancr 
Vitali 
Wau& 
w o w  
Wright, M. N. 
Zirnmerman 
z u g  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Roberts 

EXCUSED-l 

Rudy 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

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

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, politely and respectfUlly, this is 
a very complicated and sensitive debate, and the midnight hour is 
far away. Would it not be possible for us to have a dinner break of 
I hour or 1 hour and 15 minutes in order for us to react to this issue 
I think in a more intelligent manner? It seems that the people's 
business tonight would be better conducted if our membership had 
a few moments to rest, to eat, and normally we have several hours. 
1 would like to ask the gentleman if he has a response. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair refers to the 
majority leader, Mr. ~e rze l ,  for that response. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have been here about 2 112 hours. We have 

not been here for hours and hours and hours. We just got on the 
floor about 2 112 hours ago. We expect to break for dinner as soon 
as we are done with this bill. 

The food is down there if the members want to go now. We are 
not going to give anybody a hard lime. It is there, but we would 
like to just finish up this bill and then we will break for dinner. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would advise the 
members that we currently have a list of 12 members wishing to V 
debate this bill. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move that we 
recess for 1 hour and 1 hour only for the purpose of having dinner 
and come back to the floor at 8 o'clock and do the business at 
hand. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING U 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. DcWeesc, was not 
recognized. 

Will the gentleman please ask for recobvition before he ~nakes 
motions. 

Mr. DeWEESE. The Speaker is correct. The gentleman is 
absolutely right. 1 did not realize that my being recognized had 2 

been altered by the gentleman, the majority leader's being 
recognized. The gentleman is right. I apologize to the Speaker. 

MOTION TO RECESS 

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

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Again, and succinctly, I believe that for this very intense and 

sensitive debate it would do us good as a chamber to break for 
60 minutes and then come back and get on with business, and I 
would respectfully request that we vote on it. If the majority of the 
members feel contrary, then so be it. We will do plan B. 

But I would hereby properly move that we break for I hour, sir. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, has moved that 
this House stand in recess for a period of 1 hour, is my 
understanding. 

Mr. DeWEESE. And only the members in their seats vote. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

Mr. DeWEESE. I do not want to call names, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
w 

Will the House agree to the motion'? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battisto Evans Markosck Santoni 
Bsbko-Jones Fajt Muycmik Scrimenti 
Belardi (;amble McCall Shanrr J 
Helfanti George McGeshan Staback 
Bishop Gigliotli Mrlio Steelman 
Blaum Gordner Michlovic Stetlei 
Borcola Grui ta  Mihalich Sturla 
Buxtan Haluska Mundy Surra 
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Caltagiionc 
Cvppabianca 
Cau ie) 
Cahsn. M. 
Colafella 
Colaiua 
Corpora 
Conigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
C u m  
Dalcy 
DrLuca 
Dsrrnody 
DsWesss 
1)onatucci 

Adolph 
Allcn 
Argall 
Armstrong 
B&cr 
Bard 
Baricy 
Hirrnelin 
Boyes 
Bioun 
Rroune 
Bunt 
Car",," 
Civera 
Clark 
Clyrner 
Conti 
Cornell 
Ocmpsry 
Dent 
Ditiirolarno 
Dcucc 
Durham 
Egulf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 

Hanna 
tlorse) 
ltkin 
Jvmcs 
laralin 
Josephs 
Kaiscr 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
1.escovitr 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Mmderino 

Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladrck 
Godshall 
tiruppo 
Hahay 
tlaihan 
Hasa) 
l lznnesssy 
I lermun 
Hrrshey 
Hess 
flutchinson 
Jadlowicc 
Keller 
Kennry 
King 
Krcbs 
Lawless 
Lch 
I.)nch 

Olasr 
O l i w  
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petronr 
Pistrlla 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readsha* 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Koebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 

NAY S-I0 1 

Mailland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McGill 
Merp 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nycr 
O'Brien 
Perz l  
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitti 
Plans 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinilid 
Rohier 
Rubley 
Sathcr 
Saylor 
Schrodrr 

Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Ilorne 
Vron 
Vitali 
Wdko 
Washington 
Williams 
Womiak 
Wright. D. R. 
Ycwcic 
Youngblood 

Schuler 
Semmcl 
Srrafini 
Shrehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stirh 
Strinmallrr 
Taylor, F. 1. 
'Taylor, J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
W O W  
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmcrman 
z u g  

Ryan. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-5 

Butkovitr Chadwlck Cohen, L .  I .  Lrderer 
Cam 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman From 
Clearfield County, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 know that they are h u n m ,  but what I want to 
talk about for a couple of minutes is the fact that in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, there are lots of people hungry 
and they just cannot make a choice of when and where they can 
eat. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for those that do not think this bill is 
important, 1 would just as soon they go eat, but in good conscience, 
I believe that this is a mean-spirited piece of legislation. 

The gentleman insisted that there were 157 votes when this bill 
went over to the Senate, and for some reason I am amazed and 
happy that it came back just a little hit better, hut today after 7 or 
8 hours of deliberation, the majority party saw fit to amend again 
and make the hill not only mean-spirited but definitely brutal. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
The SPEAKER. For what reason does the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, 

rise ? 
Mr. ITKW. I believe there is an absence of a quorum on the 

floor of the House. I would like to invoke rule 16. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Itkin, come to the rostrum, 

please. 

(Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
I am told that we are now on live television statewide. Is that 

the case, and if so, I would like for the Chair to announce that to 
the membership. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the membership, I think, is aware of the 
fact that we are being televised. The cameras are up there. They 
have been told that on a regular basis. I assume they realize it when 
the two cameras are on the side balconies and two people are 
manning them, that they might draw the conclusion that the 
cameras are worlung. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, under 
normal circumstances, I am under the firm impression that those 
are not statewide live feeds, and I only wanted the membership to 
he aware of the distinction that statewide television is filming 
every instance of our proceedings tonight, and I think that serves 
the purpose that I was- 

The SPEAKER. These cameras, as I understand it - and I do 
not speak with any great authority on it - are fed through the 
cable network system. To what portions of the State, I really do not 
know. 

Mr. DeWEESE. 1 thank the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Itkin, has withdrawn his 
motion. 

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

the Rules Committee? 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 

- 

JUNE 28 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apologizes to the gentleman, 
Mr. George, and would hope that he is not interrupted in the short 
period of time that he is going to give us. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, thank you for your courtesy. In 
the 21 years that 1 have known you, you have always been 
courteous, somewhat doubtful, but nevertheless courteous. And I 
know you are troubled over the fact that I was interrupted, and 1 am 
somewhat troubled, Mr. Speaker, that I am responsible for many 
of you not being able to eat at this moment, and for that, I 
apologize. 

But let me say this in the short time that the Speaker expects 
me to talk- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Let us have some attention. The House will come to order. 
The gentleman, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Maybe, Mr. Speaker, should I rise to your 

prominence and get a gavel, then 1 can demand attention rather 
than beg for it. 

The SPEAKER. Your very presence demands attention. 
Everyone, please stand at attention for Mr. George. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. GEORGE. I do not want them to stand to attention. I just 

want them to listen to the rhetoric. I want them to listen to my 
friend, Mr. Flick, when he insisted that the people back home want 
us to be sensitive. Yes, they do, and they want us to be 
compassionate, and they want us to be understanding, and they do 
not want us to be selective, and they may be a little bit tired that we 
allow the big fellow on top to be alleviated from his tax duties in 
that we resolve matters always by insisting when we help the y y  
up on top, it does something for business. 

Now, 1 am not the order that many of you are and I am not an 
attorney, but I am very happy that when I stand here, that I know 
my family is not hungry, and there are families that are hungry. 1 
do not understand all the legal jargon that the Speaker and many of 
you that are learned in law would know, but 1 know that we are 
doing such things or we are demanding that we remove 
emancipation from some child who maybe is not wanted at home 
because some individual that works at that welfare office has so 
much experience and knowledge in these matters. I believe, 
though, these people that when I go home and they ask me, I will 
say to them, did you want me to he b ~ t a l ?  Did you want me to do 
things to women that have had a bad experience? Did you want me 
to see to it that when I continually ask for things that I believe we 
need as a body of individuals who labor so arduously and we are 
going to give 300-and-some dollars in a Zmonth period within 
3 years, that we are going to concern ourselves about our own 
problems ? 

How can we justify this brutality against human beings'? Those 
are not the people who did not pay their taxes. Those are not the 
people that can get along on their own. They arc the people that we 
in our hearts should understand are those that can ill take care of 
themselves, and if it was not for the great cotnpassion and decency 
of members such as yourself, what a terrible state we would find 
ourselves in. 

No, I daresay that little guy, if we would have alleviated the 
personal tax, that is the guy that would have spread the money 
around the State of Pennsylvania into the retail and the merchants; 
that is one that would have made the economy move; and these 
little people that we are going to give $300 to and hrce them, g 
subject them to a situation that we would not want anyone in our 
family subjected to. treat then1 worse than somc people treat 
animals. If that is compassion, then I do not understand 
compassion. If that is understanding, then 1 do not want to know 
understanding. If that is what thc people back in your homes want 
you to do, 1 think you had better sense that you do not understand 
your people. 

They want reform. They do not want what we are giving them. 
They want people to understand that they should have to work and w 
that you should be responsible, but why do we not put the fix there 
before we put the problem? Why do we not find the work for 
them? Why do we not let the middle America once again be that 
that we are selective about? Why do \\e not care about those that 
need us so badly? 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is going to suggest at this time, 
really at the request of both tloor leaders and both whips, that we 
take a hali'hour break, subject, hourever, subject, however, to the 
unanimous consent of everyone that we voluntarily limit our debate 
when we come hack to some 3 or 4 minutes. 

Now, it' you do not agree with that, you do not get any dinner. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Without more, the House stands in recess until 
a little bit past quarter of 8. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILLS 
CONCURKED IN BY SENATh 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced. returned HB 961, 
PN 1829; HB 1799, PN 2160; and HB 1801, PN 2162, with 
information that the Senate has passed the saliie without 
amendment. w 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Rills numbered and entitled as follo\bs having been prepared 
for presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the 
titles were publicly read as follolvs: 

So as we think about ourselves kom time to time, maybe we 
would be more sensitive, as Mr. Flick said, if we could go back and 
tell the people, well, we knocked them all off and they are not 
going to get anything because 1 am a little bit tired, being a small 
businessman, of listening to this rhetoric where the guy up on top 
is the guy we have to help and that trickle-down theory is what 
makes us all work. 

HB 961, PN 

A,t providing br dual st.,,.icch and for 
.rr' 

telecommunication de,icr distribution. 



1995 LEGISLATIVE 

HB 1799, PN 2160 

An Act making an appropriation to the Everhart Museum in Scranton. 

HB 1801, PN 2162 

An Act making an appropriation to the Afro-American Historical and 
Cultural Museum for operating expenses. 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, signed 
the same. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPf AKER. And the final vote on HB 2 is- 
Members will report to the floor. 
The question before the House is, will the House concur in 

Senate amendments to HB 2 as amended? 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Let me intempt the gentleman for a moment. 
The question was asked earlier, or rather not a question, but the 

gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, raised the subject of the television 
cameras, and I would like to just announce that these proceedings 
are being videotaped by the House Republican Video for their 
purposes. However, the video feed is being provided to the media, 
and specifically to the Pennsylvania Cable Network. Tonight's 
session is in fact being broadcast live by PCN on all of their 
member cable systems around the State. 

You should be advised that at all times the cameras are only 
' trained on recognized floor speakers or on the rostrum or the 

rostrum area. The cameras are not spotted haphazardly around the 
floor, nor do they appear on the tote boards, hut rather on the 
recognized speaker or the rostrum. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Sturla, and apologizes for having interrupted him. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. Flick, please rise for a brief 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, indicates that he 

will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, earlier today language that had originally been in 

the bill or similar language that had been in the bill and then was 
taken out by the Senate was reintroduced in the Rules Committee 
and put hack in the bill dealing with job training, and 1 have a 
couple questions for you regarding that language that is there. 

Now, it is my understanding the way the bill is currently before 
us that general assistance will be phased out and basically there 
will be no general assistance except for the exemptions for mental 
and physical disabilities, and for those people who may currently 
he receiving general assistance, when theirs runs out in 60 days, 
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that would be the end of general assistance as we know it. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. FLICK. Upon the signature of the Governor and this law 
taking effect, those individuals who are receiving cash assistance 
that are deemed in the transitionally needy category would 
continue to receive the 60 days which they are presently entitled to 
receive over a 2-year period. When that 60-day period expires, they 
would no longer be receiving cash assistance. They will, however, 
continue to receive medical assistance and food stamps if they 
quahe, 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Would they he eligible for this 
job training program ? 

Mr. FLICK. The job training pilot program, the regulations 
would have to be promulgated to set up the pilot program. The 
department would have to choose the three counties to determine 
,,,here they would run that program, 

At the time that program is implemented, if they are receiving 
general assistance in the transitionally needy category, they would 
qualify for job training in the pilot program as they would qualify 
for job training in any one of the other programs, as long as they 

as transitionally needy and receiving 
benefits. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. But if their transitionally needy slatus had 
run out, they would not qualify for this job training pilot program. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. FLICK. The job training programs are directed toward the 
welfare recipients. It is our attempt to help them go from the 
welfare rolls into productive jobs. 

~ h ,  pilot job training program would be implemented in the 
same way as the other job training programs. In the event an 
individual no longer received transitionally needy status, they 

not qualify, as they .dre not a recipient. 
ME STURLA. Okay. So if I was a person who had been 

unemployed and happened to he, I guess in this particular case I 
would say lucky enough, although 1 do not know whether it would 
he truly lucky, to be receiving cash assistance benefits at the time 
that this was implemented, then I would qualify for that 
job training program. But if my benefits had run out and I was still 
unemployed and no longer qualified for cash assistance, I would 
not qualify for this job training program. Is that correct? 

Mr. FLICK. There are many job training programs. There are 
job training programs operated by the Department of Labor 
and Industry, by the Department of Education. 

In order for an individual to participate in Department of 
Welfare job training programs, they must be a welfare recipient. 
The individual you referred to would not be a recipient; therefore, 
would not participate in either this job training program or any 
job training program which is directed toward welfare recipients. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. 
Mr. FLICK. That does not exclude the possibility that they 

would qualify for any of the other job training programs which are 
operated by this Commonwealth through other departments. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Then a majority of those people that 
would he left who would qualify for this program would be people 
who receive AFDC, or aid to families with dependent children? 

Mr. FLICK. That is correct. 
Mr. Speaker, I might- You refer to "this program," okay? 

We are opening up another avenue for the department to pursue 
jobs for welfare recipients. What refers to this job training 
program, the pilot prngram, would be the same conditions that 
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refer to all the other job training programs which are operated by 
the Department of Welfare. 

Mr. STURLA. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, and I believe 
that some of those other job training programs that are operated by 
the Department of Public Welfare that apply to AFDC recipients 
have received waivers from the Federal Government in order for 
their implementation. 

My question is, you just told me that a majority of the people 
that would be participating in this program, that they would be 
AFDC recipients, my question is, do we need a waiver from the 
Federal Government in order for them to participate in this 
program ? 

Mr. FLICK. I did not say the majority of individuals who are 
AFDC would participate in this program. I said that AFDC 
recipients would be eligible to participate in this program, and I do 
not believe that there need to be Federal waivers sought for this 
program. They can participate in this program just as they 
participate in any of the other job training programs operated by 
the Commonwealth. 

This is a pilot program. The major difference in this program 
as opposed to other programs is the Commonwealth would he 
seeking to contract out to private-sector groups, be they nonprofit, 
for-profit, or community groups, and the remuneration, the contract 
price, paid to those organizations would be based on the placement 
of individuals in productive jobs. Mr. Speaker, I think you would 
support that placement of individuals in productive jobs. 

Mr. STURLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I do. My question relates to 
this specific training program that is being proposed in this bill. 

It is my understanding that other training programs that the 
Department of Public Welfare operates in some cases have 
received waivers from the Federal Government in order for AFDC 
recipients to participate in those programs. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, was that a question? 
Mr. STURLA. No; no. It is also, from what you stated earlier, 

not a majority of AFDC recipients that would qualify to participate 
in this program but that a majority of the people participating in 
this program would most likely be AFDC recipients since we have 
eliminated the possibility for most GA recipients to participate in 
this program. 

Therefore, my question is, since a majority of the people 
participating in this program that you are proposing, if they would 
be AFDC recipients, do we need to receive a waiver from the 
Federal Government, like we have received on other welfare 
programs, in order for them to participate in this program? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to direct your 
consideration to one point, and then I will answer the question 
which you seem to be driving at. 

The job training provision, the pilot program which is in this 
legislation, is the same pilot program that was in this legislation 
when it lei? the House. It is the same legislation that you voted for 
and I voted for, okay? By the very nature of definition, the 
transitionally needy individuals after the effective date of this act 
will be unable to work. They will only be placed in the 
transitionally needy category if they are unable to work. If they are 
able to work- I am sony; general assistance, because they will no 
longer be transitionally needy. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I understand what you are saying. 
The fact of the matter is, when I voted for this back in January, this 
applied to a large group of transitionally needy recipients that still 
qualified. After the Senate inserted their amendments, there are no 

transitionally needy people that quali5 for this program, and that 
is my point. 

My point is that under this new language - this is language that 
is different than what we voted on in January - under this new 
language, a majority of the people participating in this pilot w 
program will be AFDC recipients, and my question is, will that 
require a Federal waiver in order for that to occur? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, you need not raise the level of your 
voice; I can hear you quite well. 

The majority of individuals in any job training program will be 
AFDC. The department does not need a waiver at this time for 
those individuals, and we are advised the department will not need 
a waiver for the pilot job training partnership program which is in 
this legislation. 

w 
Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you. I finally got my question 

answered. 
Now onto the next question. 
Mr. FLICK. I answered it several times, sir. 
Mr. STURLA. 1s everyone in the area where this pilot program 

goes on that qualifies for the program, are they required to : 

participate in the program? 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, there are certain eligibility 

requirements for receiving benetits, and work might he one of , 
them. We are not attempting to change the ground rules for those 
programs. We are only talking about who administers the training. 
Again, the provision in the bill provides that the Commonwealth 
will contract with outside groups. 

The Department of Public Welfare will have to determine what 
counties will participate in the pilot program, and they will have to 
identify, based on the funding that is available, the State and 
Federal dollars that they have, to what extent they wish to 
incorporate and how large they wish this program to be. There is 
flexibility in this legislation to allow the department to make those 
determinations. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Then my question is, when the 
Department of Public Welfare chooses a county or an area where I. 
they are going to allow this pilot program to take place and they 
say to a private contractor - I am assuming they are going to go out 
on RFP's, requests for proposals, on doing this program -they will 
say, and we want you to train X number of people, would that be 
logical to say that that bvill probably happen? 

Mr. FLICK. I would suspect that the request for proposal would 
have two components in it: number one, the fee which would he 
paid to the organization that will implement the program, and the 
fee will be tailored to their ability and their capability as to the 
number of recipients they might be able to handle. So, you know, 
I suspect it will be somewhat open-ended. 

Again, we are looking for a pilot program. We have provisions 
w 

in this legislation for reports to the Governor and the 
General Assembly. We are leaving the scope of the program up to 
the department. We are merely suggesting there might be a better 
way to implement job training. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. My next question then is, earlier today in 
the Rules Committee it was suggested that this is basically just like 
the market out there that we currently exist in. If you are another 
employer, there are risks to be taken, and so the person who would 
be providing this contracted service, there would be some risks 
involved and they would take those risks, the 25 percent up front, 
various things. If the department says, we want you to train 
X number of people, do I as a private contractor that is bidding on 
this program, if I win the contract, do I have the right to screen 
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which recipients that are eligihle for this that I put through my 
training program, or does the Department of Public Welfare have 
the ability to tell me which recipients 1 must train? 

Mr. FLICK. That would be up to the department to determine 
in its regulations. 

Mr. STURLA. And we are not determining that here on the 
floor of the House today? 

Mr. FLICK. No, sir, we are not. We have not specitied. The 
language is silent. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. I believe that is a serious concem simply 
because it changes drastically my ability as a private contractor to 
know how to estimate, and I am assuming that that decision will be 
made and he known to the contractors before this goes out? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the pilot program is patterned after 
two successful programs: one, Cleveland Works which operates in 
Ohio; the other is America Works, which operates in New York 
and Connecticut. 

During our welfare reform task force hearings, we heard from 
those organizations, we heard about their successes, and we felt 
that there is another way to go about doing job training rather than 
status quo. It is offering incentives to individuals, to the 
organizations, those providing the training, to place individuals in 
a work setting which gives them financial security. 

The goals of the program are contained in the legislation. This 
is no different, Mr. Speaker, than the goals of the program that 
were contained in the legislation when it passed in January. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I agree the goals are the same; the rules by which we are 

playing are different because of the language change, however. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
I thought we had a gentleman's agreement that we were going 

to have a shortened debate if we fed everyone. We fed everyone in 
good faith, so let us shorten the debate in good faith. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Otherwise, I am concerned that there is going 

to be a motion to limit dehate. Now, 1 truly believe that, and I 
would like the members to impose a limitation on debate. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I basically have two more questions. 
On page 4, line 10, the language dealing with the property in 

Philadelphia and the Emhreeville property, does this apply to any 
building that will ever exist at that address? I mean, we are talking 
about an address, not a specific building? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, that issue was addressed earlier. 
Mr. STURLA. If it was, I did not hear it. I am not trying t- 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the language in the legislation is 

rather clear. I suggest that if you read it, you will answer your own 
question. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Well, the way I read it, it applies to an 
address, and I just wondered whether that was the interpretation 
that- 1 mean, I did not insert this language. 

I am also concerned about language on line 26, page 4, which 
says, "...OR ANY PERSON UNDER SENTENCE ...." Does this 
mean that anybody who is on probation or parole is still considered 
"under criminal sentence"? 

My reasoning behind this is 1 am concerned that if somebody 
wants to put a veterans home there at some point in time or some 
other facility that might have somebody who was out on probation 
or parole for some other reason, we would be precluding that use 
also. 

Mr. FLICK. I think the language is quite succinct in that area. 
Mr. STURLA. Okay. Finally, my final question on this, 

page 13, lines 28 through 30, and this is language which I had a 
concem with hack in January. This is dealing with the family caps. 
It says- 

Mr. FLICK. Excuse me. Could you refer me to page and line 
again ? 

Mr. STUFUA. Page 13, lines 28 through 30. Actually it starts 
on line 27. 

Mr. FLICK. Do you have a question, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. STURLA. Yes. This language deals with the birth of a 

child conceived during the period in which the family is eligible for 
aid to families with dependent children benefits. 

Now, to be eligible for benefits does not necessarily mean that 
you have to be receiving those benefits. and my concern is that 
there are a multitude of families out there in the State of 
Pennsylvania, working poor, who are eligible for AFDC benefits 
and who, because of pride, because of a number of reasons, have 
chosen to try and remain off AFDC, and if they conceive a child 
while they are eligible for those henefits hut not receiving those 
benefits, it is my interpretation of this language that they would in 
future years not he eligible to receive benefits for that child if in 
fact they were so unfortunate as to go onto welfare and receive 
AFDC. Is that your interpretation ofthis also? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
It is the opinion of the Chair that this is not a fair question. You 

know the answer to this. You offered an amendment on this in 
January. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if I could, I am not sure that I 
offered an amendment on this in January, because I think, if I recall 
correctly, while I had 30 amendments offered, this was one that I 
did not get a chance to draft in time, which leads me to my next 
point. 

Back in January we had time to draft amendments to this bill, 
and while the 18-hour discussion went on, there were various other 
things that came up, and there were things that we did not have 
time to correct at that point in time. I believe at that time, if I recall 
correctly, I made a statement on the floor saying that I supported 
the hill, even though there were a lot of flaws in the bill, but I 
thought that the bill would go over to the Senate, and surely, our 
having had this discussion, they would clean up some of the 
language and take care of some of these problems. In fact, the 
Senate did do that, and the manner in which they did that was to 
remove a lot of the language completely from the bill, and so when 
the bill came back from the Senate on concurrence, I looked at it 
and 1 said, gee, a lot of those problems are taken care of 
because that language was eliminated. Then this afternoon, in a 
Rules Committee meeting, that bad language that we had sent over 
to the Senate for them to clean up got reinserted, and at this point 
in time, without suspending the rules, I do not have an option to try 
and correct that language. 

So at this point in time, I would like to move for the suspension 
of the rules to allow amendments to correct some of that language. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to put a question such as 
the one the gentleman is suggesting, that you be permitted to clean 
up the language. I do not know what the question is I am going to 
put to the House. 
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MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if I could, I would like to suspend 
the rules to allow amendments. 

The SPEAKER. And do you have a specific amendment, or is 
this amendments generally? 

Mr. STURLA. Not at this time. I do have one specific 
amendment drafled which I will- 

The SPEAKER. All right. The Chair understands the 
gentleman's motion. 

The question before the House is the motion of the gentleman, 
Mr. Sturla, to suspend the rules of the House to permit 
amendments, plural, to the bill. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-87 

Banisto Evans Melio Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Fajt Michlovic Staback 
Belardi George Mihalich Steelman 
Relfanti Gordner Mundv Stetler 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Callagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cahen, M. 
Calafella 
C a l a i m  
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
DeLuca 
Demody 
DeWeese 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkavitr 
Carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Dempsey 

Gruitra O l a z  
Haluska Oliver 
Horsey Pesci 
ltkin Petrarca 
James Pevone 
Jaralin Pistella 
Jasephs Preston 
Kirkland Ramos 
Kukovich Readshaw 
LaGrona Richardson 
Laughlin Rieger 
Lescovitz Robens 
Levdansky Robinson 
Lloyd Roebuck 
Lucyk Rooney 
Manderino Sainato 
Markosek Santoni 
McCall Scrimenti 

Fairchild 
Farga 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlawiec 

Lederer 
Leh 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Merry 
Micouie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Plans 

Sturla 
S w a  
Tangrcni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vilali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Womiak 
Wright, I). R 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, I). W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stish 
Strittmaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Trcllo 
True 
Tulli 
Vancr 
Waugh 
wogan 
Wright, M. N. 

Dent Kaiser Raymond Zirnrnerrnan 
UiGirolamo Kellcr R e k r  zug 
Donatucci Kenney Reinard 
Druce King Rohrrr Ryan. 
Durham Krebs Rubley Speaker 
Egolf Lam less Sather w 

NOT VOTING-2 

Ualey Hanna 

EXCUSED-l 

Rudy 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

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

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Do you have a motion before the House 

now ? 
Mr. STURLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. What is that motion? 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move to suspend 

the rules for the allowance of amendment A4544. 

MOTION RULED OUT OF ORDER 
ZI 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. We just had a 
motion to suspend the rules which failed. The motion the 
gentleman made was to suspend the rules plural, which would 
include the motion the gentleman has just made. You just cannot 
stand there suspending for amendments and then amendment, one . 
afler another. You had your swing and you missed. 

I feel sure the gentleman, Mr. Edmiston, just explained to you 
how that rule works, and what you are attempting to do at this time 
is out of order. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, may I approach the rostrum, 
please? W 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may approach the rostrum. 

(Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 

PARLlAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is my understanding that there needs to be intervening W 

business between these amendments. Is that correct? 
The SPEAKER. It is the ruling of the Cha~r  that you do not 

have the right to move to suspend the rules at this time. However, 
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at some later time, if there is intervening business, you would have 
the right to again move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Shlrla, the debate that you have had to 

date counts against your right to rise on the question of 
concurrence one time. We agree on that, do we not? 

Mr. STURLA. Yes. Thank you. 

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

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, domestic violence is a serious problem all across 

Pennsylvania, not only in this Nation but in this State as well, and 
this bill dramatically, I think, affects victims of domestic violence 
in a way that we need to look more carefully at. As I read the bill, 
a person who is a victim of domestic violence and who is receiving 
protective services as defined by the department will be eligible for 
assistance. However, no person, no victim of domestic violence, 
shall qualify as chronically needy under this provision for more 
than 9 months in his or her lifetime. 

Victims of domestic violence, Mr. Speaker, many times and all 
too sadly are victims of domestic violence year after year after 
year, and many times victims of domestic violence may be in need 
of assistance for a certain period of time, in some way bring their 
life back together again, only to find, again sadly, that they are in 
need of additional assistance at some other point in their life, which 
may exceed the very stringent criteria in the bill which limits that 
person to assistance for only 9 months in that person's entire life. 

1 do not think that is the way that the members of this House 
want this legislation to go into law, and I think we ought to change 
it. On page 10 of this legislation, the change that I will be 
advocating only removes that provision for 9 months in that 
person's life, so that at any time that they become a victim of 
domestic violence and are in need of assistance, the 
Commonwealth will not walk away from that person. 

We are talking about some of the most deserving and 
vulnerable people in our Commonwealth- 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
Mr. BLAUM. -and, Mr. Speaker, in order to offer that 

amendment, I would move that we suspend the rules- 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 

POINT OF ORDER I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick. For what purpose 

does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is not speaking about 

concurrence. There is nothing in this legislation which is before us, 
either when it left the chamber or when it returned from the Senate, 
that deals with the area about which he is speaking. 

The SPEAKER. Well, it may he that that is not necessary, 
because I heard the gentleman was just about to make a motion, so 
let us see what the gentleman's next words are. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I was going to make a motion to suspend the rules 

to offer amendment 453 I.  

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Blaum, moves that the 
rules of the House be suspended to permit the offering of an 
amendment, A453 1. 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Gannon. 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state it. 
Mr. GANNON. There was a motion to suspend the rules 

previously made and failed in the House. I do not believe there has 
been any intervening business, and now we have another motion 
to suspend our rules, and my question is, is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is going to allow the gentleman to 
make the motion. The way the Chair understood the motion by the 
gentleman, Mr. Sturla, was to suspend the rules to permit him, 
Mr. Sturla, to offer amendments, plural, by him, Mr. Sturla, as 
opposed to amendments, plural, by all concerned, the way a 
floor leader might move to suspend the rules for everybody on the 
Republican side or the Democrat side to offer amendments. 

If the Chair had been maybe a little sharper, a little more 
awake, he would have made a better determination, but I will give 
the benefit of the doubt to the gentleman, Mr. Blaum, on this 
question at this time and will rule in favor that this is not out of 
order and the motion is in order. 

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

that to his attention though. 
I would at this time like to refer to prior rulings of the Chair. 
In 1980 Speaker Seltzer was in the Chair, and the gentleman, 

Mr. Manderino, I believe at that time was the minority whip, and 
the following took place; Mr. Manderino asked this question of the 
Chair: "A further point of parliamentary inquiry" - and this is in 
response to a question that 1 raised and we discussed a little earlier 
- "A further point of parliamentary inquiry: Is it within any of the 
d e s  ofthis House, Mason's Manual, or Jefferson's Manual, which 
govern the conduct of this House, or is it within the precedents of 
this House that even though a motion is not debatable, that a 
statement can be made by the majority and minority leader? 

"The SPEAKER. I cannot respond from a rule of this House, 
but, from experience, the Chair would suggest that it would be 
proper for a majority and minority leader to make a brief statement 
on the motion; not to debate it, but to make a brief statement of 
their position on the motion. Unless I hear objection from the 
members of the House, I would suggest that it would be proper, 
and the Chair would recognize Mr. Manderino at this time for a 
brief statement on his position." 

At a later date, in 1983, with, I suspect, Mr. Irvis in the Chair, 
the gentleman, Mr. Manderino, as then majority leader, stated the 
following: "Mr. Speaker, I understand that under the rules of the 

I House and the precedence of the House, a comment on the rules 
suspension may be made by the respective floor leaders. 

"The SPEAKER. That is correct. No one else may, but the floor 
leaders are privileged." 

They are the prior rulings of two Speakers of this House. It 
deals with statements being made by floor leaders. I have bent 
those rules. 1 believe that the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, has bent 
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those rules a little bit. But in all cases - and we have reviewed 
some of the statements that were made by the floor leaders t h e y  
were brief, and I would implore you, so that no member really 
raises the question on these rules, to make your statements in 
connection with the motion to suspend the rules brief. I simolv ask 
as a matter of respect for a bent Ale that the statement be'abrief 
statement. 

The Chair thanks the gentleman and recognizes the gentleman. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I will be brief. 
On behalf of Representative Veon and myself, we hope to 

suspend the rules to offer amendment 4531 so that victims of 
domestic violence would not be limited to that 9-month period in 
their entire lifetime, and all this amendment does, if you read it, 
amendment 4531, is take out those lines dealing with that 9-month 
limitation in the person's entire life. 

I would ask that the members support this motion to suspend 
the rules so that we could offer that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of the motion of the gentleman, Mr. Blaum, 

those in favor of suspension of the rules to allow the gentleman to 
offer amendment A4531 will vote in the affirmative; those 
opposed, in the negative. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Banisto DeWeese Manderina Santoni 
Behko-Jones Evans Markosek Scrimenti 
Belardi Fait McCall Shaner 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
C o l a i m  
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermady 

Adolph 

George 
Gigliotli 
Gordner 
Gruitm 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Horsey 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kikland 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lescovilr 
I.evdans!q 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Fairchild 
Allen Fargo 
Argall Farmer 
Armstrong Feese 
Baker Fichter 
Bard Fleaglr 
Barley Flick 
Birmelin Gamble 
Boyes Cannon 
Brown Geist 
Browne Gladcck 

Melio 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readrhaw 
Richardson 
Riegsr 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 

Leh 

Slaback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tansetti 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Walko 
Washinsan 
Williams 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R 
Yewcic 
Younghlwd 

Saylor 
Lynch Schroder 
Mailland Schulcr 
Major Se~nrnel 
Marsieo Serafini 
Masland Sheehan 
Mayemil. Smith, B. 
McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
McGill Snyder, D. W. 
Merry Stairs 
Micazzie Steil 
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Bunt Godshall Miller Stern 
Butkovitz GNPPO Nailor Stish 
Carone Hahay Nickol Strittmattsr 
Chadwick Harharl Nyce Taylor, E. 2'. 
Civera Hasay O'Bricn 'Taylor. J. 
Clark Hennessry Psrlzl lrur  I 
Clyrnei 
Cohen, L. I .  
Conti 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donaiucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 

Herman Penit 
Heishey Phillips 
Hess Piccola 
Hutchinson Pitts 
Jadlowiec Platts 
Kellcr Raymond 
Kcnnry Reher 
King Rsinard 
Krebs Rohrrr 
Lawless Rubley 
Ledsrer Sather 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-I 

lulli  
Vance 
Vitali 
Wau& 
Wogan 
Wright. M. N. 
Zimmsrrnan 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker J 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the - 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to thank the gentleman, 
Mr. Blaum, for the manner in which that was conducted. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair reco~mizes the lady from 
Philadelphia, Ms. Josephs. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to ask people to vote "no" on concurrence. r 

This is a shameful bill. It is a draconian bill in many, many 
ways, many of which have been pointed out by my colleagues 
already, but I want to add to that litany of shame a few more 
thoughts. 

This bill deceives the public. We are deceiving our 
constituents, we are deceiving our \Toters, the taxpayers of this 
State. This bill, although it pretends to, will not save money. It will 
merely shift the costs fiom State government, from the State 
taxpayer, to the county taxpayer, to the municipal taxpayer, for 
much more expensive services. What I mean is, the cities and 
municipalities will be building shelters for the homeless - a  much 
more expensive activity than helping people stay in their homes by 
giving them the pittance of welfare that we had been before this 
draconian bill was drafted. 

Our constituents will see their local taxes go up or they will 
have to step over and around the homeless on their way to work. 
Those are our constituents, too. We should not be fooling them. 
This is a deception on our public. 

This bill does not attack - and this is the second way it is a 
deception - the real money eater in the welfare budget, which is w 
long-term care, or medicaid. 

The SPEAKER. Will the lady yield. 
The question before the House is that of concurrence in the 

amendments offered by the Senate or the amendments inserted by 
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the House, not just the simple merits of the bill. If the lady would 
try and confine her remarks. 

Ms. JOSEPIIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
When this bill left the House, it left in a mode which I consider 

outrageous, irresponsible, and draconian. The Senate made it a 
little better. The House Rules Committee returned it to the state in 
which it lefi this Housc - a state in which, although it claims to 
save money for the public, will not. This bill purports to make a 
one-time saving of some $25 million by eliminating the category 
of transitionally needy, but it does not address the question of 
long-term care, which has gone up 10 percent in the last year - 
some $57 million. Anybody who goes back to their district and 
says that the amendments that were inserted by the House Rules 
Committee are going to save money for the middle-class taxpayer 
is deceiving that taxpayer. We have not begun to address the 
problem of medicaid mnawray costs in this hill. 

It also, with the amendments that were inserted in the 
Rules Committee, deceives the public about the child exclusion 
provisions. As you all know, I suppose, this was tried and is in 
efkct in New Jersey. The first reports that came in said that, yes, 
indeed, the childbearing habits, if 1 might say so, of young poor 
women were changed when New Jersey decided to exclude those 
children who were bom to poor women. A 5-year, indepth study by 
Rutgers shows thr~t that is not the case. They looked at something 
likc 5,000 young women and found no change in the number of 
children that were born to them. 

We are deceiving the public if we tell them that what we are 
doing - and I put this in quotes - "is teaching responsibility to 
young women." We ought not to be deceiving the people who have 
put us here. That is shamehl, and we ought to be ashamed. 

I am sorry I am always scolding when I get up here, but I am 
forced to, because people who vote for concurrence on this bill are 
voting for irresponsible and draconian measures. 

I want to concentrate a little hit on the child exclusion provision 
which was added in the Rules Committee after the Senate was wise 
enough to take it out, and I want to say that my good colleague, 
Tom Tangretti, notwithstanding, the religious and other groups 
who profess to care about the poor and are self-styled pro-life are 
obviously not major players in this debate, in spite of the fact and 
I am glad to hear that the Conference, the Catholic Conference, did 
testify at one of the hearings before the Senate Public Health and 
Welfare Committee, and I want to say the obvious, that it is quite 
clear that these groups are not concemed about the poor nor are 
they concemed about what they call the unborn. They are 
concemed, their program is to control poor women, and they have 
proved it in this debate. This bill -and we will see when we see the 
final vote on it - will he supported by very many numbers ofthose 
of us in this General Assembly who on other occasions have tried 
to convince us that they cars about poor women and babies who 
are not yet born. 

And finally, the Republican Govemor of New Jersey said 
something which I will paraphrase before I finish. When talking 
about the child exclusion provisions of the bill in New Jersey, she 
said, this is a "three tykes and you're out" bill. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Elk, Mr. S w a .  
Mr. SURKA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise brieily tonight to urge my colleagues to 

nonconcur with the amendments that have been added to HB 2, and 
specifically, Mr. Speaker, the reinstatement of the family cap. The 

House Republicans put it in in the spring, the Senate eliminated it, 
and the House Republicans put it back in today in Rules. 

Mr. Speaker, this will not pass in the Senate and it should not. 
The stated intent of the family cap is to discourage the birth of 
children while the mother is on welfare. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
before you tonight to echo my colleague, Representative Tangretti, 
in stating to you that this will promote abortion for low-income 
women. 

Welfare reform, Mr. Speaker, should not be about punishing 
poor children. Just because a child is poor, Mr. Speaker, is no 
reason to be punitive. It is a myth, Mr. Speaker, that poor women, 
AFDC families, have more children than average families. 
Statistics do not bear that out. Mr. Speaker, that is just not true. 

The Catholic Conference opposes the family cap, Mr. Speaker, 
because it will promote abortions. It is unfortunate that our bishops 
are not calling us on the floor of the House this evening urging us 
to vote against this measure, Mr. Speaker, but it is my 
understanding that they have more important issues that they are 
working on. 

Mr. Speaker- I thought you would like that. 
Mr. Speaker, if you are a pro-life legislator and you really 

believe in the right to life, you cannot vote for this in good 
conscience, because if you do, Mr. Speaker, you are saying that the 
abortion of poor children does not matter; you are saying that the 
abortion of a poor child does not matter, and that is what your vote 
on this will say, Mr. Speaker. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, the total elimination of the 
transitionally needy language. Current law, Mr. Speaker, allows a 
transitionally needy person to collect 2 months of benefits at 
$205 per month over a 24-month period. We are not talking about 
people that are on welfare for extended periods of time. That will 
not save us money, Mr. Speaker. This bill plays at the edges of 
reform. It is predicated on myths. Elimination of the transitionally 
needy language will end up costing Pennsylvania more money 
because it will force these people into crime. Mr. Speaker, $205 a 
month for 2 months over a 24-month period is much less than 
spending $23,000 per year per inmate. Local governments are 
concerned because we will be trickling these costs down to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we should put in perspective these 
amendments that have been added. Pennsylvania has just finished 
a fiscal year with a $500-million surplus, and the public policy 
with the addition of amendments like this that we are pursuing, 
specifically by House Republican colleagues, is not fair; it is not 
right. Mr. Speaker, we have cut taxes for the largest corporations 
of Pennsylvania. We have refused attempts in amendments to 
lower the personal income tax of every individual and for every 
small businessman. We have passed legislation that will let 
tax cheats off the hook. Mr. Speaker, a $500-million surplus, and 
we are hurting the poorest of the poor. 

The amendments that were put into this legislation make it 
worse than it was, and 1 urge all pro-life legislators, if you are 
really pro-life, and all people with any compassion to vote "no." 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. Trello. 

Mr. TRELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose concurrence of HB 2. 
I would also like to let this General Assembly know that I 

welcome all calls from bishops, cardinals, and anybody for any 
reason. 
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If you have any compassion in your heart, you would have 

voted to table this bill and give it a good airing out. Maybe even 
better than that, you should have walked in my shoes or somebody 
else's shoes and traveled around this Commonwealth and found out 
what people are really like that are getting this assistance. 

If you are talking about saving a lot of m o n e y  Well, you 
want to save money? Let me tell you a little story about my 
mother-in-law that was in this nursing home for 2 years, and my 
wife religiously went there every morning at 7 o'clock to feed her 
breakfast, lunch, and dinner, always waiting for the doctor to come 
and show up to take care of her mom, her beautiful mom. The 
doctor never showed up, hut the nurses said, "Oh, the doctor was 
in and your mother is doing fine." Then my wife says, "What are 
you talking about? The doctor was never in here." Well, what he 
did was picked up her chart and said, "Oh, she's fine. Continue the 
same medication," and walked away with 280 bucks. He must have 
done that 15 or 20 times a day, maybe made 3 or 4 grand in that 
nursing home, and who knows how many other nursing homes he 
visited afler that. 

Now, if you want to save some money, let us go afier those 
guys that drive the Mercedes-Benz and live on golf courses, that 
walk in the bar and never have to pay for anything because they are 
rich. Everybody picks up the tab for a rich guy, but nobody picks 
up a tab for somebody that is not very important and that is poor. 

Let us stop and think about this issue and what you are really 
and truly doing. Let us knock the heck out of this turkey and 
nonconcur. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, Mr. Tigue. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the prime sponsor of this legislation, Mr. Flick, 

mentioned time and time again this evening about the vote by 
which we passed this bill hack in January, and I believe the vote he 
said was 157. 
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MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The young lady from Philadelphia talked about the pro-life 
movement and the Catholic church and their involvement on issues 
such as this. I would like to inform that lady that my church is very 
adamant about opposing HB 2 for many, many good reasons, and 
ifthey could be here tonight, they would be here. 

As a good Christian and a good Catholic and as a pro-life 
member of the pro-life caucus, I would like to make a remark to 
members of this General Assembly who sit to the far right that are 
concerned about the unborn child but have no concern whatsoever 
for the born child. You know, people such as Phil Graham, and 
Bob Dole, and Buchanan, they talk about pro-life; they talk about 
the unborn child, but they could care less about the born child, and 
if you look at their voting record and maybe some of the records of 
some of the members here, you will find out that they speak with 
a forked tongue. How can you possibly be so concemed about an 
unborn child, then have no concern whatsoever afler the child is 
born? Children do not know if their parents are going to be very 
wealthy, middle class, or very, very poor. Just like the Govemor 
says about kids on the voucher program. They are kids. They are 
born children that have no regard whatsoever of who their parents 
are going to be. 

If they take the cap off the program for unwed mothers, and I 
can assure you that the sexual behavior has nothing to do with 
taking the cap off, and I can also guarantee you that it will have 
nothing to do with their sex habits if you take the cap off They do 
nnt do it for monev. believe me. 

Mr. TIGUE. So therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a 
suspension of the rules so I can offer amendment 4538 so that the 
State would cover the workmen's compensation premiums for the 
people who will he on workfare. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The question before the House is the motion of the gentleman, 

Mr. Tigue, to suspend the rules to pennit him to offer amendment 
A4538. - 

Well, it is interesting that the bill went to the Senate; the Senate 
amended it; it came back, and a handful of legislators who sit on 
the Rules Committee changed some of the language back but not 
all of the language back. 

One of the first people to speak this evening on this hill was v 
Mr. Lloyd, the gentleman from Somerset, and he mentioned an 
amendment that 1 had offered back in January which passed 
unanimously. Now, 1 support workfare. In fact, I am a strong 
supporter of workfare. I think that people who receive checks who 
are able-bodied should do something in order to be eligible for 
assistance. No one should be allowed to sit home and receive 
money. Now, we can come up with innumerable ways to have 
them put to work, but the point is that I think it is the right way to 
go. 

I 
We have in fact a workfare law currently on the books which 

has not been enforced. As a result of that workfare law, some small 
communities took part, some did not. Some large communities 
took part, some did not, but the overriding reason that they gave Sor 
not taking part in this was that they did not want to pay the 
workmen's compensation premiums. 

Now, whether you live in Bradford County, Montgomery 
County, or Philadelphia County, if we pass this bill with workfare, 
you may doom this program by forcing another mandate on the 
municipalities by forcing them to pay for the workmen's 
compensation for these individuals. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Democratic floor leader 
waives his right to the gentleman, Mr. Tigue, to debate the issue. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, let me briefly again reiterate, this amendment 

passed unanimously because everyone, every man and woman in 
this chamber, realized that we do not want to forcc municipalities. 
whether large or small, Republican or Democrat, to pay for rr* 

unfunded mandates. 
So I would ask for your support once again this evcning. 

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

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

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Allen DeWeese Markoxk Scrimenti 
Banisto Evans McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Hishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Ca~~labianca 

Fajt 
George 
Cigliani 
Gordner 
Gruitla 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Horsey 

Melio 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 

Staback 
Steelman 
Stetlrr 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Time 

cam 
- 

Itkin Petrone Travaglio 
C m n e  James Pistella Trella 
Cawley Jarolin Preston Trich 
Cohen, M. Jasephs Ramos Van Home 
Colafella Kaiser Readshaw Veon 
C a l a i m  Kirkland Richardson Vitali 
Comora Kukovich Rierer Walko 
Corrigan LaCrom ~ o l G r t s  Washington 
Cowell Laughlin Robinson Williams 
COY Lescovitr Roebuck Wamiak 
CUT Levdansky Raoney Wright, D. R 
Daley Lloyd Sainato Yewcic 
DeLuea Lucyk Santoni Youngblood 
Dennody Manderino 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Brawne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Chadwick 

' Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Conti 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Fargo 
F m a  
Feese 
Fichta 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geisl 
Gladeck 
Gadshall 
G ~ P P ~  
Habay 
Harhai 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Leh 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marrico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mrrry 
Micauie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Perrel 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piceala 
Pim 
Plalts 
Raymond 
Reber 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Sather 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schula 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stish 
Strinmaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
W a g h  
W o w  
Wright, M. N .  
Zimmerman 
zug  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

Reinard 

EXCUSED-I 

Less than a majority of the members elecled to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked the lady, Mrs. Vance, to 
temporarily preside. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. DRUCE. Madam Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman cease for 

just a moment. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what reason does the 
gentleman, Mr. Druce, rise? 

Mr. DRUCE. Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. DRUCE. Madam Speaker, it would appear to me that we 

have had a number of motions to suspend the rules for the 
consideration of amendments tonight, and it appears as though it 
is the will of this House not to adopt those amendments. I would 
like to ask, if it would be in order, to adopt a temporary rule which 
would prohibit the adoption of motions to suspend the rules from 
the consideration of HB 2. 

I THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is- I am taking back my gavel for 
a moment because this question was raised by the gentleman, 
Mr. Druce, earlier, and my answer is the same, assuming I 
understand the question that the gentleman asked. 

The question is, may the House adopt a temporary rule that 
suspends our rules and essentially imposes a new rule that says you 
cannot suspend our rules? And I would say, yes, but then we could 
then suspend that rule that suspended our rules that prevented us 
from suspending rules. Now, we could probably keep going on this 
for a few more turns. I just do not know how you can stop it, 
because 102 votes can do anything. 

I think that is the shortcut answer. 
Mr. DRUCE. Would it not be out of order then, Mr. Speaker, 

if the majority of the House had voted to adopt a temporary rule, 
that if someone then later moved to suspend the rules, would that 
not he out of order since the House has already, by a majority vote, 
prohibited the suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The danger - I am not sure how to answer that 
- the danger with something like that - and I would want to think 
about it for a second - is, come 11 o'clock when we want to 
suspend our rules to permit us to continue beyond 11, we would 
not have the right to then suspend our rules to go on. I am just 
bothered by the notion that 102 people cannot suspend any rule 
that we make up. I am bothered by that notion, and my inclination 
is to rule that way, although if the gentleman is asking that as a 
parliamentary inquiry, I will ask for a few moments to consult with 
the Parliamentarian and then 1 will rule on it. 
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Mr. DRUCE. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate your comments, and I 

will withdraw the motion then. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair really thanks the gentleman for 

letting him off the hook. 

The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, if the gentleman is kind enough, 
I will now step down and tum the Chair over to the lady, 
Mrs. Vance. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, would the sponsor of HB 2 stand for 

interrogation ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you. 
I just have two quick, quick questions. 
Number one, in the original bill that was sent over to the 

Senate, if I am not mistaken, there were about 33 amendments, 
bipartisan amendments, included in that bill. It appears as though 
the majority of those 33 amendments either were taken out or the 
language was changed, and we now have the subsequent 
amendments that were different from the 33 that were sent over. 

So my question is, for one, whether you had any conversation 
or whether you were involved in the drafting of the 
Senate amendments to HB 2. 

Mr. FLICK. I would suspect it was the middle of last week 1 
learned th~ough our staff that the Senate was dismantling the bill 
as we had sent it to them. 

At a time when 1 was passing the Governor in the hallway, I 
indicated to the Governor that I had heard the Senate was 
dismantling the bill in the name of the administration will not 
accept this, this, this, or this. I told the Governor about certain 
provisions that I felt were important to maintain in Hi3 2, and he 
indicated on a number of those that he felt they were worthy to 
keep in the bill - finger photo ID and a number of others. I then set 
up a meeting the following day, which I suspect was maybe 
Thursday of last week, with Senator Peterson and went over and 
tried to persuade him to keep many of the amendments that the 
House had passed in the bill. 1 was relatively unsuccessful. 

Mr. THOMAS. So, Madam Speaker, the upper chamber of this 
Assembly- 

Mr. FLICK. No, Madam Speaker, there is no upper chamber. 
Mr. THOMAS. Well, I am refel~ing to it as the upper 

chamber- 
Mr. FLICK. Okay. 
Mr. THOMAS. -because I think that the Senate must look at 

itself as the upper chamber if we sent 33 amendments over with 
bipartisan support, and if I recall correctly, the amendments that 
were supported were supported with somewhere around 150, 
160 members of this chamber in support of those amendments. 

And so to that end, I guess my question is, based on your 
response, you are dissatisfied with what the Senate did? 

Mr. FLICK. Yes, Madam Speaker, I am dissatisfied. 
Mr. THOMAS. Okay. 
Madam Speaker, then I am confident that you will be joining 

myself, the pro-choice caucus, the pro-life caucus, and a number 

of other members in voting for nonconcurrence on HB 2. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. FLICK. Madam Speaker, I will be voting on concurrence 
for this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. So then you are not dissatistied with the V 
changes that were made. 

Mr. FLICK. I would just say, Madam Speaker- thank you for 
asking that - I was dissatisfied with the way the bill was returned 
to the  house^ ~~ ~~~~ 

I am less dissatisfied with the bill that is before us now, 
because a number of the amendments, a number of the provisions 
of the bill that this chamber passed with 157 votes, have been 
reinstated into the bill, not all, but several, several that we believe 
the Senate will accept. w 

Mr. THOMAS. Of the 33, how much does several mean? 
Mr. FLICK. The Sturla amendment was retained by the Senate. 

That was regarding vendor payments for auto repair with a modest 
change, providing for a joint check. The McGeehan amendment, 
which provided no assistance to individuals who failed to appear 
at criminal court when issued a summons, that remains in the bill. 
Unfortunately, a number of the other amendments were removed. 

Mr. THOMAS. Madam Speaker, I am really interested in what 
percentage of the 33 were either retained by the Senate or were put 
back in by the Rules Committee of this House. 

Mr. FLICK. The document which I have before me indicates 
that two of the amendments that were passed during the floor 
activity remain in the bill. I would assume ifthere were- 

Mr. THOMAS. So 31 out of 33 amendments were scratched? 
Mr. FLICK. Actually, I am reminded that there were some 

provisions relating to parental responsibility, that while the Senate 
took them out, we did put them back in. One would be to allour the 
individual who bears the child to seek child support from the 
father. That was Ms. Josephs'. There was a provision in the bill, 
which remains in the bill, to allow the individual to work to replace 
any loss in cash assistance as a result of additional pregnancy. 

Mr. THOMAS. How about expedited assistance for caregivers 
of children of addicted parents? 

* 

Mr. FLICK. That stayed in. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
So I guess roughly we can say about 5 out of 33 basically . 

stayed in and were ultimately supported by the changes that the 
House made. So about 75 percent of the amendments were 
removed. 

Madam Speaker, are you familiar with Governor Ridge's 
comments when he addressed this body earlier, 1 guess around 
March 1, when he talked about his vision for the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania - what he determined as priorities, how he 
determined we needed to move in order to address those w 
priorities'? Are you familiar with his address to this body? 

Mr. FLICK. Madam Speaker, I am not sure how your points 
relate to concurrence in Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would you cease a minute. 
The gentleman is reminded we are talking about concurrence. 

Would we please stay on the subject. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you. 
And I am staying on the subject. I might not have established 

a connection. The connection is the job training pilot program that w 
is in HB 2. 

Governor Ridge indicated that job training, job creation, job 
retention, and a user-friendly business environment in 
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Pennsylvania would be part of his vision for the next 4 years. And 
so my question is, in looking and reviewing this pilot program, 
job training pilot program, do you think that it is in line with what 
the Governor articulated as his vision for Pennsylvania in the area 
ofjob creation and job retention? 

Mr. FLICK. Yes. 
Mr. THOMAS. You think that it is. 
Can you tell me or do you have any idea of where this 

pilot program will be housed at, and in what counties will the 
pilot program be located? 

Mr. FLICK. That is up to the department. 
Mr. THOMAS. Will the department look to this body for any 

guidance in terms of where the programs will be located? 
Mr. FLICK. I would hope that the department would seek input 

from the General Assembly. 
Mr. THOMAS. Because, Madam Speaker, you know the 

transitionally needy category that was eliminated is going to affect 
segments of the population in Pennsylvania greater than other 
segments, and to that end, without the bill providing some 
guidance as to where these pilot programs will be located, then the 
pilot programs could end up in areas where it will have the least 
effect on people who probably need the greatest assistance. So 1 
think that, is there a willingness to provide the department with 
some guidance in terms of where these programs should be 
located? 

Mr. FLICK. I would suspect that the department would look to 
the General Assembly for guidance, and I would certainly expect 
that the General Assembly would attempt to give guidance. 

Mr. THOMAS. So would you be amenable to an amendment 
that provides that guidance if we have the data dealing with the 
parts of Pennsylvania that will be the greatest affected by this 
program ? 

Mr. FLICK. Madam Speaker, we have yet to pass the 
legislation. I think it would be premature to discuss the counties in 
which the pilot job training program would be located at this time. 

The main purpose- And we went over this. I have gone over 
this probably for at least 30 minutes this evening. 

Mr. THOMAS. I know, Madam Speaker- 
Mr. FLICK. We are talking about expanding - expanding job 

training programs that exist in Pennsylvania. We are talking about 
the opportunity for the department to seek requests for proposals 
to contract with outside firms who are willing to enter into a 
contract and provide counseling, training for individuals who will 
be placed in jobs, and if these organizations are unsuccessful in 
placing these individuals in jobs, then those organizations will not 
be paid the full amount of the contract price, because it is incentive 
driven. 

In other words, the organization that is providing the 
counseling and the training has a direct financial interest in seeing 
that these individuals get good jobs. And the goals are in this 
legislation, and the goals are directed toward 40-hour-a-week jobs 
with benefits, and that is what the department will be charged with 
as they explore where and when they might implement the pilot 
job training program. 

Mr. TIIOMAS. Madam Speaker, I thank you for that, and I beg 
your indulgence. I know that you have addressed this question, but 
I guess what I am trying to find out, and let me just share a little 
experience. I mean, we have private industry councils in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania that are competency based or 
performance based driven. They contract with training providers. 
Training providers get X amount of dollars up front. If the course 
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lasts a certain period, they get X amount of dollars. If they are able 
to place X amount of trainees at the end of the contract period, then 
they get the balance of the contract, and I suspect that this 
proposed pilot program is going to be run pretty similarly. It is 
going to be performance based. 

But if we look at the statistics of how well the private industry 
councils have been doing in being able to place those who have 
been considered underemployed not just unemployed but without 
the necessary skills to enter the job market - if we look at the 
placement data on these picked training-provider contracts, it is not 
a whole lot to be excited about, and I think that the absence of 
excitement says that we need to provide some more clarity in this 
whole job training pilot program, because I think that we can end 
up spending money and not getting the kind of bang kom the buck 
that we might be looking for. 

But I guess my other question is, do you have any idea how 
many people we will be able to reach in a fiscal year through this 
proposed program ? 

Mr. FLICK. Again, it will be up to the department to determine 
the size and scope of this program based on available resources 
that they have with Federal and State moneys. 

Mr. THOMAS. How much money has been appropriated, or is 
there an appropriation amount? 

Mr. FLICK. This is revenue neutral. 
Mr. THOMAS. I do not follow you. 
Mr. FLICK. It means that the department within its existing 

resources will create a pilot program in three different counties to 
see if it is possible to tie gainkl employment through financial 
contracts with organizations, be they profit, nonprofit, or 
community, so  that we  place more individuals who are 
welfare recipients in good-paying jobs. 

Mr. THOMAS. Was there a line item in the budget that was 
just passed to provide those kinds of financial resources? 

Mr. FLICK. It is our understanding there is sufficient leeway 
in the budget document that they can implement this pilot program. 

Again, job training is authorized in the budget in a variety of 
different areas. We are merely attempting to provide another 
avenue. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
1 have concluded my interrogation. 1 would just like to offer a 

couple comments. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. THOMAS. I rise in opposition to HB 2. 
I thank the Senate and the prime sponsor for maintaining the 

provision in the bill which deals with expedited assistance for 
caregivers of children of addicted parents. That is something that 
has been on the table for a while. But when you look at the totality 
ofthe bill, the bill has some very serious problems. 

I rise in opposition or I rise for nonconcunence on HB 2 for all 
of the reasons that have been given by my colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle. But more importantly, more importantly, the two 
provisions of HB 2 that run contrary to any notion of concurrence 
is, one, this pilot job training program. We will be removing 
thousands of people, thousands of people from the assistance rolls 
as a result of our actions on the transitionally needy category and 
on the chronically needy category. Thousands of people will have 
no place to turn, and a job training pilot program that is speculative 
3t best and really should be voided for vagueness in terms of where 
we want to go and who it is that we want to deal with raises some 
real concerns. 
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Secondly, the provision that deals with children, unbom 

children, I only raise the question, and that is, how can we be 
concerned about that that we do not know and cannot be concemed 
about those whom we see every day? You go to any part of 
Pennsylvania and we will find children and families suffering in a 
very drastic kind of a way. We see that. We feel that. I do not think 
that there is a district in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania where 
there are not families suffering through no fault of their own, either 
through tragedy or through some other experiences. Through no 
fault of their own they are suffering. We see that, and we cannot 
find it within ourselves to take small steps, not big steps but small 
steps, to provide them with assistance, and yet we can come up 
with provisions in a bill, exclusionary provisions, as though we are 
concemed about the unbom child 

Madam Speaker, those two reasons - the speculative job 
training, alleged job training program, and the exclusionary 
restrictive provisions in this bill - make this bill impractical if not 
impossible for us to concur on it, and I think it behooves us to 
move to nonconcw on HB 2. 

And last but not least, Madam Speaker, we have spent 
6 months, spent the last 6 months making provisions and providing 
financial and other support for those who are doing all right in 
Pennsylvania, and we have spent the last 6 months finding ways to 
step on and to make life more difficult for those who are not able, 
who are not able to stand on their own. 

And, Madam Speaker, 1 only say this. My grandmother used to 
tell me that you can take a cat or a dog and beat up on it so much 
before it begins to fight back, that every living creature at some 
point will fight back if you continue to push on them. So, 
Madam Speaker, I think that we need to take a minute and realize 
that just because one is hopeless does not mean that they are 
helpless, and at some point poor people are going to rise up and are 
going to fight back, and I hope that we are ready to deal with it, 
because we cannot keep using poor people to lift up other people 
and to make life better for other people while we make life more 
difficult for poor people. 

So I ask that we reconsider, we reconsider the provisions in 
HB 2 and that we move for nonconcurrence. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Philadelphia, Ms. Washington. 

Ms. WASHINGTON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I rise asking my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to delay 

voting on concurrence on HB 2 until a statewide summit convenes 
to analyze the ramifications of this legislation on the 
Commonwealth. 

Madam Speaker, as an individual who has risen from 
the disparity of poverty as a welfare recipient to become a 
State Representative of the 200th Legislative District in 
Philadelphia, I know firsthand the havoc this legislation can wreak 
upon women and children. It is unfortunate that mainstream media 
has chosen to use sound bites of fascist ideology to soften the blow 
that these unwarranted cuts will have on those most defenseless 
individuals of the Commonwealth. 

Back in January when this legislation, which received no 
public hearings or public input, was rammed through this body, I 
explained why I was opposed to this ruthless hill. It is simple. 
HB 2 fails to address many of the problems of welfare mothers. 
There are no provisions for day care, health care after employment 
training, and no real efforts to make deadbeat dads responsible for 
their families. 

There is little regard for public safety, including the issue of 
domestic violence. I am very sure each and every voting member 
of this body, regardless of economic status or geographical district, 

alcohol and no real job progams which will help people move 
from recipients to taxpayers. 

Madam Speaker, if we are to he serious about our business in 
this House, we need to formulate practical solutions which will 
actually work. Merely turning our backs on the poor and our 
children while allowing huge tax breaks for major corporations and 
amnesty for tax cheats is not responsibility, it is stupidity. 

Last year when Act 49 hit ground zero, many of you thought it 
1 would blow over and affect only a few recipients. Now many w 

members, urban and m l ,  are starting to feel the fallout of that 
small explosion. Your district office phones are beginning to ring 
more and more, and your door is nearly worn off its hinges as the 
casualties are starting to pile up in your district off~cee 

Madam Speaker, in comparing the impact of Act 49 to HB 2, 
, Act 49 is a hand grenade and HB 2 is an atomic bomb. 1 refise to 8 

stand by and watch the onslaught of thousands of the 
Commonwealth's poor and needy without the general public 
knowing that we were responsible in our actions, and if there are 
going to be casualties, they will know that they have the option to 
become productive members of the Commonwealth rather than 
stereotypes for campaign slogans or tradeoffs for school vouchers. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleading on behalf of those who have no 
voice in this great Commonwealth that we as responsible 
legislators delay the vote on concurrence on HB 2 until we can 
analyze the impact of its ramifications. Thank you. 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair would ask the members 
if they would quiet down. We still have several speakers to go, and 
we would like to get through here. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland 
County, Mr. Mihalich. 

Mr. MIHALICH. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Previous speakers have said much of what I intended to say, 

and 1 will not vote to concur with this bill. But one of the many 
reasons, and it has been covered before and I will not go into 
detail, is about the family cap. As a previous speaker so aptly put . 
it, "three tykes and you're out," or off welfare, whatever. 

But for that purpose I would like to submit a commentary for 
the record and make one other observation about the process by 
which we are now voting on this bill. And I know what I am going 
to say now is not exactly on point, but nevertheless, it tells us why 
- in my opinion - why we are deliberating on this bill in the 
manner in which we are. 

I think the Rules Committee has gone far beyond their 1 
prerogatives in doing substantive amendments to bills, not only on 
this one. We have seen this I think last week and the week before. 
I think that is one reason why we have such lengthy debates here, 
because we are avoiding the normal cornmiltee structure here. We 
do not get full airings on these bills. A lot of people do not 
understand it. People on the relevant committees have no 
understanding of it. 

And I think rule 46 is being violated by the Rules Committee 
in that they are exceeding- Well, there is no authority given to J 
them specifically to make substantive amendments to any 
legislation, and I think that is a matter that this House should take 
up in the very, very near future so we can avoid these late-night 
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sessions where we gain information for the first time. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

ARTICLE SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. MIHALICH submitted an article for the Legislative 
Journal. 

(For article, see Appendix.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempnre. The Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Philadelphia, Ms. Manderino. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Would the maker of the bill submit to interrogation. please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees. You may 

proceed. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank yo4 Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, when this bill was here in January, I had 

expressed numerous concerns, one of which was the effects of the 
fingerprint imaging program, and I am looking at both an 
amendment that was inserted by the Senate and other language that 
was inserted this afternoon in the House Rules Committee, and I 
really cannot understand what their effects are and what they 
attempt to accomplish. 

On page 8, lines 9 through 12, there is some amendatory 
language of the Senate with regard to who can do fingerprints and 
what they can do with it, and I would like to understand the bill 
maker's- I would appreciate it if the bill maker would explain to 
me his understanding of what that language does. 

Mr. FLICK. What page were you referring to? 
Ms. MANDERINO. Madam Speaker, I am looking on page 8, 

lines 9 through 12, the section that was inserted in the Senate. 
Mr. FLICK. Okay. Let me, if I can, try to bring you forward. 
When the bill left the House chamber in January, there had 

been a provision in Act 49 of 1994 to establish a pilot program for 
finger photoimaging. That program was never started, never 
commenced. In HB 2 we provided a statewide mandate to 
implement finger photoimaging. In discussions with the Senate, 
the language was altered to provide that the Department of 
Public Welfare would be authorized to implement 
finger photoimaging in those areas of the Commonwealth where 
they felt it would effectively reduce fraud and where it was 
cost-effective. 

The sharing of information between the department and the law 
enforcement communities when the bill left this chamber was as it 
is now in the bill. The Senate had made it a one-way exchange of 
information, that the Department of Public Welfare could seek 
from law enforcement officials information regarding the criminal 
background of the recipients. The amendment in Rules took it back 
to a two-way street that each could exchange information. 

And I might just add that the case which I referred to earlier 
was a case where an individual was arrested in York, Pennsylvania, 
and that individual had been arrested for welfare fraud before. He 
was arrested in York and charged with 20 cases of welfare Gaud. 
He had welfare fraud violations in three States, and the individual 
bad been cited for welfare fraud in the past and failed to report at 
a hearing on those charges. Had this provision been in effect, I 
believe that individual would have been apprehended quite earlier. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, I have finished my interrogation, and I would 

like to speak on the bill. 

~ - -- - - --  

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady may proceed. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, the maker of the bill confirmed what I thought 

was done by the Rules Committee this afternoon, and let me repeat 
again for members what my concern is about the fingerprint 
imaging, how the Senate did try to improve it somewhat, and how 
the House, in my opinion, made a grave error this afternoon in the 
language which they added. 

The fingerprinting provision - and I said this back in January 
and I will say it again - is, in theory, not something that I oppose. 
If we are going to be able to buy fingerprint imaging for 
identification purposes, stop welfare fraud or eliminate it or reduce 
the amount of welfare fraud - and I think that while the statistics 
are always overstated in how much there is, any amount of fraud 
is ton much, and we want to get that out of the system - the reality 
of it is, just being pnor, just by being poor and having to receive 
assistance from the State, should not make you a second-class 
citizen with different rights than the rest of the population. 

When this bill left the House in January, it made pnor people 
second-class citizens, because what it said was, if you are poor, we 
are going to fingerprint you for identification purposes, but not 
only are we going to fingerprint you and use those fingerprints to 
check whether or not you are getting duplicate welfare benefits, but 
we are going to share those fingerprints with crime labs and 
law enforcement all across the State. 

Now, we do not do that for average citizens. Average citizens 
like you and I have an expectation of privacy with regard to our 
fingerprints that is not invaded unless we have already done 
something that has brought us in line and in contradiction with the 
law. But what has happened here is we have said, okay all of you 
wealthy people who might have a State contract, you wealthy 
businesses who might get benefits from the State, you State 
employees who might get paychecks from the State, all of you 
people who might have PHEAA (Pennsylvania Higher Education 
Assistance Agency) loans from the State, your rights to privacy are 
still protected even though you have gotten money from the State, 
but God forbid you are poor, you no longer have a privacy 
right and expectation in your fingerprints, and that is wrong, 
Madam Speaker, to treat people as second-class citizens based on 
their economic status. 

Now, the Senate saw that that was wrong and the Senate did the 
right thing, and they did the right thing by saying, okay, we are 
going to let the Welfare Department check with the criminal justice 
system, and that would have taken care of the example that 
Mr. Flick talked about with the person who was cheating welfare, 
because Welfare could have been able to get fingerprints of known 
:riminals from the criminal justice system. But no, that is not good 
:nough. We do not want to just get criminals, we want to get 
~verybody who is poor; we are going to put it back in. And so the 
Rules Committee today basically said, if you are poor, you.are a 
second-class citizen; your fingerprints are up for grabs. 

Now, some poor people are going to get lucky. Some poor 
people are going to get lucky because we are only going to do this 
s a pilot project. So if you happen to live in a part of the State and 
you are poor but you are not part of the fingerprint pilot project, 
iou are lucky, because your fingerprints will still be protected. But 
f you are poor and you live in a part of the State where you are 
:oing to try a pilot project for fingerprint imaging, you are 
mlucky. We are treating you no better than we treat criminals. 
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Now, I am not sure if I should be happy that we are only 
covering some of the poor people like criminals and second-class 
citizens or if I should lament all the more the insidious way that we 
are attempting to treat poor people in our Commonwealth. It is a 
shame, it is an abomination, and it is something that we should not 
do. 

There are a lot of provisions in this bill that I could speak 
about, and a lot of people have talked about the newborn and 
new-child exclusion, so I will not go into the details that they 
covered except to tell you that we are not talking about 
a few innocent children. As a matter of fact, if you use the 
U.S. Department of Human Services analysis of AFDC data for 
Pennsylvania, we are talking about 110,000-plus children in the 
next 5 years who we as Pennsylvanians, if this passes, are going to 
say, you do not count; we are sony you were born into a poor 
family, but your parents are not going to get money to provide you 
the diapers and the extra services that you need; we are not going 
to only hurt your parents because they were bad and they had a 
baby on welfare, but we are going to hurt you and we are going to 
hurt each and every one of your siblings, because the reality of it 
is that because you were born into this world, everybody in your 
family is going to have less money to live on. 

And that is really a shame, Madam Speaker, because we are not 
talking about a lot of money. We are talking about an increased 
grant for an additional child in Pennsylvania that is about $83 a 
month. For those of you who have children, you know that is 
hardly enough to cover the cost of the diapers, baby bottles, and 
other necessities. 

If we reduce the already meager levels of assistance to poor 
children, we will pay all the more for increased dropout rates, for 
increased health-care costs. More poor children will be likely to be 
malnourished; lower performance in our schools; lower 
development of the children in terms of their physical and mental 
development; hopehlly not, but most likely, more serious 
disabilities. 

We are always hearing the anecdotal stories of irresponsible 
welfare mothers having innumerable children. Well, 
Madam Speaker, that is just all that it is. It is just anecdotal stories, 
because if you look at the empirical data, the empirical data shows 
that AFDC families average approximately two children, which is 
about the same as middle-class families, in the United States. 

Several speakers have mentioned tonight about the New Jersey 
experiment, and I think the actual article has maybe been submitted 
by Representative Mihalich for the record, but, Madam Speaker, 
take a look at this week's Time magazine, the July 3 issue, the 
article called "The Myth About Welfare Moms," and that will tell 
you exactly what you have heard today about the empirical data on 
what is happening with child exclusion laws in New Jersey, and the 
empirical data is saying that there is no reduction in birth rates; 
there is no real cost savings. We are talking about window dressing 
and hardship, and it is just a shame, because it is not going to make 
any difference to the big and growing welfare budget. But it is 
going to make a difference to the individual families that i t  hurts, 
and it is those families that 1 am worried about; it is those families 
I hope you are worried about, too. 

Vote "no" on HB 2. Vote to nonconcur on this awful 
legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I also rise in strong opposition to HB 2. 

JRNAL - HOUSE JUNE 28 
This is truly a perfect example of Madisonian thought and 

theory of trying to keep those people down once they are already 
down and trying to push them down even further. It is almost like 
we will put people in a wagon and literally try to push them off a 
cliff. w 

It is always amazing to me how people will stand back after 
they have been to a public hearing, or maybe they went down and 
spent an hour or two in the community and saw the plight of the 
people who were struggling to try to make something better of their 
lives, and all of a sudden say, I have the idea that this is going to 
be better for you, and usually something that is always better for 
you are those people who are much more better olf or more elite 
trying to punish those people by giving them other forms of 
punishment. This does nothing to help anybody. This does not do 

w 
anything but being able to say, we want to keep you down; we do 
not want you to get anywhere; we think that this is a reward or 
forn~ o f a  stimulus to get you to try to change your life. 

It is always amazing to me how some people will say that this 
is always going to be good for you. What is a crying shame, and 
we can imagine some people who say that we are people of a s 
Christian faith, people who want to believe in something, and for 
us to literally sit down and do this is the same thing of being able 
to say that Mary, the mother of Jesus Christ, who had other . 
children, would not even be able to provide something for her other 
children. This form of separatism is cruel; it is cold; it is heartless. 

I just cannot imagine us continuing to do this, but we want to 
try to get reelected. We want to try to do what we think is popular 
without thinking about those persons who are a little bit less off 
than we are. liere we sit down and we eat good, we try to live 
good, but at the same time we do not want to offer thc same 
services that we have ourselves to other people. 

Madam Speaker, this is not the thing to do. This is not what we 
were sent here to do. We are supposed to he for all people for all 
the time, not try to keep people down, not being able to give them 
an equal chance to be able to succeed in America. 

I would ask for a negative vote on this House bill. It is wrong. , 
It is cold. It is heartless. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Madarn Speaker. 
As I sat in my scat this evening, I actually thought ahout what 

we were trying to accomplish this evening. I actually even 
considered not speaking to move the proccss along, to force an 
actual vote. I actually thought about, well, maybe they have 
something here. Maybe we have an opportunity to remove all these 
lazy, nonproductive, ill-motivated, uneducatcd poor people 
off the taxpayers' hack - you know, those hard-ruorking, 
"Pledge of Allegiance" Pennsylvanians who clearly would never J 

ever, never ever in their lifetime see the~nselves on public 
assistance. Certainly, we know that therc is only a certain type of 
person who uses public assistance, and clearly, that is not 
most Pennsylvanians. Most Pennsylvanians, people uho  are 
hard-working, have values, get up every morning, wash their face, 
shave, kiss their babies, and go off to work, clearly could never 
find themselves in unfortunate circumstances of maybe their 
husband dying or their husband divorcing them or, God Ibrbid, 
pregnant without reason to be pregnant. J 

Just last week when I was in my district, 1 visited 
Bartram Village, and I talked to that 5-year-old - you know, that 
5-year-old individual that we want to give job training to and we 
want to make sure he gets appropriately educated and we want to 
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make sure that he goes through all the programs that we are going 
to set up in this bill; you know, that same 5-year-old who is 
probahly cheating on welfare or his mother is using the 
food stamps to sell; you know, that kid that we know really needs 
our help tonight. 

As I sat here, 1 saw all the attention that we are giving this 
discussion, as people walked off the floor to eat dinner, as they sat 
in their seats to discuss, you know, what they are going to do with 
the summer, or as they turned their heads or drifted off, and you 
know, they did not want to till asleep because we h o w  the 
television cameras are on. They want to look alert for that, but they 
wanted to turn a deaf ear to the reality of people, speaker after 
speaker rising to the mike talking about the reality of Pennsylvania 
that they see - the Pennsylvania which is in tough times; the 
Pennsylvania which has reached a record unemployment level; the 
Pennsylvania that has businesses shutting down. Oh, despite the 
fact that we gave them a corporate tax break, 1 do not see anybody 
knocking on our doors. 

You know, that Pennsylvania which not only has 
Afncan-Americans trapped in unemployment, God forbid, but 
some non-African-Americans, some nonminorities, are actually on 
welfare. Oh, that is that nasty discussion about race in the context 
of public assistance. Yeah, I finally got to it. I finally got to the 
Willie Horton of Pennsylvania. I finally got to the crux of the 
matter. We think it is them versus us; them versus us and we have 
a better plan for them versus us. 

When 1 look at the hill, I see little line items like, oh, that 
section on 302.8, where they want to remove and make sure that a 
certain contractor - as a matter of fact, a minority contractor that 
employs minorities - does not get a conhact in a particular 
township that is embodied in that amendment. Oh, yeah, we want 
to do something that is really great for Pennsylvania, something we 
can be proud of tonight. We want to kick all those bums off the 
welfare rolls, help all those little poor kids, and provide a direction 
for Pennsylvania and the Nation, because, see, tonight we have, 
yes, I am sure we have in HB 2 the fonnula for poverty; we have 
the solution. We are the geniuses for the rest of the country. We are 
going to be the role model by which everybody else is going to 
structure their welfare reform bills. We are going to put all these 
people back to work. Where, I do not know. Where, you do not 
know. But more importantly, I care; you do not. 

The fact is, we are building prisons at a record rate to take care 
of guess who? I have no doubt who you plan to put in those 
prisons - these same people you are going to be kicking off 
welfare; these same people that, for some reason, you think have 
so much more screwed-up values than the rest of Pennsylvanians. 

Well, I want to share a personal experience with you. I want to 
share a personal experience where I know a young lad whose 
mother had to move him from apartment to apartment because they 
could not pay the rent on time, and in the last apartment building 
that they lived in, they did not have a complete floor. They had to 
steal coals from other people's irons and fire stoves to make sure 
they had heat in their homes. They had to borrow books to educate 
their children. The fact is, that particular person is my father. They 
did not call it welfare back then. They called it some level of 
assistance, some help. Neighbors helped neighbors. But without 
that level of assistance that they discovered back then, nly father, 
Senator Williams, would not have given me a vision for 
public service which I dedicated in this House, because his son was 
able and fortunate enough to get some of the things he did not get. 
I got a college education. Oh, by the way, I went to a 
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private school, without vouchers. 1 got the benefit of an experience 
across this country and around this world, and I am back here 
fighting the same battles that I see for those who will not be able 
to be here. They will not be protected as my father was protected. 
They will not have visionaries, unfortunately, fighting for them. 
They will have people such as us tighting over the cnlmbs and 
dividing our society. 

Well, if you are ready to build a wall, because, you see, prisons 
will get overcrowded, despite your best efforts. They will not be 
able to contain the unrest of not just the under class but the 
middle class that we are kicking out ofjobs in record rates. 

For.  those of you who can read and do read the 
Wall Street Journal - I am not talking about those little 
Daily News, the Enquirer, the rag sheets that you might read - read 
the New York Times and the Wall Street Journal, which talk about 
corporate welfare and its lack of effectiveness in this count~y, 
which talk about public welfare and the destruction of welfare and 
what it will do to our country. You do not have to trust a young, 
urban Democrat that you all describe as liberal, which is the 
furthest thing from the truth. Trust those people that you believe to 
be more like you - conservative; Republican; you know, live 
outside the cities; safe people, certainly never touched by welfare. 
They, too, understand that what you are doing here tonight is 
reprehensible and, frankly, unforgivable and, certainly, bad 
public policy. 

So 1 stand in strong opposition to HB 2. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Kirkland. 

Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, 1 realize that the hour is growing late, but I 

think it is important, Madam Speaker, that a few things be said and 
be said by myself. 

First, Madam Speaker, let me just say that I come from a city, 
a municipality, one that has been declared distressed by the 
State of Pennsylvania. Madam Speaker, I come from an area where 
the school district has been declared financially distressed, and, 
Madam Speaker, my housing authority within the city in which 
1 live has been taken over by receivership, and also, 
Madam Speaker, the community development block funds in my 
community have been frozen. 

Madam Speaker, I say all this because now with the 
concumence of HB 2, if that were to become a reality, the persons 
in my community, Madam Speaker, who are already downtrodden 
would now be kicked to the curve. Madam Speaker, young people, 
young people who will find it hard to get by now, will be kicked to 
the curve. Madam Speaker, persons who are unemployed in my 
community now would find themselves being kicked to the curve. 

Madam Speaker, HB 2 is wrong, and let me tell you why it is 
wrong, Madam Speaker. For a period of time, Madam Speaker, 
I was out of work, for quite some time, and during that time, 
Madam Speaker, 1 found it very difficult to support my family. 
Madam Speaker, during a period of time not only was I out of 
work, Madam Speaker, but I myself, Madam Speaker, had a 
problem, an addiction that dealt with drugs, and the members need 
to listen, Madam Speaker. Please, could I get some order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman does deserve to be 
heard. Could we please break up the conferences along the aisles. 
This is only prolonging things. Could we please have some order. 
Will the Sergeant at Anns clear the aisles, especially along the 
side, to the right ofthe Speaker. 
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The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
As I was saying, Madam Speaker - and I think this part is 

very important - there was a time not only was I out of work, 
Madam Speaker, and unable to provide for my family, but there 
was a time in my life when an addiction had taken hold of my life, 
a drug addiction, Madam Speaker, and during that time I had to 
deal with and support a wife and five children. If it had not been 
for the system, Madam Speaker, the welfare system, to help me get 
back up on my feet and overcome my addiction, I would not be 
here today. Madam Speaker, if there had been a cap, 
Madam Speaker, my five beautiful daughters would not be 
excelling academically, spiritually, and socially today. 

Madam Speaker, HB 2 is wrong. It tears at the very fiber of our 
society, it tears at the very fiber of our family, it tears at the vely 
fiber of this House of Representatives, and, Madam Speaker, those 
who would vote to concur with HB 2 would be voting to hu t  
people, Madam Speaker. 

Madam Speaker, there is a scripture in the Bible - and you 
know I am going to talk about that - in Matthew 5:s that says, 
"Blessed are the merciful, for they shall see God." There are a lot 
of people in here, Madam Speaker, that will have the opportunity 
to see Him, but they will not be with Him because they are 
showing no mercy to these people who need the help the most. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that this House of Representatives think 
about the people that they represent. Do the right thing and not do 
something for political points. Think about the shoe being on the 
other foot. 

Madam Speaker, we have a charge to go out and help those 
who are unable to help themselves, and to vote for this HE 2 to be 
concurred with, Madam Speaker, is a slap in the face to the little 
people, to the little people whom we represent. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in opposition of HB 2 and ask that the 
membership would dig deep inside of their hearts, those who have 
one, dig deep inside of their hearts and pull out the right thing and 
do the good. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman h m  Lancaster for the second time, 
Mr. Sturla. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to concurrence on HB 2, and while I 

imagine that I will not be as eloquent as the previous speaker, my 
colleague, Representative Kirkland, I just wanted to point out a few 
things about this bill. 

Back in January I voted to pass this bill, because while there 
were flaws with it and while we knew there were problems with it, 
there was the potential to actually accomplish meaningful welfare 
reform in the State of Pennsylvania, and while we did not hold any 
hearings on it, we did debate it for 2 full days. It seemed like 
forever at that point in time. The Senate consequently held hearings 
on it, amended the bill, and sent it back over to us, and it looked 
like it was advancing, and if we wanted to change it a little more, 
we might be able to make it better, but it was at least advancing. 
Then earlier this afternoon, presto-chango, here comes this bill out 
of Rules, and it is not better than where we started; it is worse than 
where we started. Back in January we had taken a step forward to 
meaningful welfare reform, and earlier this afiemoon we took 
two steps backwards. 

In terms of job training, the language has inadequacies, and 
what we have done is lei? it up to bureaucrats to decide how to 
solve the welfare problem. The family cap language has specifics 
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in it that are horrendous, and we have discussed those and various 
speakers have discussed those tonight. 

We talked about the poor who will become second-class 
citizens with the fingerprinting program, and it is not just the poor 
that some people think of, well, they deserve it; it is also the poor J 
that are in nursing homes. We are going to be going into nursing 
homes and fingerprinting elderly seniors who are bedridden, 
because they receive public assistance. 

We have given up massive amounts of legislative oversight that 
we had originally placed in HB 2, and now we are leaving i t  to the 
bureaucrats. 

There was one provision - and earlier tonight I tried to suspend 
the rules in order to offer amendments - there was one provision 
that I did actually have a chance to get an amendment drawn to 4 
which deals with the vehicle equity issue, and earlier tonight 
Representative Flick talked about the fact that that language was 
removed because, afler all, we did not want one person to be able 
to only have a car that was worth $1,500 who was on welfare and 
another person who was in the workfare program to be able to have 
a car that was worth $3,500. Well, 1 am going to make a motion in 3 
a short while that will solve that inequity and allow all persons who 
receive public assistance to have a car that is worth up to $3,500, 
and I would hope that the members would consider this motion 
when I make it, because as anyone knows, these days a car that is 
worth less than $1,500, which is what those persons on 
public assistance are allowed to own, a car that is worth less than 
$1,500, and we are going to try allowing- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would ask the 
gentleman to either make his motion or talk on the subject of 
concurrence. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I would like to move to suspend the rules to allow for an 

amendment that would raise the cap of the equity value of vehicles 
for persons on public assistance in general. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Do you have this amendment 
number? 

Mr. STURLA. The amendment number is A4544. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The move to suspend the rules is 

nondebatable. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Baltirto 
Bebka-Jones 
Bclardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
3uxton 
Caltagirone 
Zappabianca 
:am 
3srone 
Zawley 
Zohen, M. 

Evans 
Fair 
George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Horsey 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 

Manderino 
Markasek 
McCall 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Piscella 
Preston 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Srrrlman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Suna 
Tangeni '*. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
l'ravaglio 
Trell; 
Trich 



Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

1995 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 1741 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 

Calafella Kaiser Ramos Van Home 
Colaizo Kenney Readshaw Veon 
Corpora Kirkland Richardson Vitali 
Cowell Kukovich Robens Walko 
COY LaGrona Robinson Washington 
C u m  Laualin Roebuck Williams 

Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Conti 
Comeli 
Corrigan 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 

Boscola 

Rudy 

asking to go out and find employment and who we are trying to 
transition from welfare to employment, that when they call us in 
our district offices saying that they cannot get their car that is 
worth $700 to start because it has got a bad battery, when it is the 
dead of winter, I hope that some of us will be willing to get out of 

Lacovitz Rooney 
Levdansky Sainato 
Lloyd Santoni 
Lucyk 

NAYS-110 

Fairchild i.ynch 
Fargo Maitland 
Farmer Major 
Feese Marsico 
Fichter Masland 
Fleagle Mayemik 
Flick McGeehan 
Gamble McGill 
Cannon Meny 
Geist Micouie 
Gladeck Miller 
Godshall Nailor 
GNPPO Nickol 
Habay Nyce 
Harhan 0' Brien 
Hasay Perrel 
H e ~ e s s e y  Pettit 
Herman Phillips 
Herrhey Piccola 
Hess Pins 
Hutchinson Plans 
Jadlowiec Raymond 
Keller Reber 
King Reinard 
Krebs Rieger 
Lawless Rohrer 
Lederer Rubley 
Leh Sather 

NOT VOTING-2 

Melio 

EXCUSED-I 

Womiak 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stinh 
Strinmaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. J. 
T& 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M. N 
Zimmerman 
zug  

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what reason does the 
gentleman, Mr. Sturla, rise? 

Mr. STURLA. Could I conclude my remarks, 
Madam Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, with the vote that we just took, I certainly 

hope that the fact that we are giving citizens ofthis Commonwealth 
a ride tonight, that come this winter, when those people who we are 

- - 

bed at 6:30 in the miming so they can make it to the morning shift. 
Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Elk County for the second time, Mr. Sma.  

Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Earlier 1 brought up the issue of the family cap and how this 

will promote abortions amongst poor women and poor families. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to suspend the rules for amendment 
A4457 to remove the family cap language so we will not be 
promoting abortions. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 

I encourage an afftrmative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to suspend is 

nondebatable. It is A4457. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Banisto 
Bebk*Jona 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Browne 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 

DeWeese 
Evans 
Fajt 
George 
Gigliatti 
Gordner 
Gruitm 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Horsey 
itkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
KeMey 
Kirkiand 

Manderino 
Markosek 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasr 
Oliver 
P a c i  
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Plans 
Reston 
Ramos 

Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 

Colaiuo Kukovich Readshaw Walko 
Corpora LaGrotta Richardson Washington 
Cowell Laughlin Roberts Williams 
COY Lawless Robinson Womiak 
C u r r ~  Lacovitr Roebuck Wright, D. R. 
Daley Levdansky Rooney Y m i c  
DeLuca Lloyd Sainata Youngblood 
Dermody Lucyk 

Allen Fairchild 
Argall Fargo 
Amstrong Farmer 
Baker Feese 
Bard Fichter 
Barley Fleagle 
Birmelin Flick 
Boyes Gamble 
Brown Cannon 
Bunt Geist 
Butkovitr Gladeck 

Leh Schrcder 
Lynch Schuier 
Maitiand Semmel 
Major Serafini 
Marsico Sheehan 
Masland Smith. B. 
Mayeniik Smith, S. H. 
McCeehan Snyder. D. W. 
McGill Stairs 
Meny Steil 
Micouie Stern 
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Carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Canti 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donahlcci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 

Godshall Miller 
GNPW Nailor 
Habay Nickol 
Harhw Nyce 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hemessey Perzel 
Herman Penit 
Hershey Phillips 
Hers Piccala 
Hutchinson Pins 
ladlowiec Reber 
Kaiser Reinard 
Keller Rieger 
King Rohrer 
Krebs Rubley 
Lederer Sather 

NOT VOTING-2 

Raymond Say101 

Stirh 
Strinmaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Waugh 
wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmerrnan 
Lug 

Ryan, 
Spe&er 

EXCUSED-] 

Rudy 

that would have a major impact on many of your constituents in 
your particular area. 

As I began to indicate that the most important of these benefits 
to this group of unemployed older workers being full medical 
assistance coverage, including prescription medications, I think w 
that it is important that we recognize that these above facts are 
most important in signifying that these persons are the most 
significant, being the high percentage of people who have been 
classified as able-bodied that suffer from chronic illnesses, face job 
discrimination due to their age, lack transferrable skills andlor have 
insuficieot education to compete in the job market. 

In voting tonight, we should consider that we should provide 
needed medical care for Pennsylvania's most vulnerable citizens, 
and we must protect the health and well-being of the elderly, and w 
it is up to us to correct this wrong. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker, 1 would like to lnove to 
suspend the rules to introduce amendment A4322. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been a move to suspend 
the rules for amendment A4322. The motlon is not debatable. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Richardson, from Philadelphia for the second time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
Madam Speaker, earlier when we were debating this issue, one 

of the things that did not come up was the concern about those 
persons between the ages of 55 to 64. While the prime sponsor of 
this bill indicated very strongly that he felt that this bill had been 
debated completely, he forgot to talk about the fact that there were 
a lot of substantive issues that have been in fact placed back 
in this bill. One of them was that when this bill left this 
House of Representatives, it only ended transitionally needy for 
those between the ages of 18 to 25. Many of you may have already 
forgotten that. But there is a vulnerable community that also exists 
within this bill, and that is those persons between the ages of 
55 to 64, and, Madam Speaker, I believe that it is important to 
recognize that the category eligible for the chronically needy 
general assistance benefits deals specifically with that age- 

Mr. HORSEY. Madam Speaker, point of parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The most important of those benefits to 

this g r o u p  
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
For what reason does the gentleman, Mr. Horsey, rise? 
Mr. HORSEY. Madam Speaker, I cannot hear the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman does deserve to be 

heard. I ask the indulgence of the members and have some quiet, 
please. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
I certainly believe that this is part of the heart and the guts of 

this bill if there is anything that could be used to look at something 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-93 

Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Bunon 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Calafella 
C o l a i m  
Corpora 
Cowell 
Coy 
Cu"y 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermady 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brawn 

Evans Mandcrino 
Fdjt Markosck 
George McCall 
Gordner Melio 
Gruitra Michlovic 
I4aluska Mihalich 
Hanna Mundy 
Horsey Olasz 
ltkin Oliver 
James Pesci 
Jarolin Petrarca 
Josephs Petrone 
Kaiser Pistella 
Kenney Preston 
Kirkland Readshaw 
Kukovich Richardson 
LaGrona Rieger 
1.aughlin Roberts 
Lawless Robinson 
Lescovitr Roebuck 
Lewdansky Rooney 
Lloyd Sainato 
Lucyk Santoni 

Fairchild Lynch 
Fargo Maitland 
Farmer Major 
Feese Marsico 
Fichter Masland 
Fleagle Mayemik 
Flick McCeehan 
Gamble McGill 
Cannon  men^ 
Ceist Micozzie 

Scrimenti 
Shancr 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Suna 
Tangetti 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yewcic w 
Youngblood 

Sheehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. tl .  
Snyder, 1). W 
Stairs 
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Hrowne 
Runt 
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NOT VOTNG-I 

Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the aff~rmative the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

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

the Rules Committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Madam Speaker. 
This issue has been long, and my understanding is that we are 

at the end. 1 have given latitude to evelyone to speak at this point, 
and I would like to know whether or not it is possible to interrogate 
the prime sponsor of this bill. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
h4r. Richardson, the Chair could have found but did not find 

that the gentleman is speaking for the third time on the subject. 
Under prior rulings this could have been considered the third time, 
but rather than go through a lengthy qumel or debate on the 
subject, it was decided to allow the gentleman to proceed on 
your third time at bat, this principally because you are the 
chief spokesperson against the particular bill. We would ask, 
however, that you respect the House's time because the hour is 
growing late. I know you will. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
And I thank you very much, because I had thought that 1 was 

giving way to the former motions that were made as a result ofme 
not actually being recobmized, and I thank the gentleman for his 
latitude to allow us the opportunity to speak on this issue that is 
very important to our legislative district. 

If the gentleman would consent, if 1 am allowed to ask a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Flick, will the gentleman stand for 
interrogation? 

1 do not see the gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will Mr. Clymer- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, is on the telephone, 

Mr. Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. 
Can we suspend for a moment or can I ask Mr. Clymer to 

speak? It does not matter. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, will stand for 

interrogation. 
The purpose of interrogation is to learn things, not to simply 

repeat things that one already knows. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Are you ready, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. FLICK. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, HB 2, as we all know, eliminates the 

cash assistance for nearly 100,000 persons age 18 through 64 now 
who are classified as transitionally needy and thereby eligible to 
receive a grant of about $200 a month for 2 months every 2 years 
or just about $400 over a 2-year period. 

With the elimination totally now of transitionally needy, which 
is estimated to be a line item from $619 million in fiscal year 
1995-96 to $593 million or an annual savings of about $26 million, 
I would like to know, do you consider $400 every 2 years as being 
the equivalent of a subsistence level of income? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we are implementing what was voted 
on in the budget. It was the will of the General Assembly to make 
that change, and this is the language to implement that provision of 
the budget bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right. 
As a result of that, Mr. Speaker, then I would like to know 

whether or not there has been any discussion at all with you or 
those proponents of drawing up this bill that the $26 million saved 
in eliminating cash grants to the transitionally needy are directly 
invested in jobs for those individuals. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, you would have to address that 
question to the Govemor with the Govemor's budget. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Govemor wrote this bill? 
Mr. FLICK. There was a provision in the Governor's budget 

address which we addressed when the budget was voted. It mi& 
have been proper at that time to address-this question. We &e 
merely implementing what was contained in the budget bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, then my concern is 
that if we are talking directly about the Governor and this is being 
pushed by you and the members of the Republican Party, I am just 
trying to figure out if the $26 million saved in eliminating these 
cash grants to transitionally needy will be directly invested in jobs 
for those individuals. If it is not- 

Mr. FLICK. You would have to check with the Governor's 
Office to see where that $26 millio~i- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So you are not going to answer that 
question. Okay. 

Mr. Speaker, when we get to HB 2 on workfare, I would like 
to know whether or not- In the elimination of the entire 
transitionally needy category of general assistance, who in 
particular is left on general assistance? Who is now lefl on 
eeneral assistance under the workfare olan? Is that mothers with 

I lhildren at home? 
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Mr. FLICK. The mothers with children are generally on AFDC 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But we know that, but I am asking w h w  
Mr. FLICK. Those who are considered needy are those- 
Mr. RICHARDSON. -is left on general assistance f o ~  

workfare ? 
Mr. FLICK. -unable to work. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There is a provision in your bill that says 

"workfare," and I am asking whether or not atter the elimination 01 
the transitionally needy category, which you indicated you arc 
taking out- So who particularly? In other words, who left or 
general assistance would be required to participate in the workfare 
program ? 

Mr. FLICK. The workfare would apply generally to those on 
AFDC, because under the provisions of the bill, those who will be 
transitionally needy are those who are unable to work. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yeah, but this says workfare specifically 
for welfare- 

Mr. FLICK. Excuse me; general assistance, general assistance. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But if there is no category that is left that 

deals with transitionally needy, who then are we referring to? I am 
just asking, since it is in your bill, workfare, who is going to be on 
the workfare program ? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, those who are unable to work would 
not be required to work. I believe that is the best way to answel 
your question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am sorry; I did not understand. Those 
who? 

Mr. FLICK. Those who are deemed unable to work would not 
be required to work under the workfare section of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then who will? 
Mr. FLICK. Generally, as I said before, the AFDC recipients. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. So mothers on aid to dependent children 

will now be required under workfare, under your bill, they will 
have to work under the workfare program. How many persons 
would that affect? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we are not changing the current law 
with respect to those recipients. Individuals who are able to work 
will work. There was reference to New Directions, where 
individuals are given job training. 

Mr. Speaker, the general population would come from those on 
AFDC, and the rules which require individuals to seek work or 
participate in workfare are those in law now. We are changing only 
the saictions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I beg to differ, but it 
looks as though in the bill it says that we are changing "community 
work program" to "workfare." It does not say anything about 
existing. 

We do not presently have a workfare program in this 
Commonwealth, and this bill changes it directly to indicate that 
recipients able to work but unable to secure employment are 
required to participate, and I asked, how many recipients would 
that be and who are they? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we are taking the CWEP, the 
Community Work Experience Program. That has always been 
deemed workfare. It was deemed Thornfare when it originally 
passed. You are familiar with that program, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, we are. But, Mr. Speaker, this does 
not say that, and that is the reason why I raised the question, but if 
you choose not to answer that, that is also fine. 
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I wanted to specifically, Mr. Speaker, raise the question 

concerning, does the fiscal note on this bill include the estimated 
cost of administering the workfare program itself then? 

Mr. FLICK. We will check on that for you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I thank you very much. That is a very w 

important component of this bill that all of you have pushed down 
our throats. 

Do you have any idea what the administration of this program 
would cost? 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That is revenue neutral because the Community Work 

Exverience Proeram is alreadv in effect. We are merelv chaneine - , ~ .,- 
kom sanctions to no longer qualifying if they do not participate in 
the oromam. w . - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, during Secretary White's 
tenure, the Department of Public Welfare found that even on a 
small scale, mandatory workfare was too administratively 
cumbersome and expensive to be of any benefit to the public, 
recipients, or the government, and I would like to know whether or 
not it could be budget neutral ifthat is the facts. - 3 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we are talking about concurrence in 
Senate amendments- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And workfare is in the Senate 
amendment, Mr. Speaker. I will refer you to the bill, if you want 
me to refer to that page. 

Mr. FLICK. The provision workfare was in the bill when it left 
the chamber. The workfare provision has not been altered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, workfare was put in the bill 
coming back from the Senate. Maybe you are not reading the same 
bill. As a result, it came back under a new program, not as you had 
it listed in the hill that passed the House. 

So therefore, if you are not familiar, I would accept the answer 
of you not being familiar, but definitely, the workfare program has 
been administered as an amendment by the Senate to this bill. 

Mr. FLICK. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker; did you ask a question? 
I thought you made a comment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 
Mr. FLICK. I did not hear you. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I would indicate that under the tenure of 

Secretary White, former director of the Department of . 
Public Welfare, he found that even on a small scale, mandatory 
workfare was too administratively cumbersome and expensive to 
he of any benefit to the public, recipients, or the govemment, and 
I wanted to know how you felt this was budget neutral. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I was not in this chamber in 1982 
when welfare reform passed- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No. Secretary White was in existence-- 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker? w 
Mr. RICHARDSON. -not in 1982. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Richardson, yield. 
Permit the gentleman, Mr. Flick, to make a complete answer. 
Mr. FLICK. In 1982 the welfare reform bill, which 

contained mandatory workfare, was signed into law by 
Governor Thornburgh. It was mandatory at that time. 
Secretary White chose to undermine the mandatory nature of the 
workfare provision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that is an answer to whether or not it is - 
too administratively cumbersome, I will accept the answer, 
Mr. Speaker. 
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1 will move on. Is an analysis being done to determine whether 

the State's interest in recipient identitication by fingerprinting 
imaging outweighs a public assistance recipient's right to 
privacy? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we have discussed throughout the 
evening the reasons why the finger photoimaging is important. 

Finger ~hotoimaging was authorized in a pilot p r o m ,  Act 49 
of 1994. That pilot program has yet to be implemented. When we 
passed HB 2, we provided authorization on a statewide basis for 
finger photoimaging. The bill as it has returned from the Senate 
provides that the department is authorized to implement finger 
photoimaging where they believe it will eliminate fraud and where 
they believe it would be cost-effective. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, then I would ask, without 
the public hearings or any oppomnity to have public input of any 
kind and without any reasonable basis for treating public assistance 
recipients differently than State employees or from contractors 
doing jobs which do not require security clearance, how can we 
defend the constitutionality of this bill? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, you are talking about philosophical 
differences. I believe we owe it to our taxpayers to be responsible, 
and where we know that there may exist fraud, we do all that we 
can to eliminate it. 

New York has had a pilot program which has worked very 
successfully. Other States are adopting the finger photoimagng 
process, and it is being successful. We believe it will be successful 
in Pennsylvania, and we intend to authorize the department to 
implement it where it is cost-effective and where it will eliminate 
fraud. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the 
Constitution is the law, and I do not believe that it is something 
that is dilatory or something that we leave up to ourselves. I think 
that i t  is quite clear that the Constitution is the law, and I would 
beg to differ that this is something that the House has made a 
decision on relevant to the constitutionality. 

Be it as it may, Mr. Speaker, what standard of proof will be 
used and who is to make the determination which adult the minor 
parent and child ought to be placed with and by what standard are 
they to determine that the adult will not be abusive, be capable of 
supervision, and willing to accept that responsibility? 

Mr. FLICK. We will leave that up to the depamnent to 
promulgate those regulations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So in other words, there is no thought at 
all in your mind as to how this matter should be handled. Just leave 
it up to the department; they will handle everything for you. 

Mr. FLICK. We have laid out the groundwork. It is up to them 
to implement the program. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the groundwork, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. FLICK. The groundwork is in the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Could you explain that? 
Mr. FLICK. We discussed it earlier. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I did not hear it, and I would like to 

know if you will explain- 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, it is in the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. In other words, you will not answer that 

either? 
Mr. FLICK. Well, it is very explicit in the bill, and we have 

discussed this. This is not, you know, new ground, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, it is new ground if you are talking 

about a minor parent and the child who they would he placed with 
and what standards we are talking about. If it is in the bill, then 

explain or show me the section and page that tells and explains 
how that will happen. I think that is important. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, Representative Sturla debated that 
issue for one-half hour earlier this evening. Possibly you were out 
ofthe chamber. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, if he was, then tell me what he said. 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to repeat what he 

said. I very rarely share his views. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Very good, Mr. Speaker. 
Then without language in the bill requiring such a standard or 

the promulgation of regulations of any kmd, how are we to 
maintain legislative oversight of this particular provision then? 

Mr. FLICK. The department will issue a report to the 
General Assembly and the Govemor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So in other words, you have no thought 
at all of how we will do it. You will just leave it up to the Govemor 
and to the Depatment of Public Welfare. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, you are a committee chairperson. 
You know there is legislative oversight on all regulations which are 
promulgated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The only problem is that there is no report 
required in the bill, Mr. Speaker, and without a report required in 
the bill, bow can we have that happen? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, regulations would have to be 
promulgated. You are not a novice up here. You know that the 
executive branch implements the programs which we pass. It will 
go through the IRRC process and you will have your opportunity 
to discuss the regulations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right, Mr. Speaker. I see that you 
choose not to answer, but let me just say this: Other than anecdotal 
tales, is there any basis for assuming that there will he any savings 
in making recipients that have not paid their fines, made restitution, 
met other court requirements, or for whatever reason not compiled 
and complied with a summons ineligible for assistance? 

Mr. FLICK. 1 am not quite sure what the question was, but 
quite possibly the gentleman, Mr. McGeehan, would like to 
respond to that, as it was his amendment that was placed in the bill. 
It is no different than when it left the chamber January 22. It is not 
relevant to concurrence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, if we are to say that 
there is a cost savings at this present moment in making recipients 
that have not paid their fines and made restitutions, that we have to 
talk about- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Is the Chair correct in understanding - and I ask this out of 

ignorance at the moment - that the matter presently under 
discussion concerns matters that were not changed by the Senate? 
That is not relevant to what is before the House. What is before the 
House is concurrence in the amendments inserted by the Senate or 
amendments inserted by the House. 

Now, please restrict the debate to that. Please, let us not ask 
rhetorical questions or questions that we know the answer to or that 
you know the answer to. These are matters for debate or matters for 
argument, not matters for questioning, and if the gentleman, 
Mr. Flick, feels that this is being abused, I suggest that the 
gentleman refuse to be interrogated. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, then I will finish my interrogation, 

Mr. Speaker, if that is the attitude. 
I would like to be recognized to speak on the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, of course, is recognized. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you so much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have made several attempts to try to deal with 

this issue as a very positive way of trying to deal with a very 
negative bill that is presently before us. 

While there may be discussion to indicate that there are issues 
that presently do not presently warrant a discussion because it was 
already sent out of this House over to the Senate, there are many 
complications that exist within this bill even though the speaker 
held up a transcript showing that there were X number of 
amendments that were offered and X number of pages of debate. 

The problem with it is that there were substantive changes 
made by the Senate, and for some reason this speaker does not 
want to recognize that, and it is okay with me, but I think that it is 
clear to understand that the Senate did not include in its hill caps 
of cash payments to AFDC families and no cash payment increase 
for additional children. They did not include that in the bill, 
Mr. Speaker. 

They also did not include, Mr. Speaker, the requirement for 
pregnant minors to reside with the parents. The gentleman could 
not even speak to that. Every time we asked, what does that mean, 
it is the Department of Public Welfare that will make that decision; 
it is the Governor that will make that decision. Does he not have 
any thought at all? No, because this hill was put together only to 
allow individuals to believe they could jump on the bandwagon 
and deal with this and not realize the real pressure that it would 
bring to many of our constituents in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am very upset tonight that we are in this position 
once again of not being able to really clearly share with the 
members of this Commonwealth the fact that there are many 
people in rural Pennsylvania and in urban Pennsylvania that are 
going to be hit very hard on this bill. 

In our attempt this week to try to lay out a direction, we offered 
an opportunity for members to really feel they could get out of this 
issue by maybe coming to the table and realizing and 
understanding that they had a responsibility to maybe say, let us go 
along with Dave Richardson's idea; let us go along with it, 
Mr. Speaker; let us maybe work out a particular summit, where all 
of us would come together and really sit down to talk about the 
impact of what this bill is going to have on our district. But, no, we 
did not think that was important because we would rather just stick 
it to people and tell people that we are going to just remove them 
from welfare and not have any consciousness at all about the fact 
that while many of you are politically voting for this bill because 
individuals have told you to do so, the ramifications of this are 
going to be felt down the line. And I warn tonight, all of you, who 
see fit not to look at this bill as a real mean-spirited bill, as a bill 
that now decides that it will socialize cannibalism against the poor 
in this Commonwealth, suck the blood of those individual persons 
who do not have anywhere to go, take the life out of them. and then 
turn around and tell your constituents that you really care about 
them is ajoke. 

It is high time that we recognize and understand that people 
who have nothing - all of you have money in your pocket tonight 
- remember and understand that you got a waming tonight, and 
that was that when people have no money, they have no place to 
go, they have nothing to rely on, that they will rob; they will cheat; 
they will steal; and they will do everything they must do in order 
to survive, and for some reason we do not hcar that waming. 

Well, we saw it in 1979 when Thomfare came through. They 
took people off welfare, and we said what was going to happen is 

people are going to be homeless in the street. Then we tumed 
around and then we watched individuals go to the supermarkets, 
steal food to try to feed their babies because they did not have any 
money, and as a result, we have done all kinds of things to reduce 
limits, and you reduced the limit last year when you put in Act 49. 1 
Why do we have to continue to make it worse on the citizens of 
this Commonwealth'? 

We are talking about an opportunity for us to change behavior. 
We said that we want to talk about decent people. Well, we are 
creating the crime that you said that you are against when we were 
in special session on crime. In fact, HB 2 is the crime. In fact, it 
creates the kind of crime and disparity that exists within the 
community that makes people rise up and attack you, me, your 
mother, my mother, your father, my father, and anybody else that J 
they feel that they have to in order to survive, but do you know 
what your answer is? We will send them to prison. So we passed 
the bill last night for a $145-million capital budget to say we are 
going to put juvenile detentions in; wc are going to build more 
prisons, and that is the answer. 

Well, I share with you tonight that you can lock up everybody : 
that you want; that is still not going to stop crime in this 
Commonwealth because that has never been a deterrent. But what 
has been a deterrent is prevention. And 1 have not heard anybody . 
on this floor that really is concerned about this issue, other than the 
members who have tried their best tonight to explain to you that we 
should not go this route, that we definitely should nonconcur in 
HB 2, that maybe there is an opportunity for us to work over the 
summer, to work out maybe a real serious problem, because in 
every county, whether you come ti-om Bucks or Centre County, 
whether you come from any of the other counties in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, you have poor people in them. 

I am convinced that if you will not hesitate 2 seconds to kill 
your own mother, to kill your own father, to kill your own child. 
then I know you will not hesitate a halfa second to kill us, but it is 
about time that you realize that those on welfare in this 
Commonu,ealth are not African-Americans, are not Latinos, , 
but there are more white people on welfare than there are 
African-Americans and Latinos, but you have indicated by the 
image and the perception that has been placed on those of you who 
continue to laugh and feel that this is funny. 

Back home I want to see you laugh at that constituent who has 
been a coal miner, who has been a steelworker, who has worked 
there all their life. I want you to go over to the regions where we 
were when we walked into Greene County and we asked poor 
people, "What do you do if you have nothing to do?" They said, 
"We'll do whatever is necessary in order to survive." One man 
cried in front of our committee. 

I am so tired of you picking one case or two cases that you ha\,e 'rr 
found, using that before the public to make it appear as though that 
is the precedent that is sct by all those who are on welfare, that 
they are some type of wclfare eaud and cheat. Be honest about it. 
Only 2.5 committed fraud in this Commonwealth when you look 
at it over the hoard, but you always find one case and you find it 
with a black face and then you put it in front of the public and then 
you make people believe that that is the answer to what ure have to 
take care of tonight. 

1 will tell you tonight, you are wrong. I \\.ill stand anyu,here in w 
this Commonwealth; I will go into evely district in this 
Commonwealth and share with you that you are permitting and 
creating a crime yourself by the action taken with respect to HB 2. 
If you were not, then you would stand up, be a man and a woman, 
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and say, we have made a mistake, and what we want to do is really 
get after the real cheats and we really want to get afler those 
parents who do not want to take care of their children and we will 
really go after those individuals who really are committing fraud, 
but to lump them all into one basket and say that this is the norm, 
is not real; it is not true, and it certainly predicts the outcome in the 
end. 

When you take away barebones subsistence, you give people 
absolutely nothing that they can hold their hand onto. Then it 
means that they have to resort to whatever it is they have to do - 
sell drugs in the community. 

You are talking about how we stop dope dealers in our 
community? This bill creates dope dealers. You want to talk about 
how you deal with individuals that create problems within your 
community? This bill creates more crime than you will ever see in 
your life, and you can smile and laugh all you want, but I guarantee 
you that is not going to bring havoc only in our communities in 
urban Pennsylvania but also in rural Pennsylvania. You can lock 
them up and lock them up and lock them up, but it is still not going 
to stop the individual person that does not have any money in their 
pocket, but yet and still you will walk around and tell people 
tonight that you will vote yourself a pay raise, get yourself over, 
and take the money out of poor people and put it in your own 
pocket. Well, that makes no sense to me whatsoever. 

It is about tirne we stand on some principle in this House and 
start realizing and understand the most evil spirit that you use to go 
after those individuals does not resort in eliminating or reducing 
crime, and for those individuals who believe that, I can tell you that 
you could go back in your own life. Many of us as young people 
had an opportunity to have a break, and because of that break, we 
can thank God tonight that we can stand on the floor of this House, 
but without that break as a youngster, HB 2 is never going to allow 
them the opportunity to get out of the problematic situation society 
that we live in. 

So how does it create the cannibalism? It creates it in this form: 
When people sit in a room and they hear us talking about certain 
rules and regulations, that we must be nlorally correct. 

The gentleman talked about, we have a philosophical 
difference. It is not a philosophical difference. It is a difference 
between moral imparity and stupidity. And when you look at moral 
imparity, you must take the moral imparity and use that as an 
opportunity to weigh how we would like to see society grow. If 
you want to see it grow with intelligence, inteb~ty, and an 
opportunity for people to be able to live as human beings and 
common citizens, then you create situations that allow them to 
realize there is law and community law that must exist within a 
community. Then you say, if you violate that, if you do not deal 
with it from this perspective, we then have these rules set forth for 
you that you must comply with. This does not do that in any 
humane way. 

And, Mr. Speaker, we have tried to appeal from every walk of 
life. While members on this side of the aisle have tried to express 
in every way that they know how about how mean-spirited this bill 
is, they have tried to show you by saying that perhaps maybe we 
could delay it. There is no rush over the summer. Most of you are 
going to your sutnmer shore homes over the summer and relax 
while we are going to push this through, try to ram it down the 
throats of the poor people in Pennsylvania. September is light 
around the comer. There is no reason why we cannot wait until we 
come back to talk about how we deal with that. Let us spend our 

summer working on resolving the problems of the impact this bill 
is going to have. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I want to say that I believe that we 
have never, in the history of this Commonwealth, seen the kind of 
devastation that we are going to see under HB 2 in its present form 
the way it is. 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the members here tonight to think 
about it for a moment. How will this impact on those youngsters 
yet unborn'? And when we go down in history 100 years from now 
in saying that we, this night of June 28, took it upon ourselves to 
feel that we have answered the problems of the poor and that we 
have now done everything we possibly could to show how evil we 
can be, but yet and still, there for the grace of God, there go I, 
because for those individuals who have had problems or their 
children have had problems being on drugs or have had problems 
being on substance abuse or have had problems in realizing that 
families sometimes just do not make it or realize that they have 
some loved ones that had a job and they lost their job, 
unemployment has run out, they have no place in which to go, that 
every person is deserving of a bone. Every person is deserving of 
a bone. To take that bone away from them and not allow them the 
oppomi ty  to be able to come back home is not only evil but is a 
wicked, mean, backwards, sick, cruel world. We are not put here 
on this earth to be a judge, jury, or executioner against those 
people who cannot defend themselves. I stand tonight as a freedom 
fighter for those persons who cannot fight for themselves. 

When we pushed true welfare reform, we asked for your 
support, and afler 16 years we got a lien bill passed through this 
House that helped 180,000 families in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. Tonight we are going to reverse all of what we have 
done, put people back on the streets, have them sleeping over top 
of grates, have them resorting to crime, and now we have decided 
that HB 2 is the criminalization of poverty. And when we 
criminalize poverty, when you take people who do not have any 
persons to defend themselves, do not have an opportunity of a way 
out and you box them in a comer, then it means that they will come 
out any way they possibly can in order to make it for themselves 
and their family. 

If you want to hurt them tonight, you go ahead and vote to 
concur in this ridiculous bill, but if you are humane and you really 
want an opportunity to change some of the thinking that has gone 
into this bill to try to save some of those who are going to fall 
through this safety net that now does not exist, then I ask you to be 
at least conscious and conscionable to vote in favor of supporting 
our position to nonconcur on HB 2. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Speaker. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is just a backhanded way of legislatively 
enacting genocide while assuring that the corporate aid to dependent 
corporation program recipients get more than their fair share. 

Mr. Speaker, any measure that will endanger a newbam infant or 
endanger the health and well-being of a child who has been conceived, 
strikes me as contradictory of the stance taken by many of those who 
support these measures. 

Mr. Speaker, with a $500-million surplus, surely some money could 
be redirected to women and children that desperately need assistance. 
What we have done is to make sure that the corporations get a reduction 
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in the corporate net income tax and benefit from the removal of the cap 
on the net operating loss while we place a so-called "family cap," which 
denies families the resources needed to care for their newborn infants. 
And, while we place the lives of children in jeopardy, what are the 
corporations doing to display their gratitude for these so-called incentives 
to provide and create more jobs? They are doing just the opposite, their 
right-sizing or down-sizing and creating more joblessness. The 
consequences of this right-sizing of corporations, while denying women 
family planning services which can only result in unintentional 
pregnancies, should be clear to everyone. Not every pregnancy will be 
carried to term. Families will not have sufficient income to support 
additional children when their 26 weeks of unemployment have run out 
and the savings have been depleted - then, the only place to turn is to the 
welfare system which will not be there for them if HB 2 is concurred in 
here today. 

Mr. Speaker, we have witnessed the human devastation brought about 
by Thornfare. Then we witnessed what happened as a result of the 
enactment of Act 49-1994. Now we are about to participate in another 
cruel, malicious, and spiteful act against those who are the most 
vulnerable, newborn infants. 

Mr. Speaker, what we have before us today is a bill that can only be 
described as social cannibalism. Let me explain what I mean by social 
cannibalism. It is depriving people the right to exist by eliminating the 
assistance they need to survive. Many people and some of you view this 
in stark black and white terms. Wake up and listen to me! This bill 
endangers the health and safety of your canstituents, not just mine, or the 
stereotypical rural hillbilly or transient hobo. This legislative body is 
clearly suffering from African-American, Latino, and poor folks phobia. 
We have ignored the facts about those who need public assistance. As 
Chairman ofthe Health and Human Services Committee, I presented you 
with the facts last session. The facts are this: The typical public assistance 
reci~ient is white. has less than two children. has less than a hieh school I 
education and has a history of working, but no longer quaTifies for I 
unemployment compensation. You have accepted the bl&k face that has 
been out on oublic assistance recioients. Wrone. they are women who -. . 
have been abused andor abandoned by their mates, or children that find 
themselves with child and thrown out by their families. This bill tears 
away part of the social fabric that keeps families together. This bill 
reaches across geographic, racial, and class lines. 

Mr. Speaker, what we are witnessing here is a rampant display of 
arrogance and latent racism. Those who support the bill clearly have no 
compassion toward poor people and some view this in stark black and 
white terms. 

Those who would support HB 2 may dress like gentlemen, but their 
actions show us what they really are - prejudiced; meaning they have 
pre-judged people in need. And without any facts to support that 
judgment, they have decided that the victims of poverty are the cause of 
povelfy. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill we have before us today is the most abhorrent 
piece of legislation to come before this House in more than a decade. This 
bill was conceived from false premises, drafted clandestinely, and pushed 
through the legislature by repeated abuse of the process. 

Mr. Swaker. will we continue to ienore the needs of large sements  - - - 
of Pennsylvania's population because they do not fit our definition of the 
so-called "worthy or deserving poor"? 

Mr. Speaker, I have not yet talked about the so-called "able-bodied," 
transitionally needy recipients. The majority are above age 45. Many 
control their hypertension, diabetes, schizophrenia or other chronic 
illnesses through medications they will no longer be eligible to receive. 

Allow me-to now turn briefly to another issue. H ~ W  many employers 
do you think will my a worker minimum wage if they can use Workfare . . - 
participants to do the job at no cost? If you consider the downsizing of 
American industries and corporations, in which thousands of 
Pennsylvanians face massive layoffs, the prospect of women raising 
children without any means to support them, and thousands of other needy 
individuals facing a dim future or none at all - what we face with the 
enactment of HB 2 will be a social apocalypse! 

JRNAL - HOUSE JUNE 28 
O n  the question recurring, 
Will  the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 

the Rules Committee? 
T h e  SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions o f  the 

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

Adolph Durham Leh Sather 
Allen Egolf I.escovitr Saylor 
Argall Fairchild Lucyk Schroder 
Armsmone Fait Lvnch Schuler " 
Baker Fargo Maitland Scrimenti 
Bard Farmer Major Semmel w 
Barley Feese Markorek Seratini 
Banisto 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Bascola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen, L. I. 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
COY 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

BebkeJones 
Belardi 
Bishop 
Buxtan 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Corpora 
Cowell 
CUT 
Daley 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Evanr 
George 

Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gmon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Gadshall 
Gruppo 
Habay 
H m a  
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinsan 
Jadlowief 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
K e ~ e y  
King 
Krebs 
LaGr0na 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Horsey 
Itkin 
James 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Manderino 
Melio 
Michlovic 

Marsiw 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mew 
Micozie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Pesone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Platts 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robenr 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Roonry 
Shaner 

Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stish 
Striumatter 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Waugh 
wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trella w 
Trich 
Van Harne 
vcon 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

N O T  V O T I N G 4  
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111. Department of Public Welfare to establish paternity and seek medical 
Ordered, That the return lhe same to lhe for suppon order for medical assistance eligibility; revises medical assistance 

concur~ence. estate recovery program; gives the Department of Public Welfare 

EXCUSED-] 

Rudy 

~h~ majo,.ity required by the constitution having voted in the 
the question was determined in the affirmative and the 

amendments as amended by the Rules Committee were concurred 
.- 

authority to publish tinal-omitted regulations by September 1, 1995, to 

VOTE CORRECTIONS implement cost-containment measures in the budget. 

of an automobile, automobile pms, or automobile repair; issuing checks 
jointly to the vendor and the recipient; requires workfare as a condition of 
eligibility; authorizes statewide fingerimaging of welfare recipients to 
deter and detect eliminates cash assistance benefits to able-bodied 
transitionally needy recipients; prohibits assistance for criminals who have 
not paid their debt to society or who fail to appear at a criminal coun 
proceeding; requires minor parents to live with a parent or guardian as a 
condition of eligibility for assistance; eliminates the cash grant increase 
to AFDC mothers for requires cooperation with the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Melio, and the lady, 
Ms. Boscola, have advised the Chair that they were not recorded 
on the Sturla motion to suspend the rules on amendment A4544 to 
HB 2, and had their machines been operating properly, they would 
have been recorded in the affirmative. The Journal should reflect 
that notation. 

ARTICLE SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Pins. 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit some remarks 

for the record, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman shall submit his remarks. 

Mr. PITTS submitted an article for the Legislative Journal. 

(For article, see Appendix.) 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the motion to suspend for amendment A4531 on HB 2, 1 

was recorded in the negative. I would like to be recorded in the 
positive. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
uoon the record. 

The lady, Mrs. Laughlin. 
Mrs. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday's vote on 

SB 273, amendment 4347, my switch did not fimction. I would like 
to he recorded in the positive. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the lady will be spread upon 
the record. 

RULES SUSPENDED 
. . 

I The SPEAKER. The Chair at this time recoenizes the 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The lady from Montgomery, Mrs. Cohen. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the record, please. 
My switch malfunctioned on the motion to recess by 

Representative DeWeese. I would like to he recorded voting in the 
negative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the lady will be spread upon 
the record. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

- 
gentleman, Mr. Trich, for the following motion. I Mr. TRICH Thank v w .  Mr. Sueaker, . . 

In light of the time, I would once again ask that we ask for a 
suspension of the rules in order to waive House rule 15. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the motion 
of the gentleman, Mr. Trich, to suspend rule 15 to permit us to 
continue past 11 o'clock. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, may 1 submit remarks for the record, 

please ? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be accepted and 

submitted. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. FLICK suhmined the following remarks for the Legislative 
Journal: 

I YEAS-175 

This bill expands Federal legal services funding; creates ajob training 
oilot oroiect: orohibits the use of Embreeville Center for oumses relatine . . >  . .  . . - 
to delinquent, predelinquent, and dependent juveniles and the use of a 
specific location in Philadelphia for a financial exchange office; changes 
the uniformity in the administration of assistance regarding the purchase 

Adolph Evans Maitland Sathcr 
Allen Fairchild Major Saylor 
Armstrong Fajt Manderino Schrader 
Baker Fargo Markosek Schuler 
Bard Farmer Marsico Scrimenti 
Barley Feese Masland Semmel 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boscola 
Boyer 
Brown 
Brawne 

Fichter Mayernik 
Fleagle McCall 
Flick McGeehan 
Gamble McGill 
Cannon Melio 
Geist Merry 
George Michlovic 
Giglioni Micouie 
Gladcck Miller 
Godshall Mundy 

Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, 6. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stish 
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Bunt 
Butkaviu 
Buson 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Calaim 
Conti 
Camell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
 dale^ 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
D m o d ~  
DeWeese 
DiGiralamo 
Donatucci 
Dmce 
Durham 
Egolf 

Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
HaIhali 
Hemessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlawiec 
James 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kmey 
King 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lercovitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pins 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Raoney 
Rubley 
Sainata 
Santoni 

Strinmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangeni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Travaglia 
Trello 
Tech 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams 
wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M. N 
Yewcic 
Youngblwd 
Z i m m m a n  
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Argall Gordner Levdansky Steelman 
Blaum Hasay Mihalich Stetler 
Cam Jarolin Nailor Tigue 
Cawley Josephs Oliver Vitali 
Clark Kirkland Platts Wsshingtan 
Corrigan Krebs Ramas Womiak 
CW Lawless Serafini 

NOT VOTING4 

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. 

Mr. JAROLIN offered the following amendment No. A3916: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 3, by inserting after "structure;" 
removing the requirement that the fishing license 
be displayed; W 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2703), page 4, lines I through 21, by striking 
out all of said lines and inserting 
g 2703. Possession [and display] of licenses. 

(a) General rule.-No person shall fish in any of the waters of this 
Commonwealth or in any boundary waters without first procuring the 
proper license required by this chapter. The license shall be kept about the 
person while fishing and shown upon the request of any waterways 
patrolman or other officer designated by the commission. In addition to 
showing the license to the officer, the holder thereof shall, upon demand. 
establish his hrther identity to the satisfaction of the officer by producing 
some other positive means of identification. [The commission may 
promulgate rules and regulations for the displaying of the license 
certificate, license button or other device, as it deems necessaq.] 

(b) Penalties.- 
[ ( I )  Except as provided in paragraph (2). any] & person 

who violates this section commits a summary offense of the third 
degree. 5 

[(2) Any person who violates any regulation concerning the 
displaying of the license certificate, button or other device 
proniulgated under this section commits a summary offense of the 
fourth degree.] * 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman fiom 
Luzerne. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would it be possible for me to pass over this 

amendment temporarily ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was asked by your leadersh~p - I 

think it was by your leadership - to call this up first. 1 have no ' 
problem ifyou withdraw it at this time. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Temporarily, I would like to have the 
amendment- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Jarolin, w~thdraws his 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Temporarily. 
The SPEAKER. That is understood. 

The SPEAKER. The House is permitted to remain in session 
beyond 11 p.m. On the question recurring, 

Will the House amee to the bill on third consideration? 

CALENDAR I 
- w 

Mr. MERRY offered the following amendment No. A4173: 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 775, PN 
1192. entitled: 

probably a month late. But do you know what happened? It was 
On the question, just last Monday that the Senate passed a bill to raise the 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 2715), page 7, line 29, by striking out "$34.25" 
and inserting 

- $25 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, revising and updating the fishing license and issuing agent fee 
StrucNre; further providing for funding of Free fishing licenses; and 
making editorial changes. 

On the question, 
will the H~~~~ agree to the amendment? 

SPEAKER, The gentleman, M ~ ,  Merry, is 
& 

Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, my motion to amend this bill is 



fishing licenses in Pennsylvania. That hill came to us on Tuesda) 
of last week. 

We stood in the back in a very noisy atmosphere without an) 
previous notice of being ahle to make amendments or to commen 
on the hill. Now we are being told that we are in the last week 
of our session and we have to pass a bill to raise all the 
fishing licenses in Pennsylvania. Well, first of all, do you realize 
if we raise rates, we are raising them for next year for a license tha 
goes on sale generally about the 1st of December and hecomer 
effective in January. 

Now, my bill, while it should probably address other areas 
only addresses the nonresident part of our fishing license laws 
And why? Those nonresidents are not represented by anybod) 
here tonight, but they are our best customers in Pennsylvania. 

You know, they say that tourism is our number one 01 

number tw- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
There is an open microphone on the floor. The 

majority leader's microphone is open. 
The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. MERRY. That does make it better. 
As I was saying there, the nonresident fisherman is 

unrepresented in this Commonwealth. Well, here about, what war 
it, 9 years ago, 8 or 9 years ago, we raised fishing licenses then, 
and we raised the nonresident to $25. I felt that this w z  
unreasonable at that time hut did not say anything. 

At that time the resident was being raised to $12, but for some 
reason or other, the angling worms that the nonresident fishing 
person used were worth $25 in Pennsylvania. I do not know why. 
except maybe at that time I said, well, those nonresidents arc 
coming over here and fishing all our trout out of our streams; those 
trout cost us $2 or $3 or $4 apiece; they deserve to pay more. Bul 
since that time, we have a $5 trout stamp, and everybody pays now 
for the extra privilege of fishing for trout. 

My bill suggests that we leave the nonresident at $25, the same 
that it is now. Ifwe pass the bill and raise the resident's to $16, that 
would mean the resident would pay $16 and a nonresident woulc 
pay $25. Now, the Fish Commission can scream all they want, bul 
they suggested that nonresidents would increase the income tc 
$373,000 to Pennsylvania. 

1 operate a Westem Auto store back home. I have not been in 
it since I have been in the legislature, but my daughter runs it, and 
I have reason to stop in every week or two to see how she is doing. 
She says that people turn her down on nonresident licenses. They 
will not pay once at $25, or for him and his wife at $50, or for an 
older child, $75 for a license, and maybe they only fish one 
afternoon. They will walk out and not buy a license. So I suggest, 
Mr. Speaker, that if we would leave the nonresident at $25, that 
they would still bring in extra income, because it would then 
become a better value. 

So now we are in this last week. We know the Senate is coming 
hack in July to conform with our amendments if we should amend 
this. 1 suggest that there is plenty of time to allow this motion to 
freeze the nonresidents at $25 and pass this hill hack over to the 
Senate and let them concur in our amendments for once. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel this is needed in the interests of protecting 
our tourist interests in Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from York, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 reluctantly rise to oppose this amendment. 

We had a public hearing on June 15 at which every organized 
sportsmen's group that I am aware of testified in favor of SB 775. 
That included the Pennsylvania Federation of Sportsmen's Clubs, 
the Unified Sportsmen, Trout Unlimited, the Pennsylvania 
Environmental Defense Foundation, Susquehanna Smallmouth 
Alliance, the Coalition of Concerned Pennsylvania Anglers, and 
the Raystown Striper Club. 

I would call your attention to the fact that 
Representative Meny's amendment changes the nonresident fee. 
I would also call your attention to the fact that this bill creates a 
new tourist license, and his proposed fee would reduce a 
nonresident so that you could buy a nonresident for $25 and the 
tourist license for several days for $29.25. 

1 would ask you to oppose this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Jarolin. 
Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on this particular amendment here, 

Representative Meny's district, a regular fishing license would 
cost $16.25, a trout license would cost $5, a $3 stamp for Erie to 
get rid ofthe gill-netters, which comes to a total of $24.25, and that 
would bring an out-of-State r~onresident individual to come in and 
only pay a 75-cent difference on the license. 

I oppose this amendment. I certainly hope my colleagues will 
do so, too. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman kom Montgomery, 
Mr. Godshall. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also rise reluctantly to oppose this amendment, but loolang at 

the Pennsylvania hunting license, which is about $12 plus an 
issuing fee, an out-of-State nonresident is $80. I hunt; I fish in 
many States and provinces of Canada. I do not feel that the 
nonresident license that we have in this bill is out of line at all. A 
resident license fee would be $16, a nonresident's license would be 
$34, just a little bit more than double. Many States, as I said, have 
two, three, and four times the difference between what a resident 
and nonresident will bring in. 

The other thing that is really dangerous in what we are doing 
right now is the fact that the Fish Commission at the end of May 
had $4.7 million in their coffers. They spend approximately 
$24 million in the course of a year. The real revenue comes in in 
April, May, and June. We must pass this bill and we must pass it 
quick in order for the Fish Commission to get their license 
applications out and printed. Normally that goes out July 1, they 
get them back October 15, they are in the distributors' hands by the 
middle of November, and they are sold by December 1. We cannot 
afford to amend this bill at this time and expect the 
Fish Commission to be ahle to get those licenses out by 
December 1. 

So for that reason and other reasons given, I am opposing the 
Meny amendment and will also oppose additional amendments to 
this bill. We cannot afford to do it at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gruitza, and then the 
gentleman, Mr. Phillips. 

Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, very briefly, I am rising to join the majority 

chairman and the previous speaker for the reasons that they have 
expressed in opposing this particular amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Phillips. 



~ i s h  Commission the time they need to properly prepare for the 
new license year. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Merry. 
Mr. MERRY. Mr. Speaker, there have been a lot of good points 

made here tonight, but the one thing that is completely erroneous 
is the fact that we have to pass this bill tonight. Now, I hope that 
we do pass it tonight, and I hope we pass it with an amendment in 
there for the nonresidents. 

Now, you have heard the point made-- Please excuse my 
voice; it has suddenly gone funny. But you have heard the point 
made that various fishing organizations in Pennsylvania have been 
at public hearings and have spoken in support of this bill. Well, I 
agree with that, but what organization was there to support the 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment, and I am really not doing it on 

the merits but 1 am doing it because of the necessity that I feel we 
should not be putting any amendments in this bill at this present 
time. I think it is important that we pass the bill tonight without 
amendments, because as Representatives Smith and Godshall 
mentioned, the Fish Commission really needs this increase and 
they need it at this time. It is a time element that we are looking at. 

I think we have one of the finest fish commissions in the 
country, and I think it is important to realize that the commission 
has not had a raise since 1983, and they are in dire need of these 
funds. If we delay, there is no question about it, it will delay for a 
year, because we do not have time to institute this now, this fall, 
and still have time to have the license increase take effect next 
year. 

It is important that they receive these funds, and like I said, 1 
would oppose this amendment, and for the same reason I will be 
opposing any other amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Merry, desire further 
recognition? 

Mr. MERRY. Yes, but would you take Mr. Staback first, sir, 
please? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Staback. 
Mr. STABACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand to oppose this and all amendments to 

SB 775, not because they are necessarily bad ideas but because of 
the potential adverse impact they are going to have on the bill if 
any are approved by this chamber at this point in time. 

Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that the Senate will not 
effectively deal with this bill if it goes back amended, at least not 
until the fall of the year. Sometime in October, I guess, would be 
a fair assumption. There indeed is no guarantee that they will deal 
with this bill in July; indeed there is no guarantee that they are 
going to be again in session in July. 

Mr. Speaker, SB 775 created a new 3-day tourist fishing 
license. Because of the bidding timeframe involved for the printing 
of this new license coupled with the Senate not dealing with the 
measure until the fall simply means there is little or no chance that 
the commission will be able to arrange for the printing, the 
distribution of the new license, or any license for that matter, by 
12/1/95 when the 1996 license goes on sale. As a result, the new 
fees will not go into effect, and the financial problems that the 
Fish Commission is now experiencing will simply continue 
throughout 1996. 

Mr. Speaker, the only way to avoid this problem is to send the 
bill direct to the Governor tonight amendment-free. It would be 
with those thoughts in mind that I would ask that we vote "no" on 
anv and all amendments to SB 775, thus allowing the 

Argall 
Baker 
Barley 
Bebko-Jones 
Belaidi 
Relfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscoia 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Cam 
Ca~ ' l ey  
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
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nonresidents? It is the nonresidents that are unrepresented in this 
case. I say that we have to promote our tourism in Pennsylvania, 
and we do that by at least freezing, and 1 would rather reduce the 
bill tonight, but my motion says to keep it, to freeze it, at $25. 

Now, if you will look on your desk, you will see a paper w 
that gives the rates of the license rates for all the States in the 
United States. There are some people that justify our high 
nonresident fees by saying that other States charge more than 
Pennsylvania does, and therefore we should, lacking a reciprocal 
agreement, charge more. But 1 have circled on here that Delaware 
has a $15 nonresident license- 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, may I continue? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. King, is recognized. 
Mr. KING. The gentleman, Mr. Meny, would like to point out * 

that we are higher than any other States that he has included in the 
list that he has passed out. He would like the membership to peruse 
that list and vote in favor of his amendment. 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-79 

Adolph farmer Lawless Rehzr ;ztrong Feere I.evdansky Rohrrr 
Fichtcr Lynch Rublcy 

Banisto Flick Maitland Santoni 
~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~  Gamble Manderino Saylor 
Boyes G m o n  McGill Schroder 

(iigliatli Melio Sheehan 
Rrowne Gladeck Merr) Snyder, D. W. 
Runt Habay Michlovic Steslman 
c ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  Harkart Miconie Stish 

Mihalich Cappabianca Hennessey I'angretti 
Carone Hershey Nickol Travaglio 

Hutchinson F:,:,"," L, 
Nyce True 

Jadlowiec Olacz V w  Horne 
Cowell Josephs Pesci Vitali 
DC,~ Kaiser Penit Waugh 
Dermody Kenney Pistella Wiiliains 
DiGiro'amO King Plans 
Druce Krebs Preston Ryan, 

I.aGrutla Raymond Speakcr 
~ a r g o  

NAYS-123 

Allen Egolf Marsico Shanrr w 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fleagle 
Gelst 
Grorgc 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Gruppl 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Hasay 
Herman 
lless 
Horsey 

Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pe r~e l  
Petrarcv 
Petionc 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Kamos 

Smith, R.  
Smith. S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stztler 
Strinmatter 
Slurla 
s u m  
Taylor, E. %. .J 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigur 
Trello 
Trich 
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Cohen, M 
Colafrlla 
Coiaiuo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Coirigan 
Coy 
Gun) 
U a l e ~  

ltkin 
James 
Jaroiin 
Krllrr 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
i.aughlin 
Ledcrcr 
Lch 
l C L C O Y ~ ~ ,  

Readrhaw 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Kieger 
Rokf ls 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainalo 
Sather 

Tulli 
Vance 
Vrun 
\\'ulko 
Washinyon 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wrighl, D. R. 
Wright, M. N 
Yewcic 

1)rl.ucn L.loyd Schulsr Youngblood 
Oempsey Lucyk Scrimenti Limmcrman 
DeWcese Mdor Semmel Tug 
Donatucci Markosek Serafini 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-1 

Rudy 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, 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. MERRY offered the following amendment No. A4172: 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 271 S), page 7, line 29, by striking out "$34.25" 
and inserting 

$29.50 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Fargo. 

Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am presenting the amendment, amendment 4172, for 

Representative Merry. 
Amendment 4172 will replace the amendment that was just 

defeated with a compromise amendment, excepting the fact that for 
nonresident licenses, instead of going to the original price of $25, 
which is what it has been in the past, we are still going to raise it 
to $29.50. This is a compromise. It means that as far as what is 
being asked for in the legislation itself, $34.25, this will require 
that that be reduced to $29.50. The same reasons apply here as 
were expressed by Representative Meny in his attempt to have the 
other amendment passed. 

I would think that this is a fair compromise and would certainly 
hope that you would see it the same way and vote for a reduction 
in nonresident licenses. Once more, it is extremely important to the 
people who live close to other States, and we do have the list of 
what other States pay for nonresident licenses, and certainly, this 
is still above what most of the surrounding States have to pay for 
a nonresident fishing license. So your help with this amendment 
would be appreciated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I again reluctantly rise to ask for your opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Fish Commission needs this rate increase tonight. I think 
it is vitally important that all amendments he voted down so we can 
pass this bill to the Governor as soon as possible. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also concur with Chairman Smith on this. 
If you look at the license fee schedules that we have here, we 

have a tourist license created for the first time at the request of the 
tourist and recreation industry. We have a tourist license created 
which is a 7-day license for $29. We also have a 3-day license 
created for $14. So we are only talking here about a seasonal 
license. We have a 7-day license in the bill at $29, a 3-day at $14. 
So it does not make a lot of sense to make a nonresident annual 
license at $29.50 when we have a 7-day at $29. 

Truthfully, what is happening here, if this amendment goes in, 
it is going to send this bill back to the Senate. The Govemor has 
already given his okay on signing it. We must get this bill to the 
Governor's desk, and I would ask for a negative vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Nyce. 

Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment, I have heard some 
people waver a little bit off the amendment, so I apologize if I need 
to do the same thing in order to respond to some of the earlier 
comments. 

I represent an area that is very close to New Jersey, and we are 
constantly in controversy over fishing and boating licenses along 
the river. If in fact we raise our fees in Pennsylvania to an 
inordinate amount, New Jersey is just going to reciprocate, and we 
are going to get into a war with our sporting friends in New Jersey 
over what this rate should be. I think Representative Merry has 
raised a valid point. We are a State that thnves on tourism and 
sporting events, and we do not want to discourage our friends and 
neighbors from our surrounding States fiom coming here to enjoy 
these facilities. 

Secondly, comments have been made about the need for this 
bill. Fishing licenses take effect January 1; not now, not in 
September, January 1. We have plenty of time to address this issue 
at hearings, to allow the sportsmen to come forward and tell us 
how they feel about this bill, because there are other alternatives 
that need to be considered. 

1 urge you to support Representative Merry's amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Phillips. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Once again I would like to mention to the members the 

importance that we do not put amendments into this bill, that we 
pass it tonight, so it can go over to the Govemor for his signature. 

Now, we mentioned other States and what they charge. We 
have got to remember New York, which is a bordering State. They 
charge $35 for nonresidents. Actually, Pennsylvania has not raised 
theirs at this point to match New York, so that was not the case 
there. 

Talking about a schedule, even though it does start January I, 
they issue the licenses around the 1st of December, but it is the 
printing, it is the license, it is the regulations that all have to take 
place, and it cannot be done, it definitely cannot be done if we do 
not pass it tonight, and we are going to delay the much-needed 
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increase by 1 year. It is important that we do not put amendments 
into this bill. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Michlovic. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just want to address one point here, and that is 

the argument that we ought not touch this bill, that we need to run 
it right now, much in the same light that the gentleman, Mr. Nyce, 
said a few minutes ago. If that is the case, we certainly had plenty 
of time and the committee certainly had plenty of time to pass this 
legislation. Do not come here with the argument that, no, let us not 
touch it; let us not put any amendments in it because it has to run 
right through; we have got to get things printed. 

We ought to make public policy here. We ought to take our 
time to do it. The committee has a responsibility to bring those bills 
to the floor in time and get these things passed in a timely fashion, 
in such a way that we can discuss it without being hurried and 
rushed and forced into not passing amendments simply because we 
need to get this bill out. That is not a substantive reason, in my 
view, and I would ask the members not to fall for that gimmick 
either. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gmitza. 
Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the majority chairman of the committee. With 

all due respect on this amendment and some of the others, I think 
these are issues, some of the other amendments particularly, that 
can be addressed in the committee later. But our committee did 
hold public hearings on this, and we did hear from sportsmen and 
fishermen, and we did have input from the commission, and our 
committee did study this. It is regrettable that we just got it at this 
late hour from the Senate, but it is necessary, I feel, that we pass 
this bill and do the right thing for the Fish Commission and do the 
right thing for sportsmen and fishermen across the State who 
support this measure and who support this measure without 
amendment. 

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

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just to try to answer a couple of the questions and probably a 

misconception, in this hill right now, in the bill right now is a 
nonresident tourist license for 3 days at $14; in this hill is a 7-day 
nonresident tourist license for $29; and we have an annual license 
in here for $34. So we have got a 3-day license, a 7-day license, 
and an annual license. 

As far as having hearings on this hill, this is what the schedule 
is for printing of these licenses: There is going to be about 
1 112 million printed. They have to be printed in triplicate. They 
have to be all consecutively numbered. The order to the vendor is 
scheduled for July 1. Delivery to the Fish and Boat Commission is 
scheduled for October 15 and shipped to the agents in this State by 
November 20. In order to get the licenses by October 15, the 
vendor must have the order by July 1, and then that goes to the 
agents by November 20 for sales December 1. 

We do not have any time to delay, and 1 would ask for a "no" 
vote on this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Fichter 
Bard Flick 
Birmelin Gamble 
Bishop Cannon 
Bores Gladeck 
Brown Hahay 
Browne Harhan 
Bunt Hennessey 
Caltagirone Hershey 
Cappahianca Horsey 
Civrra Hutchinson 
Cohm. L. 1. Jadlowiec 
Comell James 
Cowell Josephs 
Dent Kaiser 
Dermody Kennq 
DiGirolamo King 
Dmce LaGrona 
Durham Lawless 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer 

lynch 
Maiiland 
Manderina 
McGill 
Mclio 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micouir  
Mihalich 
Nickol 
Nycc 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Penit 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Rrbrr 

Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boscala 
Butkovitr 
Bunton 
Cam 
Carane 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colairza 
Conti 
Corpora 
Currigan 
Coy 
Curry 
Dale) 
DeLuca 
Dempsry 
DeWeese 

Donatucci 
Egoli 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Feese 
Fleagle 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Godshall 
Ciordner 
GNitl i l  

Grupvo 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hesr 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Kr l l r r  
Kirkland 
Krcbs 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
I.eh 
Lescavitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Major 
Markorek 
Marrico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGechan 
Mil lrr 
Mundy 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pcrzcl 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Readshaw 
Keinard 
Rieger 
Rnbsns 
Robinson 
Rwhuck 
Rohrrr 
Rooncy 
Sainata 
Sathrr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Serafini 

Richardson 
Ruhley 
Santoni 
Saylor 

w 
Schrodcr 
Semmcl 
Shsehan 
Snyder, D. W. 
Slrelman 
Tangrzni 
'Taylor, J. 
Travaglio 
Van Horne 
Vitali 
Washington 

w 
Waugh 
Williams 

Ryan, 
Spcaker 

Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strinmaner 
Sturla 
Sura 
Taylor, E. 1. 
Thomar 
Tigue 
rrzllo 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vancs 
Vron 
Walko 
wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yemcic 
Younghlood 
Zimmcrman 
zug 

w 

I NOT VOTING4 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the - 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

I On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Levdansky. It is the understanding of the Chair that the 
gentleman has six amendments. Is that accurate? 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Mr. Speaker, 1 want to withdraw one 
amendment, A4365. 

The SPEAKFR. Would the gentleman identify what 
amendment he wishes considered first. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. The first amendment I would like to 
consider would be amendment A4253. 

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

Mr. LEVDANSKY offered the following amendment No. 
A4253: 

Amend Thtle, page I ,  line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
authorizing release of certain information to 
members of the General Assembly; 

Amend Sec. 1, page I, line 7, by inserting after "Sections" 
324, 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
8 324. Commission records. 

(a) Geneml rule.-Any records mainmined by the commission or 
any issuing agent or other agent of the commission that contain or include 
the home address of anv individuals or anv other ~ n o n a l  information 
about individuals such as height, weight, color of hair andor color of 
eyes, including, but not limited to, fishing licenses and applications 
therefor, boat registrations and applications therefor and permits and 

I do not believe that fishermen would want their names or 
addresses distributed for mailing lists. 

I think that this would he a bad precedent for the legislature, 
and for all the other reasons regarding amendments, I would urge 
you to vote "no" on this particular amendment. 

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

Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I join the chairman of the Game and Fisheries Committee to ask 

for a negative vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Godshall, seek recognition? 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also ask for a negative vote. 
Back in 1985 or 1986, this body passed a bill which also not 

only prevented the names of licensees being given out hut also 
subscribers to the Game News andor the Pennsylvania fishing 
magazine. Those lists were handed out to various groups, and in 
turn, they were, in many cases and in my own case, used against a 
member. -~ ~~- .~ 

I think the license buyer should be confidential. I am asking for 
a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Haluska. 
Mr. HALUSKA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise in favor of the Levdansky amendment for the reason that 

here we stand and talk about what our sportsmen want and what 
our sportsmen do not want, and what better way to communicate 
with our sportsmen than to have a direct line with them and to send 

applications therefor, are not public records as defined in section I of the them maii and to get back from them, so I have to support 
act of June 21, 1957 (P.L.390, No.212). referred to as the Right-to-Know that amendment. n a n k  you. I 

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

Law. 
(b) Exception.-The records of the commission as identified in 

subsection (a1 shall be made available to anv member or committee of the 
Senate or the House of Representatives umn request for any legislative 
purpose or other lawful ourpose. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment reflects exact language that I 

believe Representative Perzel and I introduced in the last session 
of the General Assembly. In essence, what this amendm.-nt would 
do is it would make information available to the General Assembly 
for legislative purposes. It would enable us, members of the 
General Assembly, to communicate with fisher men and women to 
leam of their views. 

Under present law, under the present language in the Fish and 
Boat Code, we are prohibited from getting information, getting lists 
- for example, subscribers to the Pennsylvania Angler. We cannot 
access those lists so that we could communicate directly with our 
sportsmen. This amendment would enable us to in fact obtain those 
lists from the Fish Commission so that we can communicate 
directly with the sportsmen of the Commonwealth. 

I urge an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment. I think it is important that we 

understand that our sportsmen want their confidentiality protected. 

The SPEAKER.  he Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of the adoption of the amendment, the 

gentleman, Mr. Penel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. S d e r ,  iust recently Mr. Levdansky was fortunate enough - 

to have one of his bills go to the Governor, and that was a 
commitment I made to him very early on, and I want to make 
another commitment, Mr. Speaker, that I am very, very supportive 
of the attempt that Mr. Levdansky is doing here this evening. The 
problem is, Mr. Speaker, that I would rather not do it in this hill. I 
have a commitment from Representative Smith that we will do this 
in the fall. It is something that I have wanted to do for a long time, 
and it would be another chance for Mr. Levdansky to get a picture 
with the Govemor signing a hill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Levdansky. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I appreciate the support of the majority leader, hut I would 

appreciate it a little bit more if he would make that commitment to 
this panicular amendment. 

We all know how the legislative process works. The process is, 
you know, I will support your hill in committee or getting it out of 
committee or on the floor, but it is never going to see the light of 
day in the other chamber. We know how well that little game is 
played. 

If this is a good idea in the fall, this is a good idea tonight, and 
I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, the reason why some people are 
against this is that the two commissions and the sportsmen's 
organizations across the State keep us under a cloud. They keep 
telling us what the sportsmen want, and the reason why they can 
keep doing that is because you and I as members cannot 
communicate directly with them to find out what the needs and 
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Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Y E A S 4 2  
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desires and the wants of the average sportsmen are, and as long as 
we are kept in a fog, we have to depend upon some other expert to 
tell us what the sportsmen in this State want. 

This amendment takes away that shroud, that cloak, that fog, 
and lets us communicate directly with the sports men and women 
in this State. It enables us to use lists garnered for lawful purposes, 
not to circulate them with vendors, and I would urge your support 
for this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Staback. 
Mr. STABACK. One more time, Mr. Speaker. 
Because of the adverse impact any amendments are going to 

have on this bill at this point in time, I would once again ask for a 
negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am a very strong supporter of the concept that 

Mr. Levdansky has set forth in this amendment. I believe that the 
members of the General Assembly, not the members individually 
but the General Assembly, should have access to these mailing lists 
for the purposes stated by the gentlemen supporting this 
amendment. However, I think that that exception should he carved 
out very, very carefully, because quite eankly, we certainly do not 
want to have these mailing lists or these lists used for any 
commercial purpose. There is a problem, as I see it, in the way the 
Levdansky amendment is drafted that would perhaps open a 
loophole for that purpose. 

I echo the sentiments of Representative Perzel that we should 
revisit this issue in the fall. This is not something that has to be 
done tonight. 1 do helieve it is something that should be done. I am 
a strong supporter of the concept, hut I think we should hun down 
this amendment tonight so that we can get this bill to the 
Governor's desk as it is and follow up on our commitment to look 
at this issue later this year. 

Adolph 
Blaum 
Butkovitr 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
cuny 
Dent 
D m d y  
Durham 
Evans 
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B a r b  Fichtri McCall 

Fleagle MC(;~II 
Bsbko-Jones Cannon M e v  
Bclardi Ceist Millci 

Gigliotti Nailor 
Birmelin tiladeck Nickol 
!jish0p Godshall NYCC 
Bmcola 
Uoyer 

Gordner O'Brirn 
Gruitra Oliver 

Brown Gruppo Pcr7i.I 
Bro~bne Ilabay Pcttit 
Hunt Hanna Phillips z::$rone ~ a r h a ~ t  Piccoia 

Hasay Pins 
Carone Hennessey Platts 
Chadwick Herman Rebei 
Clark Hershey Reinard 
Clymer Hcss Richardson 
Cohcn, L. I. Horsey Riegrr 

Hutchinson llohens 
conti Jadlowiec Roebuck 
Comell Jarolin Rohcer 
COW"" King Rubley 

E:zca Kirkland Sather 
Krebs Saylor 

D,mpSey Leh Schrodcr 
DeWeese Lesco~itz Schuler 
UiGirolamo Lloyd Scrimenti 

Lucyk Semmcl 
Drucc Lynch 

NOT VOTING-4 

Farmer James 

EXCUSED-I 

Flick Mayernik 
Gamble McCeehan 
George Melio 
Haluska Michlavic 
Itkin Micolzie 
Josephs Mihalich 
Kaiser Mundy 
Keller Olasz 
Kennq. Pesci 
Kukovich Petrarca 
LaCrona Petrone 
Laughlin Pistella 
Lawless Preston 
Lederer Ramos 
Lcvdansky Rsadshaw 
Markosek 

Allen Egolf 
Argall Fairchild 
Armstronb Fajt 
Baker Farga 
Bard Feese 

Maitland 
Major 
Mandrrino 
Marsico 
Masland 

Robinson 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Stcelman 
Stetlrr 
Sturla 
sum 
Tangrmi 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Williams 
Wright, D. R. 
Yeucic 

SeraRc~i 
Shanrr 
Sheehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
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Snyder, I). W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stcil 
Stern 
Stish w 
Strittmattri 
Taylor, t. Z. 
'l.aylor. J. 
1 homar 
Tigur 
'1-ravaglio 
rrello 
Trich 
True 

Washington 
Waugh 
Wogan 
\\'omiak 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker . 

Less than the majority having voted in the afinnative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was = 
not agreed to. 

On the question recuming, 
Will the House agree to the hill on third considerat~on? 

Mr. LEVDANSKY offered the following amendment No. 
A4367: 

/ Amend Title, page I ,  line 2, by inseningafier "Statutes," 
providing for review by the Ofice of lnspector 
General; 

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

Section 1.  Title 30 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes is 
amended by adding a section to read: 
6 325. Insmctor General. 

The commission shall be subiect to the provisions of 4 Pa. Code 
66 1.291 through 1.295 (relating to Inspector General). 

Section 2. Sections 2701, 2702, 2703 and 2704 of Title 30 are 
amended to read 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 29, by str~king out "2" and Inserting w 
Amend Sec. 3, page 5, line 26, by striking out "3" and inserting 

4 
Amend Sec. 4, page 7. line 21, by striking out "P and insening 

5 
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Amend Sec. 5, page 8, line 10, by striking out "5" and inserting 

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

7 
Amend Sec. 6, page 8, line 15, by striking out "OF 30 PA.C.S. 

5 2713" and inserting 
or addition of 30 Pa.C.S. $5 325 and 2713 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what this amendment would do is it would extend 

the jurisdiction of the Ofice of Inspector General to cover the 
operations of the Pennsylvania Fish Commission. 

Presently, if you get a complaint from a constituent, an 
allegation that there has been some then or there is some kind of 
illegal or unethical activity going on within the Fish Commission, 
your only choice is either to report it to the Attorney General or to 
a district attorney. For the most part, the Attorney General and the 
D.A. will pretty much require hard evidence, pretty much some 
bona tide evidence, before they are really going to follow up on it. 

The Office of Inspector General, which is an adjunct to the 
Governor's Office, exists to ferret out cormption and unethical and 
illegal behavior in State government. It is another place where you 
could refer some concerns that you have had to the Office of 
Inspector General for his or her appropriate review, for their 
investigation, and if they find that something is illegal going on, 
they in fact then could pass that information on after their 
investigation to the Attorney General or to the district attorney. 
It is one way to make sure that those people that serve 
State government within the confines of the Fish Commission are 
upholding the law as we all should be. 

I appreciate an affirmative support. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the 
Mr. Smith. 

Mr. B. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry 
Is this amendment 4367? 
The SPEAKER. You are correct, 4367. The board says 4567. 

One board is right and the other board is wrong. 
Mr. 0. SMITH. Oh, okay. 
The SPEAKER. Everybody read this board. 
Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment. 
I have heen informed by the Pennsylvania Fish and 

Boat Commission that they have no problern \rzith calling in the 
Inspector General whenever necessary. In fact, they had done so 
one time in the past when the Inspector General had a 

For all the reasons that we mentioned before, 1 hclieve that no 
amendment should he accepted for this bill, and I ask you to vote 
'ho." 
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THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JERRY BIRMELIN) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would make 
the observation that some of the members are celebrating the 
Fourth of July a little early. We hear a lot of Roman candles and 
other fireworks here, and the Chair would appreciate the sound 
effects at a later time. Maybe in a few days they would be more 
appropriate. 

The Chair recognizes Representative Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to say that I have no problem with this amendment 

at all, but it is not the time and it is not the place. If the 
Fish Commission does not get out to the vendor with their license 
schedule by July 1, we will not have licenses for sale December 1. 
So that is a fact of life, and that is how it remains for all the rest of 
the amendments. 

I ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes for the 

second time the gentleman, Mr. Levdansky. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to respond to the comments from 

Representative Smith and Representative Godshall. 
If the Fish Commission does not have any problem calling in 

the Office of the Inspector General, then I do not see why they 
ought to be against putting this language then in statute to make 
sure that that can in fact happen in the future should a legitimate 
complaint arise. To say they are for something hut we do not want 
to really see it in statute sort of tells me that maybe we have 
something to hide. 

Secondly, in reference to Representative Godshall's statement 
- and we have heard this about other amendments here that 
Representative M e w  offered - that, you know, we cannot offer 
amendments here tonight; we have got to be rubber stamps; we are 
not allowed to deliberate amendments and think about and debate 
and discuss this matter; we just have to be a rubber stamp and pass 
this. Well, my response to that is this: You know, last November 
during lame-duck session, the Pennsylvania Fish Commission 
was attempting to railroad this fishing license fee through the 
General Assembly. Now, if they had time last December to railroad 
a fishing license increase through both of these chambers and get 
it out to bid and to the print shop and printed and into the 
license-issuing hands in December and January, if they could rush 
that through during lame-duck, during a period of about a month 
or 6 weeks, we have got more than 6 months' time to prepare for 
that. 

There are a lot of reasons why you could be for or against this 
particular bill or amendment, but to say that we have got to be a 
rubber stamp and that we cannot deliberate this because we have 
got to hurry up and get this to the Governor's desk is not a good, 
valid reason at all. Okay? They had time during lame-duck to try 
to ram this thing though. We have got 6 months to deliberate this, 
and the excuse that we have got to h u n ~  up and do this really flies 
in the face of reason. 

I appreciate an affirmative vote. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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Adolph 
Banisto 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Brown 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Calafella 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
curry 
Daley 
Dent 
Demody 
Durham 

Allen 
Argall 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Borcola 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colaim 
Conti 
Camell 
COY 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
DeWeese 
DiGiralamo 
DoMfllcci 
Dmce 

Evans 
Pajt 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
George 
Haluska 
H m a  
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
LaGroua 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Levdansky 

Egolf 
Fairchild 
Farga 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Geist 
Gigliani 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmitra 
Gruppo 
Habay 
HarhaR 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinsan 
Jadlowiec 
Keller 
King 
Krebs 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 

Manderino 
Markorek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasr 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramor 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Richardson 
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Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCeehan 
McGill 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perrzl 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pith 
Plans 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Rahrer 
Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 

Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainala 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Steelman 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangetti 
Tiguc 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
wogan 

Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
waugh 
Womia* 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-l 

EXCUSED-I 

Rudy 

Less than the majority having voted in the afirmative, the 
question w a s  determined in the  negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

I O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Mr. L E V D A N S K Y  offered the following amendment No. 

A4188: 9 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
requiring annual appropriations from the Fish Fund 
and the Boat Fund: 

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

Section 1. Sections 521(c), 522, 531(c) and 532 of Title 30 of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes are amended to read: 
$ 521. Establishment and use of Fish Fund I ,** 

(c) Appropriation of moneys.-[All] Subiect to the annual 
appropriation by the General Assembly, all auuropriated moneys in the 
Fish Fund, from time to time, [are hereby appropriated to the commission 
and] may be expended by the cammlsslon tor the purposes authorized I under this tltle. 
8 522. Expenditures from Fish Fund. - 

(a) Approval of estimated expenditures.-[Estimates] Subiect to the 
annual aooropriation under section 521(c) (relating to establishment and 
use of Fish Fund) estimates of amounts to be expended under this 
subchapter, from time to time, by the commission shall be submitted to 9 

the Governor for his approval as in the case of other appropriations made 
to Commonwealth agencies. 

(b) Expenditures not to exceed approved estimates.-The 
State Treasurer shall not honor any requisition for the expenditure of any 
moneys by the commission in excess of the estimates approved by the 
Governor or in excess of the amount available for the purposes tbr which 
the requisition was made. 
5 53 I .  Establishment and use of Boat Fund. 

* * * 
(c) Appropriation ot  moneys.-[All] Subiect to the annual 

appropriation by the General Assembly, all approoriated moneys in the 
Boat Fund. from time to time, rare hereby appropriated to the commission . .. 
and] may be expended by thecommission for the purposes that relate to 
boats and boating authorized under this title. 
8 532. Expenditures from Boat Fund. 

(a) Approval of estimated expenditures.-[Estimates] Subiect to the 
annual approoriation under section 521(c) (relating to establishment and 
use of Fish Fund) estimates of amounts to be expended under this 
subchapter, from time to time, by the commission shall be submitted to 
the Governor for his approval as in the case of other appropriations made 
to Commonwealth agencies. 

(b) Expenditures not to exceed approved estimates.-The 
State Treasurer shall not honor any requisition for the expenditure of any 
moneys by the commission in excess of the estimates approved by the 
Governor or in excess of the amount available for the purposes for which 
the requisition was made. 

Section 2. Sections 2701, 2702, 2703 and 2704 of Title 30 are - 
amended to read: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 29. by striking out "2" and inserting 
3 

Amend Sec. 3, page 5, line 26, by striking out "3" and insetting 
4 

Amend Sec. 4, page 7, line 21, by striking out "4" and inserting 
5 

Amend Sec. 5, page 8, line 10, by striking out "5" and inserting 
6 

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

7 
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Amend Sec. 6, page 8, line 15, by striking out "AMENDMENT OF 

30 PA.C.S." and inserting 
amendments of 30 Pa.C.S. $5 521(c). 522, 53l(c), 
532 and 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Levdansky. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the budget for the Pennsylvania Fish Commission 

and the fee request increme and the way it is structured is unique 
amongst State agencies. 

The Pennsylvania Fish Commission is one of only two State 
agencies whereby we members in the General Assembly get to 
detennine their revenue strcam because we set the fishing and 
boating licenses, yet you and 1 do not get to vote on a Year-to-Year 
basis on their expenditures, on their budget. 

Our judg~nent is solicited and it is deemed to be appropriate for 
determining what the fishing and boating license fces are, but our 
judgment is not deemed to be appropriate when it comes to 
determining how the expenditures for the Fish Commission ought 
to be handled on a year-to-year basis. I happen to think that is 
inconsistent. I happen to think if you and I are good enough and 
our judgment is good enough to set the fees, the fishing and 
boating fees, that our judgment ought to be good enough to have 
a vote and to have some input on the budget and the expenditure 
side of the Fish Commission operations on a year-to-year basis. 

1 would submit to you, Mr. Speaker, that what happens is we 
really only have an opponunity once evely 12 or 15 years, when 
the Fish Commission is coming for a fee increase, to really have 
substantial and meaninghl input. That is when they are most likely 
to be receptive to some of our ideas and our suggestions. 

1 would submit to you, Mr. Speaker, if the Fish Comlnission 
came before this body during the budget appropriation process 
every year, we would learn a little more intimately about their 
budget, about their expenditures, about their fiscal needs, and 1 for 
one would be much more willing and much more inclined to 
suppon fee increases, smaller fee increases, a little more often and 
a little more regular, but we are never going to have that 
opponunity if you and I never have a chance to vote on their 
budget. 

So essmlially, what this amendment does is to bring the budget 
of the Fish Commission under the House and Senate budget 
appropriation process. Keep in mind. Mr. Speaker, that presently 
the Fish Commission budget is determined by executive 
authorization. This would bring this under the typical Ilouse and 
Senate budget process, and I would urge an affimlative vote. 

Thc SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment. 
I would urge ~epresentative Levdansky, with the various 

amendments that he has offered, to work through the committee 
process so that the committee could give consideration to his ideas. 
The timing for this amendment is as wrong as the timing for the 
other atnendrnents. There are questions about the effect on Federal 
funding. 

I would also point out that the Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission is already subject to the Governor's 
Budget Office review, and this year their budget was cut by 
$1.3 million. 

For all of the reasons stated before, I urge the members to vote 
"no" on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recogmizes the 
gentleman from Montgomery County, Mr. Godshall. 

Thank you, Speaker, 
For the same reasons as Chairman Smith just gave, 1, too, 

concur with his statements. 
A ~ ~ ~ ,  we have got to remember hat these are license fees paid 

i n t o  the ~ i ~ h  ~ ~ ~ d ,  I do not believe that we u,ant to have the 
General Assembly start to appropriate moneys for the Fish Fund. 

could into a political that I we would 
for, long, long time, 

~i~~~ now the F , ~ ~  must go to the ~~~~~~~s~ 

&,dget Office. They have to live within their license fee. The 
Governor's Budget Office comes forward at that time with their 
recommendation as to the moneys and makes those moneys 
available for the Fish to spend. 

so I would ask for a vote on this amendment, 
~h~ SPEAKER pro tempore, ~h~ ,-hair the 

M, GANNON, T~~~~ you, Mr. speaker. 
M,., Speaker, this is a good amendment and deserves a g2yesn 

vote frorn evely ofthis cjeneral ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ b l ~  who must vote 
for the fee increase hut has absolutely no say in how this money 
will be spent, 

~~~h~ it is late at night, but 1 think he Senate is going to be 
over there for a while. ~h~~ are dealing welfare refom. tt 
took us a couple ofhours, We can put amendment in and get 
this ,,ill over there, ~h~~ can concur and get *is to the G~~~~~~~~ 
desk in plenty of time for the Fish Commission to start doing 
whatever hey do to raise their license fees and get that extra 
money, but I think this is perhaps one of the most important 
amendments that we have dealt on this issue, As 
Representative Levdansky said, we will not see for another 

to 15 years, ifthat soon, This is the time to put this in, This is 
the time of accountability to commission, to the 
General Assembly, and to the people, 

N ~ ~ ,  one of the ~~~~~~~~~~~i~~~ well, this is a licensing 
fee. We collect lots of licensing fees in this State. When we give a 
driver the to operate a motor in the 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l ~ h  of P ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ ~ , ~ ,  we charge a licensing fee and we 
appropriate from that fund, and we have right to appropriate 
from this fund, 

I urge a vote on the Levdansky amendment, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from County, Mr. Pesci, 
Mr. PESCI. I concur with Mr. Cannon. I think it is time that 

whenever we are asked to raise the fees and there is no 
accountability to us, we arc the ones that take the heat from the 
sponsman, the lot Sportsman back home, the little guy that might 
not belong to an organization that siiys in this House that this 

is for or 
I do this is one of the better alnendments with another 

to follow, and I hope that sides of the House 
concur with this amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempure. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Northumberland County, Mr. Phillips. 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose his amendment. 
You know, we want to be critical of the Fish Commission, but 

1 would like you to keep in mind that for 12 years they ran that 
commission and did not ask for a license increase. So they have got 
to be doing something right, although there was a trout and salmon 
stamp of $5 which is not bought by all who buy fishing licenses. 

And again, we have got to remember that we get out and see 
the programs that the Fish Commission puts on. I travel all over 
this State and I talk to a lot of fishermen, and they are very 
impressed by our Fish Commission in this State and the job they 
are doing in giving us some of the finest fishing. We have people 
traveling from all over the country to come in and fish in this State. 

And again, the importance is, whether some will agree with it 
or not, the importance is we need this and we need it now, and if 
amendments are going in, it is going to cause a year's delay. So I 
would ask you to oppose his amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Cambria County, Mr. Haluska. 

Mr. HALUSKA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to say one thing. The Fish Commission, along with 

the Game Commission, they have had licensing increases, if you 
take the stamp fees that they collect in their trout stamp, their 
salmon stamp, and their gill-net stamp. So I really do not think that 
it is appropriate to say they have not had any licensing increases in 
8, 10, 12 years. 

I think it is a matter of accountability, and we are the 
people that have to account to our constituents what the 
Game Commission, what the Fish Commission does with their 
license moneys that they collect. 

So I really think that it is a good amendment, and I would opt 
for a "yes" vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the second time, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Levdansky. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just want to point out, one of the previous 

speakers spoke about possible problems with Federal funds and 
that nature. Let me point this out and make this perfectly clear: The 
Pennsylvania Fish Fund and the Pennsylvania Boat Fund are what 
we call restricted receipt accounts, and the revenues that are 
deposited in those two accounts can only be spent for the 
purpose to run the operations of the Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission. Under no circumstances, absolutely under no 
circumstances can those revenues be taken from the Fish or Boat 
Fund and spent for other purposes. So there is no problem with 
Federal funds and the State funds in those two funds. They can 
only be spent on the operations of the Pennsylvania Fish and 
Boat Commission. 

I also want to point out one other point, Mr. Speaker. You 
know, we only really have an opportunity to have some input with 
the Fish Commission when they come here for a license fee 
increase once every 12 years, but Representative Haluska was 
correct. It was only 3 years ago that the Pennsylvania Fish 
Commission put in place their trout stamp, and it was only a couple 
of years ago that we passed legislation to raise the boating fees. So 
it is not true that this agency has not received revenue increases for 
12 years. They have received it, and with the gill net, they have 
received at least three revenue enhancements in the last 5 years 
alone. 

It is you and I, it is you and I that when we go around to our 
firehalls back home, and to our town meetings or our 
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sportsmen's clubs, that often get questioned by sportsmen as to 
why the Fish Commission does not do this or why the 
Fish Commission does not do that, and the reason why is because 
ultimately the Fish Commission is not accountable to anybody. If 
they are not accountable to you and me, the elected * 
Representatives of the people of this Co~nmonwcalth and the 
sportsmen of the Commonwealth, they are not accountable to 
anyone. 

This amendment is all about accountability. Let us bring some 
accountability to the process, to the budget, and to the operations 
ofthe Pennsylvania Fish Commission. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative Godshall. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. w 
You know, this is not really the time- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman wait for just 

a moment, please. 
Ifmembers wish to speak on these amendments, please indicate 

clearly so that the Chair knows that you are going to do that, 
because we are going to move them and you will hold up thc rest ; 

of the body by not clearly indicating your willingness to speak. 
For the second time, the Chair recognizes Representative 

Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is really not the time for games, because we do not have 

any time at all on our hands except to pass this bill. We do not 
know at this time for sure that the Senate is going to he coming 
back in July. If they do not, there will not be any licenses for sale 
in this Commonwealth next year. 

It is also a matter of- It is also a fact that the 
Fish Commission can and will run out of money later this year 
without a license fee increase, so this has got to be done now. 

This is the most onerous of all the amendments. Your 
sportsmen's groups in this State will absolutely he totally upset 
with the passage of this amendment, which will put the fixing of 
the budget each and every year in our hands. Each and every one 
of us is going to look at how many trout are stocked in our 
individual areas and we are going to buy those trout with our vote, 
and I do not think it is something that you really want to get into. 

I am asking for a "no" vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro temporc. On the amendment, the 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from Union County, 
Representative Fairchild. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think we need lo look at thc present budget 

process and the way we do it. I t  is a fact - 1 think all our 
constituents know it; we knou it - there are deals made. How 
many of you know what is in the budget that we just passed line rr 
item by line item? 

We have a process now with the Fish Commission that you can 
xsk them a question and they will answer it. We have a process 
now where sportsmen can ask the question and they will ansuer it. 
We have a proccss now where every major sportsmen's group in 
Pennsylvania is requesting this fee increase. 

It is not like this was a closed process. Any and all of you had 
zvely opportunity to attend the hearing. Each and every one of you 
had opportunities to talk to the Fish Commission, to ask them any w 
question. They had presentations, and they were asked hard 
questions, not only by ourselves on the Fish and Game Committee 
?ut by, again, every major sportsmen's k~oup  in Pennsylvania. 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-101 

Adolph Evans Lucyk Riloncy 
Belardi Fvjt Mandrrino Sainato 
Bishop larmer Markosek Santoni 

I think we make a mistake if we take that budget and put it into 
that last week or that last day or that last hour of negotiation, which 
goes on too many times in the middle of the night around here. 

We do have a program in Pennsylvania that we can be proud 
of. It works. It works. You do not have people calling you and 
knocking on your door and saying it is a failed system; it does not 
work. For heaven's sake, we do not need mailing lists. If there is 
a vocal group out there, it is Pennsylvania sportsmen, and the 
fishermen in my district - and I do not think they are any different 
than they are in yours - if we are doing something wrong they let 
us know. 

We are here tonight, and do we have a say in what the 
Fish Commission does? You bet. That is going to he our final vote 
tonight. Please, do not take the power away from the sportsmen 
and the Fish Commission and put it in a few people's hands that 
control the budget process. Vote "no" on this amendtnent. 
Thank you. 

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

On the question recuning, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration:' 

Chdd~ick Hennersey Pins Thomas 
'Iark Herman Plans True 
Clyrner Hashey Reber Tulli 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Reinard Vance 
colairzo Horsey Rieger Waugh 
Conti Huichinson Robens Youngblood 
Corncl~ Jadlowiec Rohrer Limrnerman 
DcLuca 
Dcmpse). 

Jarolin Rubley zug 
King Sather 

D,w,,,, Leh Saylor Ryan, 
Danatucci Lloyd Schroder Speaker 
Em" Lynch Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSES1 

Rudy 

Less than the majority having voted in the afirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY offered the following amendment No. 
A4183: 

Civera 
Cohen. M. 
Coiafella 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cousll 
coy 
Cur> 
DaIc? 
Dent 
Drrmody 
DiGiralamo 
Druce 
Ourhilm 

,411~" 
Argnll 
Arrnrlrung 
I luku 
Raid 
Barlq 
Bani510 
Bchko-.loner 
UclPa~ti 
Birmclio 
Brown 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Cawley 

~ l a u i  Flick Maycrnik Scrimenti 
Bosa,la Gamble McCall Scrnmcl 
Bo)es tiannon McGrrhan Sheehan 
Bm\vne George Melio Steelman 
Butkoviir Habay Michlovic Sturla 
Caltagirone llaluska Micolrie Surra 

Mihalich Cappahianca Harhart Tangieni 
ltkin Mundy Cam 'rigue 

Caianr James Nyce Trabaglio 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kcller 
Kennry 
Kirkland 
Krehs 
Kukovich 
I.aGrulia 
Laughlin 
I.WICSS 
Ledcrer 
I-e?covitz 
Leidanrky 

Fairchild 
Fargo 
Fessc 
iichtcr 
Flcaglc 
(ieiq~ 
Gip!iotli 
Gladech 
G,,dshall 
tiordncr 
Cruitw 
Gruppo 
Hnnna 
Hasa) 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 2715). page 7, lines 22 through 30; page 8, 
lines I through 9, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting 
5 2715. Fees. 

All fees levied and assessed under this title and the regulations 
promulgated hereunder shall be fixed bv the commission, subiect to 
annual approval and adiustment by the Governor. 

Oiasl 
Oliver 
I'ssci 
Petrone 
Pcttit 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Rradsha~ 
Kichardson 
Ruhirlson 
Koebuck 

Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McGill 
M c r ~  
Mlllrr 
N a i l ~ r  
Nickol 
O'Bricn 
Per/.el 
Petrarca 
I'hillips 
Piccola 

Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Vean 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washingon 
Williams 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M.  N. 
Ycwcic 

Scmlini 
Shaner 
Smith, 13. 
Smilh, S. 11. 
Snyder, I). W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stril 
Stcin 
Sletler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
laylor, E. Z. 
'laylor. J. 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. COY. Mr. Spadker, point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Coy, may 

state his inquiry. 
Mr. COY. It is a serious question that I do not know the answer 

to. 
Given the time, if a reconsideration motion is to he filed, what 

date should he placed on the reconsideration motion? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until you are informed otherwise, 

today will continue to he June 28. 
Mr. COY. Ah. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are welcome. 

The gentleman, Mr. Levdansky, is recognized on his 
amendment. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment A4183. There are two ways of handling this 

inconsistency of the General Assembly setting fishing license fees 
but not having a voice or a vote in the budget and the expenditures 
of the Fish Commission. That is an inconsistency that could have 
been remedied by the passage of my prior amendment that 
obviously failed. 
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Well, there is another way to solve that problem, Mr. Speaker. 
If my judgment, if our collective judgment is not good enough to 
have a voice on how the Fish Commission spends their money, 
then you and I ought not be involved in the process of setting 
fishing license fees. 

What this amendment will do is take the executive 
authorization whereby the Governor sets the budget for the 
Fish Commission. The language in this amendment will permit the 
Governor and the Fish Commission to set the fishing license fees. 

Look, either you and I, as members of this General Assembly, 
ought to vote on their revenues and their expenditures, or if it is not 
good enough for us to have a vote on their budget and their 
expenditures, then we ought not have a vote on their fees either. If 
it is going to be the Governor of this Commonwealth that sets the 
expenditures for the Fish Commission, it ought to be the Governor 
of the Commonwealth that sets the fishing license fees for the 
fishermen of this Commonwealth, and that is precisely what this 
amendment does - okay? - it lets- And understand this: Our 
Governor has had the wisdom to form a Sportsmen's Advisory 
Council just a couple of months ago, so he has got all the best 
advice from all the sportsmen's groups in the Commonwealth to 
advise him on what level we ought to set these fishing and boating 
license fees. 

This will let our Governor set, establish- You know, if the 
budget process does not work - and that is what I heard one of the 
previous speakers say - if the budget process does not work, then 
this process for setting fishing license fees does not work either, 
and if I am not good enough to have a vote on their budget, 1 am 
not good enough to have a vote on establishing their fees either. 

This amendment takes it out of our hands, puts it 
in the nonpolitical realm of the Governor's Office with his 
Sportsmen's Advisory Council. Let him make the decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the amendment. 

Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I oppose this amendment. 
If you will think about the effect of this amendment and you 

think of all the things that have been said tonight, what you would 
be doing with this amendment is turning the right to raise fees over 
to the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission. They would set 
the license fees. 

That is strange. I did not think you trusted them before. Now 
you trust them to do it. You are going to abrogate your 
responsibility. You are going to completely get out of the license 
fee process. You would have no input whatsoever. Sportsmen 
would have no say. They could not come to you and give you 
input, give you their thoughts. You would eliminate the legislature 
from the process. 

As complicated as it has been tonight, I think you want to keep 
the legislature in the process and you should vote down this 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne County, Mr. Jarolin. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The chairman, majority chairman of the committee, had given 

an indication of how right he is. How else could the sportsmen 
keep in touch with the Fish and Game Commission except by 
coming through a legislator's office? I do not believe the Governor 
has got the time to answer letters from all the various sportsmen's 
groups or any other groups that are willing to tw  and put out a 
problem that they have with the Fish and Boat Commission. 

However, they will come to a legislator's office and give you their 
problems so that we can c a q  them on into Harrisburg and have a 
little bit of a control over the Pennsylvania Fish and Game. We 
have too many problems out there for us to pass them on to the 
Governor. w 

I am going to ask the people to vote "no" against this 
amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAW-R pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery County, 
Representative Godshall. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As 1 said earlier, it is too late in thc day and it is too late in the 

night and it is too late in the season really to start having h n  and 
games with these kinds of amendments. If wc are going to have rr 
licenses available to our almost 1 112 million fishermen next year 
and if we are going to have trout in our streams - because the 
Fish Commission will he out of money - we must pass this bill as 
is. 

This amendment, allowing the Governor's Office or whoever 
to fix the license fees, you know, is just totally unacceptable to the . 
I 112 million fishermen that we have in this State. You have very 
little problems coming into your office from the fishermen of 
Pennsylvania. They are happy with- In general, they are happy 
with the Fish Commission; they are happy with the way things are 
going at this point. They do not - and 1 repeat - they do not want 
to see the fixing of license fees taken out of the hands of the 
legislature and given to the Governor's Office. 

You know, we have to vote "no" on this and we have to get this 
bill to the Governor's Office and go ahead and march forward, not 
backwards. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Indiana County, Representative Steelman. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As I listen to the debate tonight, I am irresistibly reminded of 

a slogan on the back wall of the building supply company with 
which 1 do a lot of business when I am hack home in my district 
and engaged in my hobby of consuucting things, and that slogan 
says, "Lack of preparation on your part does not constitute an 
emergency on niy part." 

Andas I listened to the comments on why we should not amend - 
this bill because the Senate has been so poorly organized as to send 
it to us at the eleventh-and-a-half hour, I do not see why n lack of 
preparation on the Senate's part constitutes an emergency on our 
part. Rather than our having to wait on their convenience, perhaps 
if the needs of the 1 112 million tishermen of Pennsylvania are as 
important to the Senate as they are supposed to be to us, the Senate 
could make some small effort to accommodate us in this issue. 

I think that the questions that we are arguing about are very W 
important. I think that the amendments that have been introduced 
so far have been excellent, and I hope that we will bc able to pass 
this particular amendment not least because when the majority 
chairman reminds us that raising the fees for fishing licenses is our 
responsibility and challenges us not to cede this responsibility to 
the Governor's Office, I would respond that to have responsibility 
without having authority is to be put in a logically untenable 
position, and at this point we have responsibility but we do not 
have authority. We have been asked to vote down amendments that 1 
would give us more authority over the Fish Commission. 1 think 
thar what u'e need to do is in fact, if we are going to have the 
responsibility, also to take the authority, and it'we are not to have 
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the authority, to cede the responsibility to someone who would 
rather have it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes that the 
topic of fish is much more exciting than welfare reform and many 
of the members cannot contain themselves in their conversations. 
However, he would appreciate it if we would keep our 
conversations to a minimum. I am sure we will be able to move 
this bill as quickly as we can should you cooperate. 

The Chair does not intend to proceed with this noise level this 
high, which means we will simply wait until it gets lower. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland 
County, Mr. Mihalich. 

Mr. MIHALICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
From the discussions on this floor tonight, I do not think we can 

draw any conclusion but a conclusion that this is an agency that 
needs somebody looking over their shoulder. 

If we are being told a n d  I think that the people who are telling 
this are sincere - that if vie do not pass this bill tonight, they are 
not going to have fishing licenses by the end of the year or the first 
nfnext year, I think that that just displays gross incompetence. Any 
agency that would say that to me, I would not believe, or if I did 
believe them, I would say that they were incompetent. So I do not 
buy that story that we have to do that tonight because there will not 
be fishing licenses for the next season, and if that is true, shame on 
us and shame on them. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Behko-Jones 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Butkovitr 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
coy  
curry 
Durham 

Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battistn 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Hirmelin 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Hrown 
Brownc 

Evans 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
George 
Haluska 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krcbs 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Levdansky 

Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feere 
Fichter 
Flragle 
Geist 
Gigliutti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordnrr 
Gruitza 
Clruppo 

Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
McCeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Mundy 
Olasz 
Pcsci 
Pistella 
Raymond 
Richardson 

Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 
McGill 
Merry 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrarca 

Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Santoni 
Steelman 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangetti 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Van Home 
Washington 
Williams 
Wright, D. R 

Semmrl 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strinmaner 

Bunt 
Bunton 
Camley 
Chudwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Colaizm 
Conti 
Cornell 
Cawell 
Dale) 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Drrmody 
DcWcese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Egolf 

Habay 
Hanna 
Harharl 
Hvsay 
Hcnnessey 
l lerman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
King 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Leh 
I.e~covitz 
I.loyd 
Lynch 
Maitland 

Pevone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pins 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshau 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robens 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 

Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Trrllo 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcie 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Lug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Rudy 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, 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? 

AMENDMENT A4188 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of a 
reconsideration motion. The motion is made to reconsider the vote 
by which amendment No. 4188 was defeated on the 28th day of 
June. 

This is a question for the House to decide. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmrlin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BOSCOI~ 
Boyes 
Brown 

Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Ferse 
Flcagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliani 
Gladeck 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Manderina 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micarzie 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
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Broune 
Hunt 
Butkovitz 
Huxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappahianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coldella 
Colaim 
Conti 
Corncll 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Danatucci 

Gordner 
Gruitra 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Mihalich 
Mundy 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Hrien 
Olarr 
Oliver 
Prrrel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petronc 
Psttit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pi~tella 
Pins 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramas 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Sainato 

Stish 
Strinmatler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 7. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trrllo 
Trich 
True 
Van llarnc 
Vcon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
w o w  
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Lug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

N A Y  S-18 

Hard Gruppo Reber Stern 
Dent Hess Rubley Tulli 
Fairchild Major Stairs Vancr 
Fichter Miller Stril Zimmcrman 
Godshall Nailor 

N O T  V O T I N G 4  

EXCUSED-] 

Rudy 

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

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

The  clerk read the  following amendment No. A4188: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inseriing after "Statutes," 
requiring annual appropriations from the Fish Fund 
and the Boat Fund; 

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

Section 1. Sections 521(c), 522, 531(c) and 532 of Title 30 of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes are amended to read: 
5 521. Establishment and use of Fish Fund. 

* * *  
(c) Appropriation of moneys-[All] Subiect to the annual 

ap~ropriation bv the General Assemblv, all appropriated moneys in the 
Fish Fund, from time to time, [are hereby appropriated to the commission 
and] may be expended by the commission for the purposes authorized 
under this title. 

5 522. Expenditures from Fish Fund. 
(a) Approval of estimated expenditures-[Estimatss] Subiect to the 

annual appro~riation under section 521(c) (relating to establishment and 
use of Fish Fund) estimates of amounts to be expended under this 
subchapter, from time to time, by the commission shall be submitted to q 
the Governor for his approval as in the case of other appropriations made 
to Commonwealth agencies. 

(b) Expenditures not to exceed approved estimates-The 
State Treasurer shall not honor any requisition for tho expenditure of any 
moneys by the commission in excess of the estimates approved by the 
Governor or in excess of the amount available for the purposes for which 
the requisition was made. 
5 531. Establishment and use of Boat Fund. 

* * * 
(c) Appropriation of moneys.-[All] Subiect to the annual W 

aapropriation by the General Assembly, all appropriated moneys in the 
Boat Fund, from time to time, [are hereby appropriated to the cornrnission 
and] may be expended by the commission for the purposes that relate to 
boats and boating authorized under this title. 
ji 532. Expenditures from Boat Fund. 

(a) Approval of estimated expenditures.-[Estimates] Subiect to the 
annual appropriation under section 521(c) (relating to establishment and 
use of Fish Fund) estimates of amounts to be expended under this 
subchapter, from time to time, by the commission shall be submitted to 
the Governor for his approval as in the case of other appropriations ~nade 
to Commonwealth agencies. * 

(b) Expenditures not to exceed approved estimates.-The 
State Treasurer shall not honor any requisition for the expenditure of any . . 
moneys by the commission in excess of the estimates approbed by the 
Governor or in excess of the amount available for the oumoses fix which . . 
the requisition was made. 

Section 2. Sections 2701, 2702, 2703 and 2704 of Title 30 are 
amended to read: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 29, by striking out "2" and insming 
i 

Amend Sec. 3. page 5, line 26. by striking out "Y and inserting 
4 

Amend Sec. 4, page 7, line 21, by striking out "4" and inserting 
5 

Amend Sec 5, page 8, line 10, by striking out "5" and inserting 
6 

Amend Sec. 6 ,  page 8, line 13, by striking out "6" and inserting 
7 

Amend Sec. 6, page 8, line 15, by striking out "AMENDMENT OF 
30 PA.C.S." and inserting 

amendments of 30 Pa.C.S. $5  52l(c), 522. 53l(c). 
532 and 

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

T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Levdansky, W 
is recognized o n  his amendment. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr.  Speaker, again, this is the amendment to  bring the 

Fish Commission budget under the budget appropriation process 
forthe General Assembly consistent with every other State agency. 

Th i s  is all about bringing accountability to  the operation o f  the 
Pennsylvania Fish Conlmission and making them accountable to  
the sportsmen o f  the Commonwealth. 

I urge an affirmative vote. w 
T h e  SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
Mr.  B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is still a bad idea and the timing is had. 
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I want to call your attention to something that I had not 

mentioned before, but you have not received calls yet about cuts or 
problems with the Fish Commission, but if this amendment is 
adopted, you may. 

At this time they have done away with all part-time help. There 
are 14 full-time positions, including a bureau director for education 
and information that is now vacant. 

I think it is vitally important that you defeat this amendment, 
pass the bill, and allow the Pennsylvania Fish Commission to do 
the job that we expect of them. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Clinton County, Representative Hanna. 

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to this amendment, and the reason that I do 

so is that I do not see this amendment as addressing the purpose of 
the bill, which is to address fees. 

1 want to just take a minute to talk about the relationship 
between the Fish Commission and the legislature. It is my 
understanding that the commission was established a5 an 
independent agency so that it could conduct its business in the best 
interests of the sportsmen. The only oversight that was given to the 
legislature was to protect sportsmen from unwarranted fee 
increases. We should not have a larger role than that. 

I am here to tell you that you may have sportsmen that are 
dissatisfied with the Fish Commission, hut they are going to be far 
more dissatisfied with the idea that this legislature is going to 
politicize the Fish Commission's business and the sportsmen's 
business. So I want to urge you to vote "no" on this amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Mercer County, Representative Gmitza. 

Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise, again reluctantly, to oppose this 

amendment. 
There may k some merit in what Representative Levdansky 

has very passionately argued for here this evening. I do not know 
if he has introduced a bill separately on this issue or if this is just 
something he has brought in here to try to amend into this 
legislation tonight in hopes that it will ultimately become law. I 
think it is something that, as the minority chairman 
of the committee, I would he interested in looking at. I see 
Representative Smith is nodding affirmatively; he would he 
interested in looking at it. 

1 think that there are a lot of arguments pro and con for what is 
being promulgated by this amendment, and we could argue those 
arguments here all night very passionately on both sides. The issue 
here really is whether or not we want to get into the 
micromanagement of the Fish Commission through the budget 
process. If we are going to get into the regional arguments, well, 
we are not getting enough fish in Allegheny County and too much 
is going into Warren County, and if we all want to argue like that 
amongst ourselves as far as what is going on across this State and 
by to manage this commission, then maybe we should vote for this. 
And maybe there are other points that could be made that are 
relevant points that would weigh in Mr. Levdansky's favor, hut I 
know that the representatives who came down here and spoke to us 
representing the fishennen who are interested in the lakes and 
rivers and the sports activities in my county want to see this bill 
passed without amendments, including this amendment. 

So there is a little spirit of revolution in the air here tonight, and 
we would like to make a statement on some of these amendments 
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and there is a little bit of hstration, hut 1 want to caution the 
members that what has k e n  communicated to me and the other 
chairman of this committee is that our fishermen are opposed to 
these amendments tonight, and I think that we should come back 
and revisit this issue if we feel that strongly about it. I am willing 
to do that, but I think we better not make a mistake as far as what 
is really going on hack in our districts with our sportsmen and what 
they are in favor of and what they are not in favor of and what is 
going to be good for Pennsylvania sportsmen. 

I urge a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 

Mr. Levdansky, seek recognition for the second time? I believe he 
is the only one waiting to speak, if he does. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Okay. Only if I am the only one, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. Godshall, seek recognition? The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think we better listen very carefully to the words of 

Chairman Gmitza and also Representative Hanna. 
The Fish Commission was born a long time ago. It is one of the 

premier such agencies in the countly. It was horn as an 
independent agency. To politicize that agency now, putting their 
funds at the mercy of the legislature and the entire budget, to hand 
it to the mercy of the legislature, is not what the 1 112 million 
fishermen in this State want. 

I absolutely ask you for a negative vote on- In fact, I just was 
given the information. The Fish Commission came into being in 
1867 - 1867 -as an independent agency, and we do not and cannot 
afford to change the makeup of that agency tonight, and I ask for 
a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the second time, 
Mr. Levdansky. 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, independence breeds unaccountability, and while 

I appreciate a lot of the wonderful conservation efforts of the 
Pennsylvania Fish Commission -nobody appreciates it more than 
I do -the fact of the matter is that this agency is so independent 
that it is unaccountable to the sportsmen of this Commonwealth. 

And this argument that you and I are going to go about 
micromanaging it and politicizing the decisionmaking process is 
just a lot of bunk. You and I vote on legislation relative to gun 
issues, semiautomatic weapons bans and gun control issues, and no 
one says then that, well, that is too political; we ought to take it out 
of the hands of the General Assembly and put it in some 
independent agency's authority to make those kinds of 
determinations. 

You and I are elected representatives of the people ofthis State, 
including the sportsmen, and if we make unwise decisions based 
on political motives to try to micromanage the operations of 
fish commissions, you and I know that we are going to pay come 
election time next election time, because our sportsmen are not 
going to stand for that. They are not going to stand for that kind of 
action, Mr. Speaker, hut they do want accountability 

Also, one last thing I want to point out to you, according to the 
Governor's own office information, the Fish Fund has $8.4 million 
in its resenre and the Boat Fund has $7 million in its reserve fund 
as well. That agency has enough money to get it well through the 
summer, well through this year and next year, without a fee 
Increase. 

I would appreciate your vote for this amendment. Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of the amendment 
will vote "aye"- The Chair rescinds that statement. The clerk will 
strike the board. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Gmppo. 
Mr. GRUPPO. I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the 

members for their patience. 
But I just want to make sure that everyone is paying attention 

here, because what you may be doing is destroying what previous 
legislatures have set in place, and that is the autonomy of the 
Fish Commission, and- Well, I would like a little order, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Gmpp- 
Mr. GRUPPO. Could 1 have some order, please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Gmppo should know that 

when he uses fighting words, he will ri le up the troops. 
Mr. GRUPPO. Well, I did not mean- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would appreciate it if 

you would give the opportunity to Mr. Gmppo to be heard. 
Mr. GRUPPO. I did not mean those to be fighting words, 

Mr. Speaker. What I think the members ought to be aware of is that 
if they really want fighting words, that they pass this amendment 
and then let the sportsmen, who do not want us to micromanage the 
Fish Commission, then there will be fighting words, because I do 
not think they want that to happen. 

So if we want to have fighting words with the sportsmen, 
then pass Mr. Levdansky's amendment. If you want the 
Fish Commission to continue doing the job they are doing, then 
stay the way it is and reject this amendment. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Belardi 
Birmelin 
B o y s  
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Buaon 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. 1 
Colaiao 
Conli 
Cornell 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Donatucci 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleaglr 
Grist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordnei 
Gruitw 
Gruppo 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hawy 
Helmessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlo~irc 
Jarolin 
King 
Leh 
Lloyd 
Lynch 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McGill 

Mcrv 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nyfe 
O'Brirn 
Perrel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
I'ettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Plans 
Ramos 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robens 
Rohrcr 
Rublry 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Scratini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 

NOT VOTING-1 

Pins 

Rudy 
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Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 

w 
Steil 
Stern 
Stctlrr 
Stish 
Stiittmatler 
Sturla 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 

Vancr 
Vcon 
Waugh 
wogan 
Womiak 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

- - 
BebkeJones 
Belfanti 

YEAS-89 

Adolph DiGirolamo Lawless Readshaw 
R M + ~ Q + ~  nruce Lederer Richardson 

Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Butkavitr 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the ., 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

Durham 
Evans 
Fajt 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Giglioni 
Habay 
Haluska 
ltkin 
James 
Jasephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 

Leseovitr Rieger 
Levdansky Robinson 
Lucyk Roebuck 
Maitland Rooney 
Manderino Sainato 
Markosek Santoni 
Mayemik Scrimenti 
McCall Steelman 
McGeehan Sums 
Melio Tangreni 
Michlovie Tigue 
Micovie Travaglio 
Mihalich Trich 
Mundy Van Home 
Olmr Vitali 
Oliver Walko 
Pesci Washinglon 
Pistella Williams 
Preston Wright, D. R. 
Raymond Wright, M. N. 

On the question retuning, 5: 

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Mr. LEVDANSKY offered the following amendment No. 
A4186: 

I Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 

I 
. - . 

requiring biennial performance audits; 
Amend Bill, page I ,  lines 7 and 8, by striking out all of said lines I 

and inserting 
Section I .  Title 30  of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes is 

amended by adding a section to read 
3 523. Biennial mrformance audit. 

(a) Performance audit.-The Leqislative Budget and Finance 
Committee shall, on a biennial basis, conduct a mrformance audit of  the 
Pennsvlvania Fish and Boat Commission. 

(b) First audit.-The first performance audit shall be conducted for 
the fiscal year July I ,  1995, to June 30, 1996. 

Section 2. Sections 2701, 2702, 2703 and 2704 of Title 30 are 
v 

amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 29, by striking out "2" and inserting 

3 
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Amend Sec. 3, page 5, line 26, by striking out "3" and inserting I Fish Commission about it. But we cannot afford to do it tonight; 

I 4 we just cannot afford to do it. 
Amend Sec. 4, page 7, line 21, by striking out "4" and inserting And again, at this point this hill is clean, and 1 ask for a "no" 

5 I vote. 
Amend Sec. 5, page 8, line 10, by striking out "5" and inserting 

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

7 
Amend Sec. 6, page 8, line 15, by striking out "OF 30 PA.C.S. 

and inserting 
or addition of 30 Pa.C.S. @523 and 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would ask 
Mr. Levdansky if this is his last amendment he wishes to present? 

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair and the entire House 

appreciate that. You may proceed. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Had the prior amendment passed, a couple 

of these other ones would not have had to have been offered. 
This amendment simply, you know, if you do not want to have 

a vote on their budget, you know, if you do not want to know 
anything, maybe you ought to vote against this amendment. 

This amendment would require the Legislative Budget and 
Finance Committee every other year to conduct a performance 
audit on the budget of the Pennsylvania Fish Commission. At least 
if the Budget and Finance Committee were to do an audit, you and 
I as legislators would have some idea of how they spend their 
money. While we would not be able to vote on their budget, at 
least we would have some knowledge with which to go forth to try 
to represent the sportsmen's interests. 

This legislation calls for a performance audit once every 
2 years. I do not think it is onerous. All it really does is lets us 
know a bit more about the Fish Commission budget than what we 
presently know, which is basically nothing. 

1 would appreciate an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

eentleman from York Countv. Mr. Smith. 

On the question r e c e n g ,  
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Bishop 
Borcola 
Boyes 
Butkuvitr 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
C m n e  
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Corpora 

COY 
Curly 
Dent 
Dermodv 

Allen 
Argali 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Belardi 
Belfanti 

Durham Lucyk 
Evans Mairland 
Fajt Markosek 
Flick Mayernik 
Haluska McCall 
Hanna McGcehan 
ltkin Melio 
James Micouie 
Josephs Mihalich 
Kaiser Mundy 
Keller Nyce 
Kenncy Pesci 
Krebs Petrarca 
Kukovich Pistella 
LaGiona Ram- 
Laughlin Raymond 
I.awless Readshaw 
Lederer Kichardsan 
I.evdansky Robinson 

Fairchild Lynch 
Fargo Major 
Farmer Marsico 
F ~ s e  Masland 
Fichter McGill 
Fleagle Meny 
Gamble Miller 
Cannon Nailor 

Roebuck 
Raoney 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Schroder 
Scrimenti 
Steelman 
Sturla 
Tangetti 
Tiguc 
rravaglio 
Trich 
Van Home 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Wright. D. R. 

Shrehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern - ~ ~~ , , 

Mr. R. SMITH. Thank vou. Mr. Sneaker. I Birmelin Geist Nickol Satler - - - ~  ~ ~~ , ~~. ~L~~~ 

I rise to oppose this amendment also. I Blaum George O'Brien Stish 
Brown Gigliotti O lz r  Strittmatter 

I want to point out that the Pennsylvania Fish and Browne Gladeck Oliver Soma 

Boat Commission presently meets on a regular basis with the 
Game and Fisheries Committee. They are willing to appear before 
the House Appropriations Committee if the House Appropriations 
Committee so desires. 

For all of the reasons that we have stated t h i s  is the wrong 
amendment; this is the wrong time for an amendment to be 
offered to this bill; this is the last amendment that 
Representative Levdansky is offering - please defeat this 
amendment also. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. Godshall, seek recognition? You may proceed. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Again, for the same reasons given by the chairman, I also ask 

for the defeat of this amendment. 
I had told the man, Representative Levdansky who made this 

amendment earlier, that I totally agree with the amendment and 
would work on a bill with him at a later date. We do an audit on 
the Game Commission. I have no problem. I talked to the 

~ ~~ ~ ~~~ ~~~ ~ 

Bunt Godshall Per~el Taylor. E. Z. 
Bunton Cordner Petrooe Taylor, J. 
Cawley Gruitra Penit Thomas 
Chadwick Gruppo Phillips l'rello 
Clark Ilabay Piccala True 
Cl)mer I larhan Pins Tulli 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colaizzo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Currigan 
Cowell 
Daley 
DrLuca 
Demprey 
DeWerse 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Egoll' 

Hasay 
llennrisey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
King 
Kirkland 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
L.loyd 

Platts 
Preston 
Rrber 
Reinard 
Kisgrr 
Roberts 
Rohrer 
Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 
S:huler 
Semmcl 
Scralini 
Shaner 

Vance 
Veon 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Worni* 
Wright, M. N .  
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmrrman 
Zug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 



Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
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th& any other county in the Commonwealth. 
This vote is not an easy one for me to make. I have spent much 

time on this decision. Everyone must vote their district, but I can 

NOT VOTING-2 

Manderina Michlovic 

EXCUSED-1 

Rudy 

Mrs. BROWN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to preface my remarks, Mr. Speaker, by expressing 

my heanfelt thanks to those who have worked on this legislation. 
I know many people have worked countless hours and have done 
much research on this subject, and I am very appreciative of their w 
efforts. However, I must speak on behalf of the many sports men 
and women in my district. Crawford County has a large number of 
anglers. We probably have more fisher men and women per capita 

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

not agreed to. 

remember how you voted. 
If you have been in touch with your sportsmen in your district, W 

you know how to vote on this important issue. 
The SPEAKER. The lady will y~eld. 

I assure you that the sportsmen have good memories and will 

- - " .  
amendments. I am just warning the Pennsylvania Fish Commission 
that had promised me they would address the concerns that I had 
in my amendments, and therefore I withdrew them, but I certainly 
hope that the future years show complete improvement on the 
Pennsylvania Fish Commission, the increases in the license fees 
that they obtain will be put to better use, and some of the 
complaints of the legislators who handled the fishing license 
increases are addressed. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question, the lady, Mrs. Brown. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

On that question, the Chair recognizes Representative King. 
Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I beg the 

members, but I just have to say this: Could we please fish or cut 
bait on this issue right now? 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. The Parliamentarian would like to thank YOU 

for the line. 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzeme, Mr. Jarolin. 
Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I know this has been a rough day. I do not want to have to 

reiterate entirely too much of this stuff, and I would appreciate that 
shut-up going to the other way. 

But one thing about the Pennsylvania Fish Commission: 
Numerous occasions when legislators have asked the 
Fish Commission for various information, various favors, most of 
them were totally ignored. I would hesitate to ask the membership 
of this House of Representatives how many times that they have 
been contacted. 

I want the Fish Commission to know that they are going to 
have to change their ways under the new leadership that they have. 
It has been going backwards ever since I have been in the 
House of Representatives, and the reason was because of a 
previous leadership that did not come across. 

Today it seems to be changing. I had amendments here that 1 
wanted to offer, but I had to go along, did not have to go along, hut 
I did decide to eo alone with the maioritv chairman and pull the 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The lady is entitled to be heard. Please hold the conferences 
someplace other than on the floor, 

The lady may proceed. 
Mrs. BROWN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have a very good working relationship with my sports men 

and women. I also did a survey through my newsletter several 
yeam ago. Approximately 1,408 people responded to that 
questionnaire. Four hundred and fifty-one said they would support 

3 

a fishing license increase, and 957 opposed it. Sixty-eight percent 
opposed the increase. 

If your district is similar to mine, 1 can assure you that 
whichever way you vote on this license fee increase, it will 
probably cany repercussions with both the senior fisher men and 
women, the novice, and the grassroots fisherman. Notice I did not 
say organized groups. 

I think the Commonwealth should pay back its debt to the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, which is approximately 
$780,000. This debt is due because we allowed free fishing 
licenses for military personnel who were home on leave during the 
Vietnam War and for some resident patients of certain State-owned 
facilities. This will certainly help alleviate the financial problems ' 
of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission. 

I have worked to have this debt included in the 1994-95 and the 
1995-96 General Fund budget, and there has been legislation that r 

I have cosponsored, and this has not been addressed yet. 
Another question I have is this: Has the Pennsylvania Fish and 

Boat Commission done what they have intended to do? Ask 
yourself how often you have been contacted by anyone from the 
Fish and Boat Commission to give yourselves the privilege of 
either praising or disagreeing with the commission. 

When I go back home for our summer break, 1 for one do not 
want to tell my people that we have just voted on a fishing license W 
increase. My vote will be a reflection of my anglers. Let your 
conscience be your guide. 

Mrs. BROWN. I also have information to submit for the record 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mrs. BROWN submitted the following remarks for the V 

Legislative Journal: 
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The Fish and Boat Commission is in debt - however the 

Commonwealth owes the Fish and Boat Commission approximately 
$780,000. 

Free fishing licenses to military service members who were home on 
leave during the Vietnam War and to some resident patients of certain 
State-owned facilities. 

Has there been land acquisitions without funding to back it up? Is 
there now money due to pay for land acquisitions? 

1992-93 - 5 locations $2,160,950 (includes $1.7 million in 
Federal funds) 

1993-94 - 4 locations $40, I00 
1994-95 - 7 locations $473,500 
Increases issuing agent fee from 50 to 75 cents. 
Replacement fee has been increased from $1 plus 50 cents issuing 

agent fee to $4.25 plus 75 cents issuing agent fee. 
PA FEES COMPARED TO OTHER STATES: 
Resident $16.25. Out of 51 States - 44 other States are less than PA! 
There are 7 States higher than PA if SB 775 passes 
Mass. $17.50 Border States: 
Wash. $18.00 Ohio $12.00 
Utah $18.00 Delaware $8.50 
Verm. $18.00 Maryland $16.00 
Col. $20.25 New Jersey $15.00 
Cali. $22.75 W. VA. $14.00 
New Ham. $23.25 PA $16.25 

NY $14.00 
Nonresident PA $24.25 if SB 775 passes. This will make PA 

2nd highest State next to New York No. 1 o n  the bordering States. 
Delaware $15.00 
Ohio $19.00 
Maryland $20.00 
New Jersey $23.00 
West Virginia $28.00 
Pennsylvania $34.25 
New Ynrk $35.00 

PA STATISTICS: 
* Anglers (age 16 and over) spent approximately $700M on fishing 

in PA in 1991. 
* Total economic value (direct and indirect) of fishing in PA exceeds 

$1 billion per year. 
Number of licenses sold 1993 and 1994 
Resident 1993 - 950,588 1994 - 933,036 
Nonresident 1993 - 67,502 1994 - 66,513 
$2.00 Senior 1993 - 24,833 1994 -21,597 
Senior Lifetime 1993 - 15,769 1994- 13,951 

CRAWFORD COUNTY STATISTICS: 
Number of licenses sold in 1993 and 1994 
Resident 1993 - 754 1994 - 743 
Lifetime 1993 -234 1994 -206 
Money received 1993 
Money received 1994 

FlSH FUND REVENUES: 
47% - Resident Fishing Licenses 
20% -Federal Aid 
15% -Trout Stamp Revenue 
7% - Nonresident licenses 

1993-94 Revenue = $24,342,840 
FISH FUND EXPENDITURES: 

69% - Personnel 
22% -Operating 

9% - Fixed Assets 
1993-94 Expenditures = $24,879,000 
*Note: Personnel costs are higher than normal average of 60.65%. 
* Expenditures have exceeded revenues year since 1989. 
* What is the rate of & every year since 1989? Rate of 

inflation? 

Percentage change from 89/90 to 9019 1 = 9% 
Percentage change from 90191 to 91192 = 5% 
Percentage change from 91192 to 92193 = 16% (See land acquisition 

for increase rationale) 
Percentage change from 92193 to 94195 = (8%) 
* Federal funding has increased from about $2.7 million to about 

$5 million per year. 
Federal Revenue - FY 1993 - $4,905,000 

FY 1994 - $5,772,000 
* What was the amount received in 1993-94 from 

Federal government? Was it an increase or decrease? 
Federal Revenue - FY 1993 - $4,905,000 

FY 1994 - $5,772,000 
* Unavoidable Cost Factors: Cost and % of expenses 

I .  There should not be a gill net transitional compensation. 
We have a $3 stamp fee. Approximately $160,000 gill net stamps. 
Gill net transition cost estimated at $400,000 to $500,000. 

2. Dam repairs?-$5 to $6 million over I0 years. 
3. Hatchery Improvements? Pollution abatementinetsiblue heron 

$12 to $14 million to complete the Commission's 10 year propagation 
efficiency and environmental compliance plan. From 1989 to present 
expenditures equal $5.5 million. 

4. Mandated salary increases in personnel costs. Are these costs 
affected by labor agreements and statewide pay scales not under the 
direct control of PA Fish and Boat Commission? 74% of PA Fish and 
Boat Commission employees are under union contracts. 

Union contract increase- 3.5% 
Annual increment - 2.25% 
Problems with Fish and Boat Commission - Safe HarborINorth East 

* Cost of moving sand - in red? ($17,000 last spring, around that 
twice a year) 

Safe Harbor - Cost of moving sand from 1993-94. 
FY 93-94 $1 15,000 
FY 94195 $24,000 

Current Fee I st Proposal 2nd Proposal 
Resident $12.00 $16.25 $16.25 
Nonresident $25.00 $32.25 $34.25 
Sen. Resident $2.00 $5.25 $3.25 
Sen. Lifetime $10.00 $15.25 $15.25 
Trout Stamp $5.00 $5.00 $5.00 

* Exemption for school groups? (1st Proposal) 
Tourist - 
7 day $29.25 
3 day $14.25 
(replaces 5 day) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will be very brief. 
Number  one, I apologize for the timing of this bill. Believe me, 

it was not m y  choice. I appreciate your patience tonight. 
1 want  to  urge those who  offered amendments to  introduce them 

as bills, and they will be considered by the  committee. 
And  lastly, I urge you to  vote "yes" for this bill. I believe the 

increase is necessary, and I would appreciate your support. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

T h e  SPEAKER. O n  the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 

Mr. GODSIJALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Also very brietly, I just want to  remind the members that in 

Pennsylvania, there are more fishing licenses bought than in almost 
any  State in this country. W e  sell approximately 1.1 million 
fishing licenses ayear.  

W e  are also one of the few States in this country that d o  not have 
a junior license. Nobody - and 1 repeat - nobody under the age 



- 
present. 

I ask for a "yes" vote on this bill. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Phillips. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank vou  Mr. Soeaker. 

1770 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 

~ -~ ~ , , 

I ask for a "yes" vote on this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Like I mentioned before, the Fish Commission 

does a tremendous job. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please yield. 
The conferences on the floor, please break up. Sergeants at 

Arms, please ask the members behind the rail to go to another 
conference room. 

The gentleman may continue. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to ask support for SB 775 so that our Fish Commission can 

operate the way it should in the next year, because they need to 
fund just a few of the programs they do. More than 30,000 
children receive classroom copies of the quarterly "PLAY" 
(Pennsylvania League of Angling Youth) newslener, producing 
more than a million pieces of printed material. More than 3,000 
children participate in the commission's Smart Angler's Program 
distributing 18,500 in-season stock, and these are just some of the 
programs of our Fish Commission. I know they have tremendous 
youth programs. 

I know that each and every one of us are interested in our youth, 
and if we do not get the money and they have to cut back on 
programs, these youth programs will be severely affected. 
Therefore, I would ask that you would consider this increase, and 

of 16 has to buy a license in this State to fish. So we probably have 
about 2 million anglers out there that the 2 million anglers are 
relativelv satisfied with the iob the Fish Commission is doing at 

may we see the Fish Commission have a good year next year. 
Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Stahack. 
Mr. STABACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, too, stand in support of SB 775. 
The $5 overall increase in fishing license fees cannot be 

considered extravagant when considering the fact that the 
commission has not had an increase since 1983, some 12 years 
ago. We all understand, Mr. Speaker, that the cost of doing 
business, any business, has increased dramatically over the years. 
The PA Fish Commission has not been spared *om that process. 

Mr. Speaker, the bottom line very simply is that if new revenues 
are not in place for the 1996 license year, Fish Commission 
services to PA sportsmen will have to be reduced, including trout 
stockings; in my opinion, their most successlit1 program. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, for the commission to maintain current 
levels of service to PA fishermen and further expand fish and 
fishing-related efforts, including the improvement of warm-water 
fishing, the license increase is necessaly. 

With those thoughts in mind, I, too, would ask for an affirmative 
vote on the measure. Thank you. 

YEAS-83 

Allen Gsirt McCicshan 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the hill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, 

the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Argall Gladeck McGill 
Armstrong Godshall Miller 
Barley Gruitra Nailor 
Banicto tiruppo O'Brien 
Rebko-Jones Hanna Olircr 
Buxton 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1 
Colairro 
Cornell 
Dempsey 
DeWeese 
Danatucei 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Gannon 

Adolph 
Baker 
Bard 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Callagirone 
Cappahianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawley 
Civera 
Cohen, M. 
Colafclla 
Conti 
Corpora 
Corvigan 
Co\\zll 
Coy 
c u t q  
Dalry 
Dsl.uca 

Hennessey Psrzel 
Hershey Pettil 
liess Phillips 
Horsey Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pitts 
James Ratnos 
Jarolin Readshaw 
Krl l r r  Richardson 
Kirkland Rohrns 
ILedercr Rooncy 
Lloyd Ruhle) 
Llnch Sather 
Major Saylor 
Marsico Schulsr 
Masland Shaner 

Dcnl 1.ch 
Dermody I.csco~ilz 
DiCirolamo Lrvdansky 
Diuce I.uc)k 
Ilurham Maitland 
Evans Mandcrino 
Fajt Markosrk 
Fargo Maysmik 
Farmer McCall 
Flick Melio 
Gamhle 
Gcorge 
Gigliotti 
Gordnrr 
Hahay 
Haluska 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Herman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jossphr 
Kaiser 
Kennry 
King 
Krehs 
Kukovich 
LaCirotta 
Laughlin 
I.awless 

Merry 
Michlovic 
Micuuir  
Mihalich 
Mund) 
Nickol 
Nyce 
Prsci 
Petrarca 
Pctronr 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ra)mund 
Rchcr 
Rcinard 
Kicgcr 
llohinson 
Kuchuck 
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Smith, R. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stahack 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Strittmattcr 
Taylor. F. %. 
Taylor. 1. 
Thomas 
True 
l "Ill 
Vance Ur - 
Washington 
Wogall 
Yoi~ngbloixl 
Limrncrnman 

Rohrer 
Sainato 
Sanroni 
Schroder 
Scrimenti 
Scmmel 
Scratini 
Shsrhan 
Steelman 
Strtler 
Stish 
Slurla 
Suria 
lilngrrtti 
liguc 
Travaglio 
l'rrllo 
Trich 
Van I lornr 
Vron 
Vilali 
Walko 
Waugh 
Williams 
Womiak 
Wright. I). R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Ycucic 
Lug 

rr 
NOT VOTINCi-I 

Rudy 

Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the hill fell. 
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SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 1784, 
PN 2337; HB 1785, PN 2338; HB 1791, PN 2339; and HB 1815, 
PN 2340, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, who 
asks for an immediate meeting of the Rules Committee at the 
majority leader's desk. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, 
Ms. Mandenno. For what purpose does the lady rise? 

Ms. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, is a correction of the record 
in order while we a re -  

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 
Ms. MANDERMO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On SB 775, amendment 4186, I was recorded as not voting. 1 

wish the record to reflect that I intended to vote "yes." 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE REPORTED 
FROM RULES COMMITTEE 

HB 1784, PN 2337 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute-Research, 
Philadelphia. 

RULES. 

HB 1785, PN 2338 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act making an appropriation to the Central Penn Oncology Group. 

RULES. 

HB 1791, PN 2339 E3y Rep. PERZEL 

An Act making an appropriation to the Burn Foundation, Philadelphia. 

RULES. 

HB 1815, PN 2340 E3y Rep. PERZEL 

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the University of 
Pennsylvania. 

I HB 1817. PN 2309 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Supplement to the act of April 1, 1863 (P.L.213, No.227), entitled 
"An act to accept the grant of Public Lands, by the United States, to the 
several states, for the endowment of Agricultural Colleges," making 
appropriations for canying the same into effect; and providing for a basis 
fir payments of such appropriations, for a method of accounting for the 
funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

RULES 

VOTE CORRECTION 

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

Mr. GORDNER. To correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On final passage of SB 775, I was recorded in the negative, and 

I wish to he recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 

upon the record. 
Are there any other corrections? Any other reports of 

committees ? 

Members of the press are not permitted on the floor to he 
interviewing members or staff, and they well know it. 

The House will come to order. Will the Sergeant at Arms 
please retire. 

The gentleman from the press thinks he properly points out that 
there was a Rules Committee meeting taking place when in fact 1 
had already accepted the report of the Rules Committee at the time 
the gentleman was interviewing. You are forgiven. A quick 
meeting, you are right. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1817, PN 2309, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of April I, 1863 (P.L.213, No.227), entitled 
"An act to accept the grant of Public Lands, by the United States, to the 
several states, for the endowment of Agricultural Colleges," making 
appropriations for canying the same into effect; and providing for a basis 
for payments of such appropriations, for a method of accounting for the 
funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Thank y o 4  Mr. Speaker. 
I was just wondering whether the maker of the hill would 

explain the amendments of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Pitts, kindly explain 

the matter upon which we are seeking concurrence or 
nonconcurrence. 

RULES. I 
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Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The Senate reduced the appropriation for Penn State by 

$4,158,000. It reduced three different programs: Central Penn 
Psychiatric by $432,000; ag research by $2,850,000; and 
ag extension by $876,000, reductions. A total of $4,158,000. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. If I may just further interrogate. 
I see language in here that deals with things like reports that 

deal with classroom hours and professors' hours in teaching. Could 
that language be explained? 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, that is the same language that we had 
in the bill when it went over there. The Senate did not make those 
changes. 

Mr. VITALI. That is fine. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph Durham Lucyk Sather 
Allen Egolf Lynch Saylor 
Argall Evans Maitland Schroder 
Amstrong Fairchild Major Schuler 
Baker Fajt Manderino Scrimenti 
Bard Fargo Markosek Semmel 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-lones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bascola 

F m e r  
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geia 
Georee 

Marsica 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlavic 

Seratini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 

Boyes Gigli&i Micozie Stern 
Brawn Gladeck Mihalich Stetler 
Browne Godshall Miller Stish 
Bunt Gordner Mundy Svinmaner 
Butkovitz Gruitza Nailor Sturla 
Buxtan Gruppo Niekol Surra 
Caltagirone Habay Nyce Tangreni 
Capp~bianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Co la im 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermcdy 

Hanna 
Harhart 
Hmay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinsan 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukavich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lederer 

O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readrhaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 

~ayior, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
wogan 
Wamiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Limmerman 
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DeWeese I.eh Roonsy Zug 
DiGirolamo I.escovitr Rubley 
Donatucci Levdansky Sainata Ryan. 
Druce I.loyd Santoni Spcaker 

Haluska Lawless Pesci Steelman 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-I 

Rudy 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1784, PN 2337, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute-Research, 
Philadelphia. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. Mr. Pitts. - - 
to explain the amendment. 

Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For the information of the members, this is the appropriations 

for Wistar Institute-Research. The Senate reduced the 
appropriation by $70,000. - 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Aimstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 

Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargn 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 

Lucyk 
Mailland 
Major 
Manderina 
Markosek 
Marrico 
Masland 
Maysrnik 
McCall 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schrodcr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Srratini 
Shaner 

Belardi Fleagle McGrehan Sheehan 
Belfanti Flick McGill Smith. B. 

* 
Bishop Gamble Melio Smith. S. H. 
Blaum Cannon Merry Snyder, D. W. 
Borcola Gcist Michlovic Stabacl 
Boyes George Micorrie Stairs 
Brown Gigliotti Mihalich Stern 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 
B r o ~ m e  
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappahianfa 
Car" 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civsra 
C lxk  
Clymer 
Cohsn. I.. I. 
Cohcn, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizo 
Conti 
Comrll 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
cum 
Daley 
Del uca  
Dempsry 
[lent 
Dcrmndy 
UeWerse 
DiGiralamo 
Donaiucci 
Oruce 

Birrnrlin 
Carone 
Corpora 
Gordner 
Haluska 

Gladeck Miller 
Godshall Mundy 
Gruitra Nailor 
Gruppo Nickol 
Habay Nyce 
llarhan O'Brien 
Hasay Olas? 
Hennessey Oliver 
Herman Perrel 
Hsrshey Pevarca 
Hesn Petrone 
Horsey Pettit 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Jadlowirc Pistella 
James Pins 
Jarolin Preston 
Josephs Ramos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Kellcr Readshaw 
Kenney Reber 
King Reinard 
Kirkland Richardson 
Kukobich Riegrr 
ILaGrona Roberts 
Laughlin Robinson 
Lawless Roebuck 
Lcderer Rohrer 
L.encovitr Rooncy 
I.evdansky Rublcy 
Lloyd Sainato 

Hanna Pcsci 
Krebr Platts 
I.eh Steelman 
Lynch Steil 

Stish 
Strittmaner 
Surra 
Tangrctti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
'Thomas 
'ligue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trieh 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Lug 

Ryan, 
Speakcr 

Stetler 
Sturla 
Waugh 
Yewcic 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-I 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1785, PN 2338, entitled: 

A n  Act  making an appropriation to the Central Penn O n c o l o ~ ;  Group. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that auestion. the Chair recomizes the I - 
gentleman, Mr. Pins, to explain the amendments. 

Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is thc appropriation for Central Pem Oncology. The 

Senate reduced this appropriation by $100,000. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

- - - 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Brownc 
Runt 
Butkovitz 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafrlla 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cawell 
COY 
C u m  

Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichtrr 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
tiruitm 
Ciruppo 
Hahay 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Herrhey 
Hesn 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kinr 

Lucyk 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
 men^ 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nifkol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pervl 
Pmarca 
Pstrane 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pins 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schrada 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Sernmel 
Seratini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stril 
Stem 
Stish 
Strinmaiter 
S u r a  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
'Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 

 ale; Kirkland Riegeer Wright, D. R. 
DeLuca Kukovich Robens Wright, M. N. 
Dempiey LaGrona Robinson Youngbloal 
Dent Laughlin Roebuck Zimmermw 
Drrmody Lawless Rohrcr Z'Jg 
DeWcesr Luderer Rooney 
DiGimlamo Lescovitr Rubley Rvan. 
Donatucci Levdansky Sainato Speaker 
Druce Lloyd 

Birmclin I l m a  Pesci Sturla 
Caronr Krebs Platts Tigue 
Corpora Leh Steelman Waugh 
Gordner I.ynch Strtlrr Yewcic 
Haluska Nailor 

NOT VOTING4 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE JUNE 28 

EXCUSED-1 I Heladi Flick MrGill Smith, B. 
Belfmti Gamble Melio Smith. S. 11. 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1791, PN 2339, entitled: 

A n  Act making an appropriation to the Bum Foundation, Philadelphia. 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Horsey, is recognized. 
Mr. HORSEY. Mr. Speaker, will Mr. Pitts stand for 

interrogation on this? I just have one simple question to ask. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Pitts, was about to be 

recognized to explain the amendment. I wonder if he would do 
that, and then I will come hack to you, if you would yield to him. 

Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Pins. 
Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is the appropriation for the Bum Foundation. The Senate 

reduced this appropriation by $100,000. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman stand for 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand for interrogation. 

You may proceed. 
Mr. HORSEY. Mr. Speaker, can you explain, and 1 know that 

we are in the House and this is for Senate concumence, but will you 
explain what is on the Senate's mind when they cut all &ese 
nonpreferreds? Some of these are real important, like hospital 
intake and outtake, which they cut by about $100,000. I do not- 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, it is indeed unfomate, but I cannot 
explain the Senate's rationale. 

Mr. HORSEY. Well, that is it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph Durham Maitland Sather 
Allen Egolf Major Saylar 
Argall  vans Manderino Schroder 
Amrtrong Fajt Markosek Schuler 
Baker Fargo Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Farmer Marland Semmel 

Bishop Gannon 
Blaum Geisl 
Boscola Gorge  
Boycs Giglioni 
Brown Gladeck 
Browne Godshall 
Bunt Gruitra 
Butkovitr Gruppo 
Buxtan Hahay 
Caltagirone Harhm 
Cappabianca Hasay 
Cam Hennesscy 
Cawley Hrrman 
Chadwick Hershey 
Civera Hess 
Clark Horsey 
Clymer Hutchinson 
Cohen, L. I. ltkin 
Cohen. M. Jadlowicc 
Colafella James 
C o l a i m  Jarolin 
Conti l o s e ~ h s  
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dale) 
DeLuca 
Dempsq 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolama 
Donatueci 
Druce 

Birmelin 
Caronc 
Fairchild 
Gordner 

~ a i G r  
Keller 
Krnney 
King 
KirMand 
Kukavich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Halurka 
Hanna 
Krebs 
Leh 

M e q  
Michlavic 
Micouie 
Mihalirh 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Psrrrl 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistclla 
Pitts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrcr 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Lynch 
Pesci 
Plattr 
Steelman 

Snydcr, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steii W 
Stern 
Stish 
Strinmatler 
Surra 
ranget t i  
l'aylor, E. L. 
Taylor, J 
Thomas 

Trich 

Vance 
Van Home 
Veun 
Vilali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, M. N 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Strtler 
Sturla 
Yewcic 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-I 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1815, PN 2340, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the University of W 
Pennsylvania. 

Harley Feme Mayemik Serafini I On the question, 
Banisto Fichter McCall Shaner Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
Bebko-Jones Fleagle McGeehan Sheehan 
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The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Pins. 
Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is the appropriation for the University of Pennsylvania. 

The Senate has reduced the appropriation for the veterinary school 
$36,000 and the appropriation for New Bolton Center $36,000; a 
total of $72,000 they have cut. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Batlisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmclin 
Bishop 
Boscola 
Boyrs 
Brown 
Brosne 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
BUX~OII 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L.. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaino 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Conell 
Coy 
Can). 
Daley 
DrLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Deunody 
DeWcese 
DiGirolamo 
Oonatucci 

Blaum 
Haluska 
Hanna 

Dmce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Ferss 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Gndshall 
Gordner 
Gruilra 
Gruppo 
Habay 
liarhart 
Hasay 
Hennrircy 
t i cman  
Hershey 
Iless 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Jorephs 
Kaiser 
Kellsr 
Kenney 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lch 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Michlovic 

Lescovitz 
Levdanrky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Meny 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
0' Bricn 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perlel 
l'etrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pins 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Rradrhaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Pesci 
Plans 
Robinson 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Ssrafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, 1). W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stril 
Stem 
Stetler 
S t i ~ h  
Strinmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Limmeman 
z u g  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-1 

Rudy 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR E 

I RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

I Mr. ITKlN called up HR 199, PN 2342, entitled: 

I A Resolution memorializing the late Dr. Jonas Salk 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrang 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Hirmelin 
Bishop 
Rlaum 
Boscola 
Bayes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymrr 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cahen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Co\rcll 
Coy 
Cuny 
Daley 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
G m o n  
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordncr 
Gmitra 
G ~ P P ~  
Habay 
Ha lu rk  
Hanna 
Harhan 
f lasay 
Hennessey 
Heman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephr 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenncy 
King 
Kirkland 
Krebr 

I.ucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
M m i c o  
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Meny 
Michlovic 
Micarzie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pcsci 
Petrarca 
Parone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramor 
Raymond 
Rcadshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Srrinmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trrllo 
Trich 
T N ~  
Tulli 
vancc 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
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DeLuea 
Dempsey 
Dent 
D m o d y  
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 

Kukovieh 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovilz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 

Rieger Wright, M. N 
Roberts Yeweic 
Robinson Youngblood 
Roebuck Zimmerman 
Rohrer Zug 
Roaney 
Rubley Ryan, 
Sainato Speaker 
Santoni 

NOT VOTING-] 

EXCUSED-I 

Rudy 

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

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

RESOLUTIONS 

Mr. SERAFINI called up HR 170, PN 2049, entitled: 

A Resolution memorializing Congress to study certain matters relating 
to the European Common Market. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

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

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, briefly, I would just like to 
explain the purpose of this resolution. 

Currently, on this day, when the United States has reached 
an agreement with Japan relative to some of the problems 
that occurred with our trade restrictions and tariffs, the 
European Market is in the process of creating another restriction 
for U.S. products. 

I hold in my hand a book that represents 20 of 280 safety 
standards that the European Market will impose on United States 
products. This is an unbelievable expense for our products to 
compete with those manufactured in the European Common 
Market. Currently products traded in the European Common 
Market, used or rehabilitated, do not have to meet these safety 
standards, and not only are these safety standards against our 
primary purpose in this country for restrictions of those problems 
that could occur with removable safety guards, but these standards 
specifically state that any safety guard must be removable without 
tools. 

For us to compete, I believe the Congress has to investigate 
exactly what is being done in the European Common Market and 
fight fire with fire. We cannot continue to exist with a trade 
restriction in the form of these kinds of regulations. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

On the question of adoption of the resolution, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Armstrong. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I would like to interrogate for a brief 
moment the maker of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Seratini, agrees to be w 
interrogated. You may proceed. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. The regulations that you are talking about, 
the European Common Market, are they the same regulations that 
are contained within GATTiWTO (General Agreement on Tariffs 
and TradeiWorld Trade Organization) ? 

Mr. SERAFINI. No, not right now. As a matter of fact, these 
regulations do not go into effect until Jaoualy 1996. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Okay. Rut is there any kind of 
consideration, in your opinion, at this point, that these are to be 
folded into GATTiWTO? 

Mr. SERAFINI. There is always that potential, but currently 
these are regulations that are in the process of being written and 
developed. Whether they will be included in GATT is another 
question. But they will not be instituted until January of 1996, and 
when they are instituted, all of our products will have to meet these 
standards, used or rehabilitated, before they can be traded within 
that Common Market. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
A brief comment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am in support of the resolution. I think 

it is a good resolution, and I would ask everybody to support it. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

dolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barlcy 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Bayes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkavitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feere 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geint 
George 
GiglioUi 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitla 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
H m s  
tiarhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 

Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Mandcrino 
Markosrk 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Perci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schulcr 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. FI. 
Snyder. I). W. 
Staback w 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Sreil 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2 .  w 
Taylor, I .  
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
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Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colairro 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Coriigan 
Co\\ell 
Coy 
Cury 
Dalsy 
Del-uca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiCiirolamo 
Donatucci 
Dcuce 
Durham 

Hcss 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Kellcr 
Kennry 
King 
Kirkland 
Krehs 
Kukovich 
LdCrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
L.eh 
Lescavitr 
Levdansb 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Rradsham 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

NOT VOTING-I 

Jasephs 

EXCUSED-l 

Rudy 

Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Hornc 
vcon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N 
Y w c i c  
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bumon 

Durham 
I'golf 
livans 
1.airchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
G ~ P P O  
Habay 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Mihalich 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 

Sainato 
Sanroni 
Sather 
Saylar 
Schrader 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strinmatler 

Caltagirone ~ a l u i k a  Nickoi Sturla 
Cappabianca Hanna Nyce Surra 
Carn Harhan O'Brien Tangeni 
Carone Hasay Olarz Taylor, E. Z 
Cawlev 1 lennessev Olivcr Tavlor. J. 
~ h a d i i c k  
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen, L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
C o l a i m  
Canti 
Cornell 
Camora 

Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 

Pcrzcl 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pills 
Preston 
Ramor 

, . 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Vance 
Van Home 
Venn 
Walko 
Washinmon 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was Keller Raymond w i l l i a i  
Kcnney Rradshaw Wogan 

determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. King Reber Womiak 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the concurrent resolution, 
SR 26, is over temporarily. The Chair hears no objection. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. CLYMER called up HR 189, PN 2308, entitled: 

A Resolution requesting that the four-member group acquiring the 
John Wanamaker department stores retain the John Wanamaker name and 
keep the traditional symbols associated with the stores. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGiralamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

 irkl land 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdanskv 

Reinard 
Richardson 
Rirgcr 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Roaney 
Rubley 

Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
7ug  

Ryan. 
Speaker 

N A Y S 4  

Gordner Lawless Steil Waugh 

NOT VOTING-3 

lans Tulli Vitali 

EXCUSED-I 

Rudy 

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



1778 LEGISLATIVE J( 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority caucus 
chairman, the gentleman, Mr. Fargo. 

Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to announce a Republican caucus tomorrow 

morning at 10 o'clock, to reconvene on the floor at 11 o'clock 
tomorrow; Republican caucus at 10 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would also announce a 10 o'clock caucus, and 

I would request full information from the Republicans before that 
time as to what our agenda will be so the caucus could be 
meaningful. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 

Mr. Cowell. 
Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am looking to Representative 

Rohrer, asking if he could make an announcement about his 
intentions for the HR 37 committee, which had scheduled a 
public hearing for tomorrow morning at 9 o'clock. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. ROHRER 

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

Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Based on the fact that we will be coming back tomorrow 

morning at 10, I think we are going to need to cancel the hearing 
scheduled for tomolTow, and we will reschedule at a later date. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The special committee meeting called by the 

gentleman, Mr. Rohrer, is canceled, was the sense of that 
announcement. 

It is the Chair's understanding that there will be no further 
votes tonight. There will be some housekeeping done. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 1802, 
PN 2163, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
without amendment. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared 
for presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the 
titles were publicly read as follows: 

JRNAL - HOUSE JUNE 28 

HB 1784, PN 2337 

An Act making appropriations to the Wistar Institute-Research, 
Philadelphia. 

w 

An Act making an appropriation to the Central Penn Oncology Croup. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Bum Foundation, Philadelphia. w 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of 
Scientific Discovery in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 

% 
An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the University of 

Pennsylvania. 

A Supplement to the act of April I .  1863 (P.L.213, No.227). entitled 
"An act to accept the grant of Public Lands, by the United States, to the 
several states, for the endowment of Agricultural Colleges," making 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect; and providing far a basis 
for payments of such appropriations, for a method of accounting for the 
funds appropriated and for certain fiscal information disclosure. 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, signed 
the same. 

w 
VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Waugh. 
Mr. WAUGH. To correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Probably due to the how, I am not sure what, but I was under 

the impression on the last vote taken that we were voting Senate y 
concurrent resolution, SR 26. As it turns out, 1 believe we were 
voting HR 189, and I voted "no." For this one, I would like to be 
recorded as a "yes," for HR 189. Thank you, sir. 

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

SUNSHlNE NOTICE w 
The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the sunshine notice. 

The following communication was read: 
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House of Representatives 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Harrisburg 

NOTICE 
SESSION TIME 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Notice is hereby eiven, in accordance with the Act of July 3. 1986, 1 

June 29th, 1995 at 1 1  :00 AM I 
Ted Mazia 
Chief Clerk 
House of Representatives 

RECESS I 
The SPEAKER. Does the Republican leader or 

Democrat leader have any further business? 
Hearing none, this House will stand in recess to the call of the 

Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

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. 

ADJOURNMENT I 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that this House do now 

adjourn until Thursday, June 29, 1995, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 1059 a.m., e.d.t., Thursday, 

June 29, 1995, the House adjourned. 
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