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WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 13,1995 

SESSION OF 1995 179TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 81 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1 THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The House convened at I I a.m., e.s.t. (ELLEN M. BARD) PRESIDING 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) I HOUSE BILLS 
PRESIDING INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

PRAYER 
No. 2274 By Representatives LUCYK, COY, McGEEHAN, I BELARDI. STABACK. WALKO, CAWLEY. BOSCOLA. 

Let us pray: 
We stand before You, Almighty God, aware that we gather in 

Your presence. Come to us, remain with us, and enlighten our 
hearts. Give us light and strength to know Your will, to make it our 
own, and to live it in our lives. 

Scripture reminds us that whatever we do for the least among 
us, we do for You. Dear God, direct the thoughts and decisions of 
this Assembly. Remind them that their decisions will affect the 
lives of the  people of this State. In Your kindness, shower Your 
strength and courage upon Governor Ridge and Speaker of the 
House Ryan. As we gather in Your name, may we temper justice 
with love so that all our decisions may be pleasing to You and earn 

. the reward promised to good and faithful servants. 

1 Rlesscd are You, Lord, God of mercy. You work through 
; people and make them Your instruments of sen!ice to others. Send 
! down Your blessings on these Your servants who devote 

themselves to helping and serving the people of this State. 
We praise You and thank You for the g i fs  You continue to 

offer us. We make all our prayers in Your name. Amen. 

REV. FEDENCO A. BRITTO, chaplain of the H~~~~ of 
Representatives and pastor of St. Ignatius Church, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

COLAIZZO, ITKIN, MELIO, MARKOSEK, LEDERER, 
SHANER, ROBERTS, CORRIGAN, LAUGHLIN, TRELLO, 
HENNESSEY and JAROLIN 

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

An Act authorizing the indebtedness, with the approval of the electors, 
of $20,000,000 for low-interest loans to veterans for down payments on 
first-time home purchases. 

Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, December 13, 1995. 

No. 2275 By Representatives ZUG, MARSICO, TULLl and 
BUXTON 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General Services, 
with the approval of the Governor and the Secrctaty of Conservation and 
Natural Resourccs. to convey to Jackson Township a road right-of-way 
situate in Jackson lownship, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
December 13, 1995. 

No. 2276 By Representatives COLAFELLA, WALKO, 
McGEEHAN, BELARDI, STABACK, DeLUCA, MELIO, 
ROBINSON, M. COHEN, SHANER, LAUGHLIN and 
YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act providing a right of first refusal for metropolilan areas before 
a professional sports team is relocated. 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS. December 13, 
JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 1995. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval ofthe Journal 
of Tuesday, December 12, 1995, will be postponed until printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chair at this time asks the lady from Montgomery, 
Ms. Bard, to preside. 

No. 2277 By Representatives MELIO, HALUSKA, BELARDI, 
JAROLIN, STABACK, READSHAW, PETTIT, DeLUCA, 
ROONEY, WALKO, TRELLO, STEIL, COWELL, MICOZZIE, 
BROWNE, TANGRETTI, McGEEHAN, McCALL, M. COHEN, 
RAYMOND, ITKIN, CLARK. SHANER, SATHER, GEORGE, 
CORRIGAN, LAUGHLIN, YOUNGBLOOD, PISTELLA, 
COLAlZZO, COLAFELLA, MUNDY, TRAVAGLIO, SAINATO, 
CORPORA, RAMOS and MANDERINO 
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Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
December 13, 1995. 

An Act amending the act of June 18, 1974 (P.L.359, No.l20), referred 
to as the Municipal Police Education and Training Law, providing for 
mandatory and uniform photo identification cards for all certified 

No. 2278 By Representatives TULLI, COY, NAILOR, ZUG, 
GEIST, SCHULER, BARD, HERMAN, MICHLOVIC, ROONEY, 
STURLA, FICHTER, RUBLEY, BAKER, READSHAW, 
HALUSKA, TIGUE, MUNDY, LEVDANSKY, STERN, 
JOSEPHS, DEMPSEY, HERSHEY, WOGAN, MELIO, PETTIT, 
MERRY, TRELLO, WALKO, FAJT, EGOLF, HESS, MILLER, 
STEELMAN, DeLUCA, LAUGHLIN, BATTISTO and 
PISTELLA 

An Act amending the act of December I, 1959 (P.L.1647, No.606). 
known as the Business Development Credit Corporation Law, further 
providing for loans by financial institutions. 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for selection of 
prospective jurors. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 13,1995. 

No. 2279 By Representatives TANGRETTI, MAYERNIK, 
STABACK, WALKO, WOZNIAK, McGEEHAN, BOSCOLA, 
O'BRIEN, MELIO, HALUSKA, COLAIZZO, ITKIN, 
MARKOSEK, SHANER, ROBERTS, CORRIGAN, LAUGHLIN, 
TRELLO, WOGAN, JAROLIN, PETRARCA, PISTELLA and 
YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the act of June 28, 1935 (P.L.477, No. 193), referred 
to as the Enforcement Officer Disability Benefits Law, adding county 
sheriffs and deputies. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
December 13, 1995. 

No. 2280 By Representatives TANGRETTI, SHANER, 
BELARDI, PESCI, MICOZZIE, TRELLO, VAN HORNE, 
PETRARCA, YOUNGBLOOD, McGEEHAN, STEELMAN, 
READSHAW, MELIO, SATHER, TIGUE, KUKOVICH, 
THOMAS, WALKO, LAUGHLIN, MANDERINO, STABACK, 
SAINATO, E. Z. TAYLOR, EVANS and M. COHEN 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for deceptive business practices 
relating to nonperformance of consumer contracts. 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, 
December 13, 1995. 

No. 2281 By Representative MAITLAND 

An Act requiring the imposition of a hotel room occupancy tax in 
certain boroughs and xcond-class townships. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
December 13,1995. 

No. 2282 By Representatives TRICH, REINARD, 
LESCOVITZ, MAYERNIK, M. N. WRIGHT, MARKOSEK, 
FLICK, GORDNER and LaGROTTA 

Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC w 
DEVELOPMENT, December 13, 1995. 

No. 2283 By Representat~ves ITKIN, PERZEL, STAIRS, 
COWELL, PETRONE, M. COHEN, BISHOP. FARGO, 
ROEBUCK, ROBINSON, STURLA, RUDY, STEELMAN, 
BATTISTO, COY, E. Z. TAYLOR, NAILOR, SAYLOR, 
THOMAS, DEMPSEY, TRELLO, MANDERINO, L. I. COHEN, 
RAMOS, VAN HORNE, FARMER, READSHAW, NICKOL, w 
SCHRODER, SEMMEL, GIGLIOTTI, GODSHALL, TRICH, 
MELIO, MERRY, CAPPABIANCA, PETTIT, BOSCOLA, 
COLAFELLA, LAUGHLIN and ROONEY 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14). known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, providing for a program of residential , 
education far at-risk secondaty students; establishing the Pennsylvania 
Residential Education Board and the Residential Education Support Fund; 
and making an appropriation. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, December 13, 1995 

No. 2284 By Representatives OLASZ, KING, ITKIN, 
CIVERA, MERRY, MIHALICH, MICHLOVIC, LAUGHLIN, 
PESCI, COLAFELLA, READSHAW, COLAIZZO, LaGROTTA, 
YOUNGBLOOD, LEVDANSKY, TIGUE, TULLI, 
TRAVAGLIO, ALLEN. MAITLAND, FARMER, DEMPSEY, 
LAWLESS, STABACK, BELARDI, PETRONE, McCALL, 
PISTELLA, STEELMAN, MELIO, HABAY, O'BRIEN, LUCYK, 
VAN HORNE, CALTAGIRONE, GRUITZA and PETRARCA 

An Act requiring that health care practitioners determine medically 
necessary and appropriate treatment and that insurers notify their enrollees 8 
of the extent of their coverage 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, December 13, 1995. t 

No. 2285 By Representatives TANGRETTI, SHANER, 
BELARDI, PESCI, MICOZZIE, DEMPSEY, SAYLOR, TRELLO, 
VAN HORNE, PETRARCA, YOUNGBLOOD, WOGAN, 
READSHAW, MELIO, TIGUE, KUKOVICH, HARHART, 
BATTISTO, WALKO and M. COI1EN 1 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the grading of the issuing or 
passing of bad checks. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 13,1995. 

No. 2286 By Representatives CAPPABIANCA, TIGUE, 
LEDERER, MANDERINO, LAUGHLIN, TRELLO. FAJT, W 
YOUNGBLOOD, KENNEY, BOSCOLA, RAMOS and ROONEY 
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An Act amending the act of June 5, 1968 (P.1..140, No.78) entitled 

"An act regulating the writing, cancellation of or refusal to renew policies 
of automobile insurance; and imposing powers and duties on the 
Insurance Commissioner therefor," prohibiting certain cancellation of 
insurance. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, December 13, 1995. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 263 By Representatives McGEEHAN, CAPPABIANCA, 
RUBLEY, DALEY, ALLEN, COY, M. COHEN, DeLUCA, 
WOGAN. TRELLO, BROWNE, TANGRETTI, TIGUE, STISH, 
McCALL, McGlLL, DEMPSEY, DONATUCCI, DERMODY, 
PESCI, DeWEESE, LYNCH, KENNEY, BOSCOLA, BELARDI, 
LEDERER, BATTISTO, 1. TAYLOR, CORRIFAN, OLASZ, 
LAUGHLIN, JOSEPHS, YOUNGBLOOD and O'BRIEN 

A Resolution calling for the advancement of the Irish peace process. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, December 13, 1995 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
December 13, 1995. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 13, 1995. 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, 
December I:, 1995. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 48, 
PN 2928; and HB 1076, PN 2883, with information that the Senate 
has passed the same with amendment in which the concu~~ence of 
the House of Representatives is requested. 

REPORT SUBMITTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair acknowledges receipt 
of the report from the select co~n~nittec on higher education 
pursuant to HR 181, which the clerk will tile. 

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

I LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority whip regarding leaves of absence and requests a leave of 
absence for the gentleman from Mercer, Dr. KING. 

The Chair recognizes the Democratic leader for the purpose of 
leaves of absence. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Madam Speaker, for today we have two 
leaves: the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. MIHALICH, and 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. RIEGER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, leaves of 
absence will be granted. 

I GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair welcomes 
Bishop N e u m a ~  High School and the class teacher, 
Mrs. Kathy Kline, who are the guests of Representative 
Thomas Dempsey. Would the guests please rise. 

I RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

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

I BRANDON MILLER PRESENTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative Miller from Berks County for the purpose of 
making a presentation. 

Mrs. MILLER. Ladies and gentlemen of the House, I want to 
thank you for your attention this morning. 

I am pleased to introduce to you a young man who brings great 
pride to Berks Countians and should bring great pride to all 
Pennsylvanians. His name is Brandon Miller. He is the son of 
Mr. and Mrs. Lany Miller of Centre Township, Berks County, and 
he recently accomplished a personal and a scholastic goal by 
achieving a perfect 1600 score on his SAT'S (scholastic ass- dsment 
tests). Brandon is I of 25 students in the entire Nation to 
accomplish this remarkable .r:ore, and he is just in his junior year 
at Schuylkill Valley High School. 

Not only is Brandon a fdntastic student at Schuylkill Valley 
scholastically, but he is also vely talented and plays the oboe, 
piano, and is a featured player in the Reading Symphony 
Youth Orchestra. He sings and acts, and I can attest to his great 
talents, having watched his performance in his high school 
musicals, and he is a vely, very talented young man. He is very 
active in his student council, his student government, the Senate, 
and when recently visiting the Capitol with his scholarship group, 
Brandon was asked by me what he intends to do. He indicated at 
that time that he would like to pursue a career in politics, and I 
stressed to him the importance of staying in school a very long 
time, at least 8 years, in order for him to get all the knowledge that 
he needs to perform such a highly intensive rule as being a State 
legislator someday. 

So again. I would like to present to Brandon a citation from the 
House of Reprrsentatives, which I have prepared to present to him 
on this vely, very special occasion. I am hoping that some of his 
wisdom will rub offon those of us here in the General Assembly, 
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and I feel very lucky to be the Representative that has the honor of 
presenting this to him at this time. So join me in giving Brandon 
your traditional warn welcome. 

SANTA CLAUS WELCOMED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes a very 
special guest, appropriate for the season, on the House floor trying 
to sweeten us all up here. 

HB 950, PN 2947 (Amended) By Rep. WOGAN 

An Act amending the act of July 10, 1987 (P.L.246, No.47). known 
as the Municipalities Financial Recovery Act, imposinga limitation on the 
right of a municipality to petition the coun for an increase in the rate of w 
taxation. 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

HB 1689, PN 2948 (Amended) By Rep. CLYMER 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE I An Act amending the act of October 27, 1955 (P.L.744, No.222). 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for personal and medical history 
information and for involuntav termination of parental rights. 

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 215, PN 2882 By Rep. PERZEL 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

known as the Pennsylvania Human Relations Act, further providing for 
the powers of the Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission relating to 
assignment of students and for educational programs. w 

Mr. BELFANTI. Madam Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Belfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
Under unanimous consent, there is a tumor circulating 

that that is actually Governor Ridge with some WAM 
(walking-around money) checks. Is that correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to recognize 
our special guest to make a few remarks at this time, if he would. 

SANTA CLAUS. Ho, ho, ha. Merry Christmas and happy 

RULES. 

holidays. 
I bring you greetings from a wanner place, the North Pole. Just 

remember to enjoy the peace and good will of this holiday season 
and pray for a healthy, happy, and prosperous 1996. Remember, all 
the differences and debates in this room may not be resolved, but 
we share a common purpose, and that is doing the necessary work 
of this great Commonwealth, and even Santa Claus can appreciate 
the difficulty in those deadlines. 

So merry Christmas -happy holidays - ho, ho, ho. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 

distinguished gentleman. 

I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the " 

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS OF SPONSORS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair acknowledges receipt 
of addit~ons and deletions for sponsorsh~ps of bills, which the clerk 

. 

majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, 1 move that HB 1689 be 

removed from the table. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER oro temoore. The Chair recomizes the ~~~~ ~ - 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HB 1689 be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

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

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair at this time recognizes 
the majority leader for the purpose of presenting the day's 
schedule. 

Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, thank you vely much. 
We would like to caucus and have lunch and come back to the 

floor at 1 o'clock, Madam Speaker. 
will tile. I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the r.) 

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

- 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. The Republicans will caucus immediately. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED I DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
HB 26, PN 2946 (Amended) B ~ R e ~ . W O G A N  Representative Cohen from Philadelphia to make an 

An Act amending the act of December 14, 1992 (P.L.866, No.137), 
known as the Optional County Affordable Housing Funds Act, extending 
the act to counties of the tint class. 

announcement. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
There will he an immediate Democratic caucus upon the recess. 

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

URBAN AFFAIRS. I 
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RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House stands in recess until 
l o'clock. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

The time of recess was extended until 2 p.m 

AFTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, 
who requests that the Chair return to leaves of absence and 
requests that the lady from Centre, Mrs. RUDY, be placed on leave 
for the day. 

Without objection, the lady is placed on leave of absence. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 2222, 
PN 2851, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
without amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 76, 
PN 2930; and HB 908, PN 2931, with information that the Senate 
has passed the same with amendment in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives is requested. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1845, PN 2770, be 

removed from the table. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that HB 1845, PN 2770, be 

recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

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

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: 

An Act amending Title 51 (Militaq Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, renaming the Department of Military Affairs as the 
Department of Military and Veterans Affairs; reenacting provisions 
relating to the Pennsylvania Veterans' Memorial Commission; and 
extending the expiration date of the commission. 

An Act amending the act of July 5, 1989 (P.L.166, No.31), known as 
the Phosphate Detergent Act, further providing for prohibition on certain 
cleaning agents; and changing the expiration date. 

An Act appropriating money from the Sunny Day Fund to the 
Department of Commerce for various projects throughout this 
Commonwealth for fiscal year 1995-1996. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests the gentleman from Bucks, 
Mr. DiGirolamo, to preside temporarily. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(GENE DiGIROLAMO) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is my pleasure. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 264 By Representatives El. SMITH, GEIST, DeWEESE, 
PHILLIPS, BELARDI, GODSHALL, SURRA, STABACK and 
HANNA 

A Resolution expressing dismay and disappointment at the 
National Rifle Association's decision to vacate its Pennsylvania 
legislative liaison ofice. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, December 13,1995 
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master roll call. The members will proceed to vote. 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

Adolph Durham 
Allen Egolf 
Argall Evans 
Armstrong Fairchild 
Baker Fajt 
Bard Fargo 
Barley Farmer 
Banisto Feese 
Bebko-Jones Fichter 
Belardi Fleagle 
Belfanti Flick 
Birmelin Gamble 
Bishoo Gannon 

LEAVES ADDED-3 

Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovilz 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Cappahianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I .  
Cohen, M. 
Calafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpara 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Drrmody 
DeWrrse 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

LaGrona Roebuck Sliittmatter 

'err 

CALENDAR 

Lloyd Saylor 
Lucyk Schroder 
Lynch Schulzr 
Maitland Scrimenti 
Major Semmel 
Manderino Seratini 
Markosek Shaner 
Marsico Sheehan 
Masland Smith, B. 
Mayernik Smith. S. H. 
McCall Snyder, D. W. 
McGcehan Stabaek 
McGill Stairs 

PRESENT-I98 

Geirt Mclio 
George M e w  
Gigliotti Michlovic 
Gladeck Micorzie 
Godshall Miller 
Gordner Mundy 
Gruitra Myers 
Gruppo Nailor 
Habay Nick01 
Haluska Nycr 
Hanna O'Bricn 
Harhm O l a r  
Hasay Oliver 
Hennessey Prrrrl 
Herman Pesci 
Hershey Prtrarca 
Hess Petronr 
tlorsey Pettil 
Hutchinson Phillips 
Itkin Pistella 
Jadlowiec Pittr 
James Platts 
Jaralin Preston 
Josephs Ramor 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kenney Reber 
Kirkland Reinard 
Krebs Rokrts 
Kukovich Rohinson 
LaGrotta Roebuck 
1.aughlin Rohrer 
1.awlcsr Roonr) 
Lederrr Rublry 
Leh Sainato 
I.e~covitz Santoni 
Levdansky Sather 

I BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 

NOT VOTING4 

Mihalich Rirger 

Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmattcr 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Horne 
vron 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
wogan 
Warniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblwd 
Zirnrnrrman 
Tug 

Ryan, 
Sprakcr 

IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 476, PN 1590, 1 
entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) o f  the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the transfer o f  ownership o f  
a vehicle; and providing for the development o f  an electronic lien 
program. . 

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

amendments? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battisto 
Behko-Jones 
Belardi 
Hclfanti 
Birmriin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Brownr 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Ruxton 
Caltagironc 
Cappahianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cauley 
Chadu ick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, 1.. I. 
Cohm. M. 
Colafclla 
Colai,70 
Conti 

Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fait 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feere 
Fifhter 
Flcaglc 
Flick 
Gamhle 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordnrr 
Gruitra 
Grupp, 
I laha> 
I lalurka 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Hasa) 
Hznnersey 
Hsr~nan 
Henhe) 
lies\ 
HOTSC). 
Ilutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlo* icc 
.lames 

Lloyd 
I.ucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Mandrrinu 
Markosek 
Msrsico 
Masland 
Maycrnik 
McCall 
McGsehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Mcrcy 
Michlovic 
Micoz~ir  
Miller 
Mundy 
Myrrs 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nycc 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
I'UILCI 
Pesci 
Pelmrca 
Pelronc 
Peuil 
I'hillips 
I'istrlia 
Pittr 
Platlc 

Saylor 
Schrodri 
Schulei 
Scrimcnti 
Sc~mlnel 
Srrafini 
Shaner 
Shrehiln 
Smith. R. 
Smith. S. t i .  
Snydcv, I). W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stril 
Stern 
Stetlei 
Stish 
Strittmattri 
Strlrla 
Surra 
Tanfretti 
.Tayl,,r, 1:. 7.. 
'P~vIoI. .I. 

Tl.ich 
1 ruc 
Tulli 
Vancc 
Van 1 IOII~U 
V~mn 
Virali 

Cornell .larolin IP~cslo~~ Walha 
Corpora .loscph$ Ilalilos W~shiclglclll w 
Corrigan Kaisn 
Cowell Krllcr 

IRny!~~ond Wausll 
IKeadshan Williams 
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curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsry 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWesse 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Uruce 

Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledcrer 
Leh 
Lcscovitz 
Levdanskv 

Reinard 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Kubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

Womiak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, M.  N. 
Yewcie 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Sneaker 

NOT VOTING4 

King Mihalich Rieger Rudy 

T h e  ma jo r i t y  required b y  the Const i tut ion hav ing  voted in the 
aftirmative, the question was determined in the aff irmative and the 
amendments to House amendments were  concurred in. 

Ordered, That  the c le rk  i n f o r m  the Senate accordingly. 

T h e  House proceeded t o  consideration o f  concurrence in 
Senate amendments t o  House amendments t o  S B  578, PN 1591, 
entitled: 

A n  Act amending Tit le 75 (Vehicles) o f  the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further defining "classic motor vehicle", 
"commercial motor vehicle" and "emergency vehicle"; further providing 
for correction o f  certificate o f  title: ~ r o v i d i n g  for a drur abuse resistance - - 
education registration plate, for permits, for the ]movement of special 
mobile eauioment. for swcial funds. for collectible motor vehicles. for an , , . . 
emission reduction program in  the Department of Environmental . . 
Protection and far penalties relating to towed vehicles; further providing 
for the enforcement o f  the International Fuel Tax Aereement: revising 

u % 

reporting taxes and administrative procedures; further providing for the 
motorbus road tax; and making a repeal. 

On the question, 

Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohm, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
Curry 
Daley 
Dcl.uca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermaly 
DeWecse 
DiGirolamn 
Donatucci 
Druce 

King 

Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitra 
G ~ U P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessry 
Herman 
Hrrshey 

Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Perci 
Petrarca 

Hess Petrone 
Horsey Penit 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltkin Pirtella 
Jadlowiec Pitts 
James Platts 
Jarolin Preston 
Josephs Karnos 
Kaiser Kaymond 
Kcller Rcadshaw 
Kennry Reher 
Kirkland Rrinard 
Kreba Knbens 
Kukovich Robinson 
LaGroaa Roebuck 
Laughlin Rohrcr 
Lawless Rooney 
Lederer Rubley 
Leh Sainato 
Lrscovitz Santoni 
Lrvdansky Sather 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING4 

E X C U S E D 4  

Mihalich Rieger 

Stetler 
Stish 
Strinrnaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
'Trich 
'True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yrwcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

T h e  ma jo r i t y  required b y  the Const i tut ion hav ing  voted in the 
a f f ~ r m a t i v e  the question was  determined in the a f f i rmat ive  and the 
amendments t o  House amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

amendments ? 
The S P E A K E R  p r o  tempore. Agreeable t o  the provisions of the I BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

Adolph Durham Lloyd Saylor An Act making an appropriation to the Organ Donation Awareness 

Allen Egoif 1.ucyk Schrodcl- Trust Fund. 
A r ~ a l l  Evans t.vnch Schuler 

Constitution, the yeas and  nays will n o w  be taken. 

YEAS-198 

T h e  House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1303, PN 
1577, entitled: 

Bartisto Frrsr 
Bebko-Jones Fichter 
Belardi Fleagle 
Bellinti Flick 
Birmelin Gamble 
Bishop Clannon 
Blaum Geist 
Boscola George 
Rayrs Gigliotti 

Armstmng Fairchild Maitland Scrimenti 
Baker Fajt Major Sclnlnel 
Bard Fargo Manderino Sel.aRnl 
Barlcv l.armrr Maikosek Shaner 

Marsico Sheehan 
Masland Smith, B. 
Mayernik Smith, S. H. 
McCall Snyder. D. W. 
McGechan Staback 
McGill Stairs 
Melio Steelman 
Merty Steil 
Michlovic Stern 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on th i rd  considerat ion? 

Bill was agreed to. 

T h e  S P E A K E R  pro tempore. Th i s  bill has been considered o n  
three di f ferent days and agreed to and i s  now o n  final passage. 

T h e  question is, shall the bill pass f i na l l y?  
Agreeab le  to the provis ions o f  the Constitution, the yeas and 

nays will n o w  b e  taken. 
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Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I .  
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Conli 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowrll 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempney 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donalucci 
Druce 

Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Grist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhm 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
llutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowicc 
James 
Jarolin 
Jorephs 
Kaiser 
Kellrr 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
L.eh 
Lcscovilz 
Levdansky 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGcrhan 
McGill 
Melio 
Men). 
Michlavic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 

Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Petlil 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Plalts 
Preston 
Ramas 
Raymond 
Rcadshau 
Rebcr 
Keinard 
Robrns 
Robinson 
Rosbuck 
Rohrer 
Roonry 
Ruble) 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Slairs 
Steelman 
Stril 
Stern 
Stctler 
Slish 
Strinmattcr 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangetti 
Taylor, F.. %. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vancr 
Van Hornc 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk" 
Washinyon 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yracic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

NOT VOTING4 

King Mihalich Rirger Rudy 

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

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

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to recognize 
some guests from Old Path Baptist Church School, students w 
Faith Stroupe and Michelle Herr. They are here today as 
guest pages of Representative Todd Platts. The students are 
chaperoned by Pastor Rick Parcell. We would ask the pastor and 
the students to stand up and be recognized. 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in w 
Senate amendments to HB 602, PN 2903, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284). known 
as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, further providing for financial 
requirements, for agents, for prohibition of commissions and other 
considerations, for rate tiling, for making of rates and for penalties; further 
providing for the operation of the Pennsylvania Propeny and Casualty r 

lnsurance Guaranty Association, for covered claims and for loans to 
companies; and providing for conditions with respect to escrow, closing 
and settlement services and title indemnification accounts and for division 
of fees; providing for mutual to stock conversion and for contributions to ' 

surplus; further providing for investment; providing for additional 
investment authority for subsidiaries; and making repeals. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Micozzie. 

Mr. MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
HB 602: This proposal has been unani~nously passed 

by the Senate on two different occasions, on December 12 and 
October 31. On October 31 it passed the Senate as SB 1243, and 
then they included in HB 602 the provisions of SB 1243. It was 
passed by the House Insurance Co~nmittee as contained in SB 1243 r 

on November 14 of this year. 
What it contains: The lnsurance Company Law generally limits 

investments of life insurers, hospital plan corporations, and 
professional health senjice corporations in their subsidiaries. 
However, this limitation does not apply to invcst~iients in 
subsidiary insurance companies. 

The public programs of medicare and medicaid are expected to 
continue to experience dramatic expansions in managed care in the 
coming years as a result of congressional reform proposals. 
Therefore, it is imperative that HMO's (health maintenance 
organizations) have the ability to expand. W 

HB 602 would place HMO's on the same investlnent footing as 
insurance companies. HMO's will continue to be dually and fully 
regulated by the Pennsylvania lnsurance Department for financial 
solvency and by the Department of Health for quality measures. 

The proposal will permit domestic life insurers, hospital plan 
corporations, and professional health service corporations to invest 
assets into HMO's under the same guidelines applied to 
investments in insurance companies. 

SB 1243, as it is contained in HB 602, does a few things. 
It was unanimously passed by the Senate on October 3 1. Of course, .J 
it was passed by the lnsurance Committee. The Pennsylvania 
Insurance Commissioner. Linda Kaiser, is neutral on the bill. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
Representative Godshall from Montgomery County. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In all deference to what I just heard, this bill came over last 

night from the Senate with the language that is before us today. 
Mr. Speaker, I would really like to have some order. I am not 

going to be long, but I would like to have at least the ability for 
those to hear me that would like to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. There 
is entirely too much noise on the floor of the House. Conferences, 
please break up. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to address first the memo that we did receive from 

the Insurance Federation, and it is their point of view on this 
legislation, which 1 will just share with you for a brief second. It 
says, the amendment to HB 602 includes the content of SB 1243 
to allow the Blues to invest all of their funds into their profit HMO 
subsidiaries. Currently, they, like other insurers, are limited to a 
10-percent cap. In other words, the Blues can take premiums paid 
to them, premiums that are not taxed, and pump them into their 
for-profit HMO's without any meaningful regulatory scrutiny. This 
is unfair to the Blues' competitors who are taxed and to their 
policyholders. 

What we have here in opposition to this bill is the Insurance 
Federation, your professional insurance agents, and your 
Association of Mutual lnsurance Companies, your small 
companies. 1 think we ought to look at what we are doing. 

In Pennsylvania right now, Blue Cross/Blue Shield represents 
more than 50 percent of the subscribers to health insurance, more 
than 50 percent. In the Philadelphia area, Independence Blue Cross 
has four times the number of its nearest competitor, which is 
U.S. Healthcare. In western Pennsylvania, Blue Cross has 
80 percent of the market, and it is now the sixth largest insurance 
company in this country; that is with the merger of Blue Shield and 
Blue Cross. 

So what we are saying, what we are saying here is that with 
excess funds, the Blues can now pour that money, which was 
before this at a 10-percent cap, all excess funds going into develop 
for-profit HMO's directly in competition to what is out there today. 

In my county I have U.S. Healthcare employing many hundreds 
of individuals right here in Pennsylvania. They are totally opposed 
to this bill. I talked to another small HMO who was up here today 
extremely concerned about the situation. When you have one group 
that represents more than 50 percent of the subscribers, how many 
more millions of dollars are we going to allow them to put into 
for-profit companies directly in competition to what is out there 
today? These people do not pay tax, the 2-percent tax; they do not 
pay the 2-percent tax on premiums, which is a gross premium to 
the other companies. This could represent up to a taw net of 
approximately 25 to 30 percent for some companies. That is what 
the 2 percent can mean to a for-profit company. So, you know, it 
is just beyond belief to me that we will allow millions and millions 
of dollars more to he poured into, you know, this situation than 
what we have and allow it to happen. For years and years it was a 
10-percent cap. Now we are going to open it totally and any 
amount of money at all. 

Yesterday I was approached by somebody - and this is, I think, 
a very pertinent issue -they said to me, it is not hard to get to the 

10 percent. What do we do with our excess hnds  if we do not put 
it into companies such as this? My answer was, turn it back to the 
people that paid it, tum it back to the subscribers, because that is 
where it belongs. 

I ask for a negative vote on this legislation. 
w 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Cumberland County, Representative Vance. 

Mrs. VANCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to ask for concurrence in the Senate amendments. 
This is not a really complicated issue. It is actually very simple. 

This is a way to help Pennsylvania businesses to grow. We are 
merely updating an outdated provision that was in a law drafted in 
1921 before people ever knew or dreamed about HMO's. We are 
going to remove an arbitrary limitation on all domestic insurers, 

w 
not just the Blues, to be able to invest in ways to expand their 
businesses. Some of the Blues' competitors are complaining, 
hut what we are really doing is leveling the playing field. The 
National Association of lnsurance Commissioners has an identical 
proposal and has said this is a good idea. 

I would like to clarify one thing. All the Blue HMO's pay ' 
Federal, State, and local taxes as do the other for-protit HMO's. 
We are not asking for a special exemption. We are asking them to 
be treated equally. 

I ask for your vote on concurrence. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 

Representative Godshall for the second time. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Mr. Speaker, is there anybody else up that- 

Okay. 
You know, I heard what my colleague said from 

Cumberland County, and this is a chance to let Pennsylvania 
companies grow. It is also a way of lessening competition. 

And 1 have one question that I want to leave with you. How big 
is big? How big is big enough? Right now we have one 
association that has more than 50 percent of the subscribers to 
health insurance in this State of Pennsylvania. How big is big 
enough ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thc Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Beaver County, Representative Colafella. 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support HB 602. 
This bill amends the Insurance Company Law to provide the 

same exemption for investments already provided to insurance 
companies. It would provide subsidiary HMO's the same 
investment opportunities provided subsidiary insurance companies. 
This change will not allow unlimited investment in subsidiaries 
since this law will still require the Insurance Commissioner to 
provide that the parent insurance company retain sufficient assets 
to cover their liabilities. 

In addition to that, this particular piece of legislation updates 
w 

and provides tighter regulation of the title insurance business. It 
provides needed up-to-date standards for the conversion of mutual 
insurance companies to stock companies, and it provides a needed 
change to the Property and Casualty Guaranty Fund to better 
protect the financial integrity of the fund. 

For these reasons I respecthlly ask for your support for 
IIB 602. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York, Representative Nickol. w 

Mr. NICKOL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In looking over this piece of legislation, I had three questions 

in my mind. Number one was the question of taxation, and I have 
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learned from previous speakers that these HMO's are taxed 
Federal, State, and locally. 1 also had the question of solvency, and 
that was answered in respect that the National Association of 
lnsurance Commissioners has given approval to an identical 
proposal. 

I have one remaining question which I have not heard an 
answer to, and I was wondering if the prime sponsor of the bill 
would consent to answer this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he will 
stand for intelmgation. 

Mr. NICKOL. My remaining question is over parity. What I am 
interested in is to fire and casualty insurance companies. Currently 
are they allowed to invest in their subsidiaries as well? 

Mr. MICOZZIF. All insurance companies can invest in their 
insurance subsidiaries. 

Mr. NICKOL. So this grants the Blues parity with the power 
currently enjoyed by the other insurance companies. 

Mr. MICOZZIE. Right. Correct. 
Mr. NICKOL. Thank you. 
I would urge members to support concurrence. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Bradford, Representative Chadwick. 
Mr. CHADWICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think the lady, Mrs. Vance, said most of the things I was 

going to say. I would just like to point out that these HMO's are 
regulated both by the Insurance Department and the Department of 
Health. And I think it is important to note that this will give us an 
opportunity to grow the infrastructure of our health-care provider 
system at a time when the Federal Government is increasingly 
likely to make it necessaly for us to have that infrastructure in 
place. 

I think this is a good bill, and I think we should support it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Huntingdon County, Representative Sather. 
Mr. SATHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, these past months we have had much deliberation 

and much debate about a bill that was referred to as "any willing 
provider." 

My comments to my colleagues on the floor of the House are 

people that we all serve and in the best interests ofthe future of the 
insurance industry in Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware, Representative Micozzie. 

Mr. MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the Blue Cross and Blue Shield plans in 

Pennsylvania will not be altering their social commitment to 
provide affordable health insurance coverage to people of all 
income levels regardless of their health status. The ability to 
continue to provide high-quality, affordable coverage will he 
enhanced by this legislative proposal as it will insure the Blues can 
remain a competitive player in the expanding managed-care 
marketplace. 

The Blues plans do not pay State premium taxes on their 
traditional business, which is a well-known fact, but this is more 
than offset by the social mission obligation. What would life 
insurers say if, in exchange for no premium taxes, they had to issue 
the life insurance policies to anyone who applied, at any time, 
without medical underwriting, all subject to Insurance Department 
approval of the rates they could charge? 

All Blue HMO's pay Federal, State, and local taxes as do the 
other for-profit HMO's. Keystone HMO's are the best examples of 
how the Blues can create assets that are greatly benefiting the 
policyholders. Federal contracts administered by the Blues and 
their subsidiaries provide revenue to the parent corporation to help 
subsidize health insurance costs and result in the additional 
employment of several thousand Pennsylvania taxpayers. If we are 
going to talk about jobs as it compared to U.S. Healthcare 
that was pointed out, I am sure the Blues have more jobs than 
U.S. Healthcare. The proposal is a responsible action to provide for 
the continuing growth and evolution of competitive managed-care 
programs in the Commonwealth by enabling the Blues to compete 
on a level playing field. 

Therefore, I respectfully request your support for a concurrence 
vote. Thank you. 

1 MOTION TO PLACE BILL ON 
POSTPONED CALENDAR 

this: If you have concerns about monopolies being formed in these 
United States and more especially in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, I would take a good hard look at nonconcurring in 
HB 602. 

My position is nonconcurrence in HB 602. 1 have real 
resewations about creating the monopolies that only a few will be 
in the HMO business in the hture. and I think we are just seeing 
the event beginning to take place. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER Pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Northampton, Representative Rooney. 

Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Spcaker. 
Mr. Speaker, much has been said about what the potential this 

bill has to do with regard to limiting competition as we go forward. 
That is simply not the case. 

The Insurance Commissioner has always and uill continue to 
retain the autonomy and the authority to approve or disapprove any 
proposal that may no1 be in the best interests of the consumer and 
the people we serve. 

I would respectfully urge that a11 people look very hard at this 
bill, and the only reasonable conclusion I think you can reach is 
that a "yes" vote on concurrence is in thc best interests of the 

~ h ,  SPEAKER pro tempore. ~h~ chair recognizes the 
gentleman from columbia, uepresentative ciordner. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This appcars to be a matter which has different opinions on 

both sides. It is an amendment that went in over in the Senate just 
recently, a very substantial amendment, and for those reasons I 
would like to make a motion to postpone this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Gordner, 
~ O V ~ S  that the bill, HB 602, PN 2903, be placed on the postponed 
calendar. 

0, the question, 
will the llouse agree to the motion? 

~ h ,  SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
lna;ority leader. 

M ~ .  PERZFL. MI. speaker, 1 would oppose the motion to 
postpone. We would like toiust get on with our business. 

0, the question recurring, 
will the H~~~~ to the motion? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

Baltisto 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Browne 
Caltagirone 
Cahen, M. 
Colaizza 
Corpara 
Cowell 

curry 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
COY 
Dempsey 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druee 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 

Daley 
DeLuca 
Dent 
Dermody 
DrWeese 
Evans 
Gadshall 
Gordner 
tiruitza 
Halurka 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Gruppo 
Iiabay 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennersey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinsan 
ltkin 
Jadlowicc 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 

Hanna 
Horsey 
Jarolin 
L.escovitz 
Lloyd 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrane 

Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 
McGrrhm 
Mcti i l l  
Melio 
Merry 
Micozie 
Miller 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickul 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Platts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Rcadshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrrr 
Rwney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Smtoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Sehuler 

Ramos 
Roberts 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Trello 
Vitali 
Yrwcic 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seraiini 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Strelman 
Steil 
Sam 
Stish 
Strittmaner 
Tangrrtti 
'Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
'rrich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Hornr 
Veon 
Walko 
Washingon 
Waugh 
Williams 
W o w  
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

King Mihalich Rirger Rudy 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provlslons of the 

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

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Bard 
Barley 
Brbko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bun1 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohm, L. I .  
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
Dalry 
Dent 
Dcrmody 
I)anatucci 
Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
I.'airchild 
Fait 

Baker 
Banisto 
Birmelin 
Blsum 
Bascola 
Caronr 
Cawlcy 
Clymer 
Colairro 
Curry 

Fargo 
Far~ncr 
Fleagle 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Grist 
George 
(iiglioni 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennrssry 
Herman 
Hershey 
tforsry 
ltkin 
Jadlouirc 
James 
Jaralin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kellrr 
Kcnnq 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
Latirorta 
I.aughlin 
1.awless 
Lescovit7 
I.evdanrky 
I.uqk 
Lknch 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosck 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 

DeLuca 
Dempsey 
DeWersr 
Ditiirolama 
Druce 
Fecsc 
Fifhtrr 
Flick 
Gladeck 
Godshall 

Mctiechan 
McGill 
Mclio 
Merry 
Micozzie 
Millcr 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Hrien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perlcl 
l'esci 
Pclrarca 
Pdronc 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
I*cadshaw 
Rehcr 
Rcinard 
Kohinson 
Roebuck 
Roonc) 
Kublry 
Silinato 
Santoni 
Saylor 
Schmdrr 
Schulcr 
Scrimcnti 
Semmrl 
Serafini 

NAY S-39 

(iordnrr 
Gruilla 
Hanna 
Hcss 
Hutchinson 
Krcbs 
Lcdercr 
I.ch 
Lloyd 
Mandrrino 

NOT VOTING-] 

Shancr 
Sherhan 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Strrllnan 

w 
Steil 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tdngretli 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1 
Tiguc 
Trsvapliu 
'l~rello 
lrich 

Vancc 
Van I lorne 
Vcun 
Walko 
Washingam 
Williams 
wogan 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmcrman 
Tug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Michlovic 
Plalls 
Rubcns 
llohrrr 
Sather 
Thomas 

1 

Vitali 
Waugh 
Yrwcic 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative; the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 
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EXCUSED-4 

King Mihalich Rirgrr Rud) 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
aftirmative, the question was determined in the aftirmative and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman may state his point 

of parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. DeWEESE. I would like the Parliamentarian to clarify the 

fact that a Rules Committee meeting should be taking place in a 
committee room. If there is some objection, we politely request 
that that take place. We would like to have a committee room to 
meet in. Ninety-nine percent of the time when a meeting is called 
at the floor, we accede politely and expeditiously. But the matters 
at hand today are comparatively challenging and arcane and they 
are politically fused with several hot buttons, and we would like a 
committee room, as is in our rules. And I would like the 
Parliamentarian to give me a pronouncement on our rules vis-a-vis 
our request for a committee room. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was unaware that there 
was any request for a committee room put in. 

Mr. DeWEESE. There was a sidebar conversation, 
Mr. Speaker, with the majority leadership team. That conversation 
was not acceded to and not respected. Therefore, we are taking the 
unusual opportunity to ask for a parliamentary intercession from 
the Chair. Page 39, rule 45, "Any committee meeting called offthe 
Floor of the House shall meet in a committee room," period. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. It is the recollection ofthe Chair that when the 
gentleman, during a period of time, as I recall -and given enough 
time, I could look this precedent up - but when the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, was a member of the leadership, the Chair, then 
being occupied by the gentleman, Mr. Irvis, was asked a similar 
question by the Republican leadership. At that time Mr. lrvis 
designated a portion of the chamber as a committee room in that 
the rules did not specify that. Under the circumstances, I designate 
that portion of the House occupied in the immediate environs by 
the majority leader as a committee room, in keeping with the 
earlier precedent set by the then Speaker of the House, Mr. Irvis. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a comment 
on the ruling. 

The SPEAKER. Well, you were satistied with that ruling some 
years ago, and if you give me a little time, I will get the specific 

question and answer which was raised by one of the Republican 
leaders during your tenure as a leader. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure there was a 
$145-million pickpocket of the taxpayer being considered at that 
moment. 

The SPEAKER. Is that a parliamentary inquiry? 
Mr. DeWEESE. That was the foundation for my parliamentary 

inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese- 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. M r .  DeWeese- 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. -what is right is right. The $145 million or 

the $145 or $1.45 does not make it more or less right. That was the 
rule as interpreted by Mr. Irvis, and 1 am following that rule. You, 
as a former Speaker of this House, know what you may do at this 
time. You may accept it or you may appeal it. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. You may not argue about it with me. 

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED 

Mr. DeWEESE. 1 would appeal the ruling of the Chair politely 
and respectfully. It is in black and white. To use the ruling of the 
Chair from a bygone era is inappropriate at this moment. 

Every Speaker of the House has a chance to interpret in his or 
her fashion. I am asking that the Speaker of the House, when a 
$145-million tax or civil suit is being considered, at least we have 
a chance to have a basic Rules Comminee meeting in our 
Rules Committee room, that it not be shepherded through her+ 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. DeWEESE. -at a pell-mell speed. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
The gentleman has appealed the ruling of the Chair. 
The question appealed from. I suspect, is whether or not the 

Speaker should follow the precedent of an earlier Speaker. Shall 
the decision of the Chair- 

Mr. DeWEESE. That is not my motion, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Well, shall the decision of the Chair stand as 

the judgment of the House? 
Those in favor of sustaining the Chair's decision will vote 

"aye"; those opposed will vote "no." 

On the question, 
Will the House sustain the ruling of the Chair? 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

Mr. DeWEESE. Is there no chance to debate this, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, you may debate. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 

VOTE STRlCKEN 

The SPEAKER. Strike the board. 
Mr. DeWEESE. What we are debating, Mr. Speaker, what we 

are doing is debating whether a portion of the floor has been 
transmogrified into a room, into a Rules Comminee room. We are 
disallowing the Fourth Estate, we are disallowing members of the 
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The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Mr. Lawless, rise? 

Mr. LAWLESS. A point of order. 
The SPEAKER. State the point of order. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Mr. Speaker, are we debating at this point the 

ruling of the Chair or are we debating the Envirotest situation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman strayed for a moment, but he 

got back on course rather quickly. We will allow him to continue. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you. 
Mr. DeWEESE. 1 thank the gentleman from Montgomery and 

also the gentleman from Delaware. My remarks are almost 
concluded. 

I really think that institutionally, institutionally, we as a 
chamber need to revert to a more deliberative setting. We are 
getting things pell-mell in this chamber. 

When the gentlelady h m  Butler and the gentleman from 
Lebanon decided to abscond from this side of the aisle, they were 
trying to pursue a more deliberative setting. They thought they 
would be in some rarefied political circumstances where debate 
and dialogue and philosophy and substance would have meaning. 
They were trying to get away from what they perceived to be a 
pell-mell, helter-skelter process. Well, I do not know about the 
Chair, and I do not know exactly what will happen if we are 
allowed to debate this matter as the day unravels, but I do know 
one thing: The Rules Committee should be sacrosanct, and as we 
are available for that meeting, I do not see what the big deal is 
about meeting here or going downstairs and having a discussion 
and a dialogue where members of the press and members of the 
public will be represented. 

I would ask that for once in a very, very unfamiliar setting, I 
ask that the gentleman who is in the Chair right now be 
countervailed. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, desire 
recognition? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to provide some 
additional information to the members of the ilouse. Apparently 
the citation by the Speaker is not the most current on the issue, and 
my understanding is that the most recent precedent or the most 
recent decision is the one that takes precedence in terms of what 
we follow among procedures in the House. 

I have in front of my possession here that there was something 
in the 1986 Legislative Journal, volunle I, page 521, and the result 

public from being in the room as we discuss a $145-million 
civil suit - $145 million that we just learned about last week; 
$145 million that many of the panjandrums and potentates of the 
Republican Party in New York City were aghast at, were 
flabbergasted at, were perplexed that the legislature was not 
involved at all - at all - in these executive deliberations. One 
hundred and forty-five million dollars is about to be cashiered from 
the public exchequer without a by-your-leave, without a chance for 
us to meet and deliberate in a Rules Committee setting. 

Now, we are not asking for much. We are asking for a half an 
hour or so in the Rules Committee room so we can discuss 
something that is obviously causing some perturbation from the 
Chair and vexation among the rank and file. This is a big deal. 

Mr. LAWLESS. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. DeWEESE. This is a big deal. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. ltkin cites from the Journal of 
March 18 - do you not? - March 18, 1986, the day after 
St. Patrick's Day, page 521. The Speaker, however, relies on 
page 522, a more recent precedent, when the Speaker actually 
answered that parliamentary inquiry of which you make reference, 
and that answer goes like this, and I quote: 

"The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Chester, 
Mr. Morris, rise? 

"Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, is the anteroom worthy ofbeing 
called a committee room '? 

"The SPEAKER. Which room, Mr. Morris? Which room? 
"Mr. MORRIS. The anteroom. 
"The SPEAKER. The Chair officially declares the anteroom to 

be the temporary colnmittee room of the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

"1 told you, trust the Chair. I can figure these things out at 
night. 

"Mr. MORRIS. My announcement is amended," and they pass 
over bills and go on and on and on. 

So what you arc referring to is on page 521; the answer, 
though, is on page 522. The ruling of the Chair stands that 
Mr. Irvis ruled on page 522, on that day alter St. Patrick's Day, 
March 18, that he, the Speakcr, could designate temporary 
committee rooms. I have designated this. And following precedent, 
which we do; they are the rules, we follow precedent, and the 
precedent set by you, by me, over many, many, ]many years is that 
we have had Rules Committee meetings when called at thc desk of 
the two floor leaders. We have done that fbr years. Now the 
gentleman has asked that we move it solnewhere else. Frequently 
on such a request there has been compliance; there has not becn 
this time. 

So there has been a request for a designation of a corn~nittee 
room, and I have so designated. You have appealed that ruling, and 
the question beforc the House is, do you support the ruling of the 
Chair? If so, you vote "yes": ifyou are against the ruling, you vote 
"no." 

The gentleman, Mr. DcWeese, is recognircd tbr the second 
time on the subject. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, uhen the Republican 
floor lcadcrs asked that we dcsccnd into the majority coucus room 
and I was privileged to he at the Chair, univcrsally we rtccedcd 
favorebly to that request. This is thc first time - and mayhc the last 
t h a t  we would not be anxious to lneet on the red carpet. 

The SPEAKEK. Mr. DeWcese, plcasc. 

of the decision of the Speaker was that committee meetings, as per 
rule 45, ought to be held in a committee room rather than in the 
back of the House or in the lounge behind the House. Obviously if 
it is inappropriate, improper, to be in the back of the House or to be 
in the lounge, a room behind the House chamber, then anything 
within the floor of the House certainly would be considered 
inappropriate. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that the Democratic leader makes a very 
reasonable request. This is an extremely important matter that 
ought to be debated in a setting that allows for full consideration of 
the matters, and I go along and 1 support the Democratic leader in 
his desire, in his request, that we meet in the majority caucus room 
as we normally do meet when we have these committee meetings 
in which there are controversial matters to be discussed. 

And, Mr. Speaker, 1 make that request again that we hold a 
committee meeting for the Rules Committee in thc majority caucus 
room at this time. Thank vou. Mr. Sneaker. 
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inextricably linked. 
The SPEAKER. They are not inextricably entwined nor are 

If I may, with all due respect, the question is on appeal of the 
Chair, not on the manners of the two floor leaders. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I believe, with all due respect, sir, these are 

they linked. 
There is an appeal pending on my ruling, and let us get to it. 
Mr. DeWEESE. I realize, sir, that my comments are brimming 

with novelty and risk, but nevertheless, 1 want to talk about why 
we should appeal the ruling of the Chair, and the reason 1 feel that 
we should appeal the ruling of the Chair is because unlike what 
happened in the 1980's, thc Commonwealth Court of our State just 
recently, just a few weeks ago, came out and decided that 
the way we dispensed our legislative initiative grants, the way 
Governor Ridge's budget was taken care of, did not have 
enough public input. It was donc too secretively; that we as a 
General Assembly did not share enough about what we were 
doing. 

I think the Commonwealth Court decision on the budget is 
reflective of what we are doing today, sir. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I appreciate that, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. D e G e s e .  - 
Mr. DeWEESE. I believe we need public input on the I 

POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I have a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LLOYD. What is the question before the House'? 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, shall the 

decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? That is 
the technical question, the judgment of the Chair being as I stated 
a moment ago. 

Mr. LLOYD. And the suggestion, Mr. Speaker, that the press 
just come on over, that was just by way of dictum- 

The SPEAKER. That was dictum; yes. 
Mr. LLOYD. -and that does not detract from the fact that we 

are going to take a vote on this particular motion. Is that correct? 
The SPEAKER. That is correct, surc. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

committee tloor, not on the House floor. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, Mr. DeWeese, come on. You 

know better. 
Gentlemen of the press, come on over with Mr. DeWeese. Meet 

over here with Mr. Perzel. Let us just get this thing done. There is 
no curtain here. What could be more open than this chamber, 
Mr. DeWeese? 

Mr. LLOYD. Point of order. 
The SPEAKER. Keep the debate on this issue. 
Mr. LLOYD. Point of order. Point of ordcr. Point of order. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Bunt. 
Mr. BUNT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. Speaker, if the Chair's position is not sustained, would that 

then preclude the respcctix~e chairmen of the committees fiom 
holding comlninee meetings in the rear of the House as we 
have done for the I3 years that I have been a member of this 
General Assembly? 

The SPEAKER. If challenged, it would probably put an end to 
them. I am giving you thatquickly. 

Mr. BUNT. Then this would be, rather than a rule change, we 
would just have rotation of the rules considering who is at the 
Speaker's podium then. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Bunt, that is not pertinenl to really the 
question that is before us, and I am trying to hold this down to 
what is before us, and what is before us is my ruling as to whether 
or not I have the authority to designate this area for a committee 
meeting. That is what is before us. I either do or 1 do not. and that 
is what Mr. DeWeese is recogni~ed to debate, for the second time. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I accede to the gentleman from Somerset. 
The SPEAKER. I interrupted the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, in 

his second recognition on the question. I suggest you finish your 
second turn, because you have been recognized twice. You will not 
be recognized again. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I apologize to the gentleman. 1 have not 

limited leaders to two cracks. I apologize. 

Mr. LLOYD. And then a parliamentary inquiry. Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The answer to your parliamentary inquiry is, 

I should not have said that. 
M,. LLOYD. NO; the parliamentary inquiry is, does the 

sunshine law apply under your ruling to a ~~l~~ Cornminee 
meeting held at the leader's desk? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, it applies, and the Sergeant at Arms has 
been given permission to grant people access to this particular 
meeting that is called on the floor, if that is what you are refemng 
to. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is the question. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, anything further? 
Mr. DeWEESE. I thank the Chair for his dialogue, and 1 think 

this is healthy for our chamber. 
I would like to ask my members and any perspicacious people 

on the other side of the aisle to join with me in appealing this 
ruling of the Chair. I do not do this very often. I do it with great 
tentativeness. I am very chary about trying to countervail the 
Speaker of the House on a ruling, but I do think that the expense 
and the nature of the deliberation that we are about to undergo with 
Envirotest deserves a full-blown committee hearing as it states in 
our rules. 

Mr. Bunt's conversation untypically, untypically of my good 
friend, Mr. Bunt, was ott'the mark a little bit. It says in our rules 
only that the Rules Committee meet somewhere else, and 
99 percent of the time, when we are not talking about 145 million 
bucks, 1 would accede and happily migrate across the way and be 
with my fellow colleagues. But this is too important to just 
by-your-leave casually, happily, perfunctorily walk over there and 
do a deal. We should be in the Rules Committee meeting, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of sustaining the Chair's 
decision will vote in the affirmative; those opposed in the negative. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the ruling of the Chair? 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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and settlement services and title indemnification accounts and for division 
of fees; providing for mutual to stock conversion and for contributions to 
surplus; further providing for investment; providing for additional 
investment authority for subsidiaries; and making repeals. 

An Act amending Titles 24 (Education) and 71 (State Government) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, amending and adding certain 
definitions; amending and adding provisions regarding the annual . . . 
compensation limit and other matters under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 a~~licable to the svstem which affect member and school em~lover . . . -  
contributions to the Public School Employees' Retirement Fund and the 
State Employees' Retirement Fund; revising provisions relating to 
annuitants of the Public School Employees' Retirement System or the 
State Employees' Retirement System who return to school service or State 
service; making conforming amendments; providing for other purposes; 
and making a repeal. 

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

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welco~ne to the hall of 
the House today, as the guests of the majority leader, his brother, 
Michael Perzel, and friends Dennis O'Neill and John Alviggi, here 
to the left of the Speaker. Will the gentlemen please rise. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
TO SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to Senate amendments 
to the following HB 215, PN 2882, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for personal and medical history 
information and for involuntary termination of parental rights. 

Mr. SATHER. Mr. Speaker, none whatsoever. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, in this bill, is the birth mother 

required to give- 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, yield. 
Conferences on the floor, please break up. The conferences in 

the vicinity of the gentleman, Mr. Sather, please break up. 
The gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in this bill, what are the duties of a birth mother 

after an adoption has taken place and her parental rights have been 
terminated? 

Mr. SATHER. This legislation would make it available to the 
birth parent, the birth mother, to update the information in the 
intervening time, medical history information. At the present time, 
they already have the opportunity - voluntarily - to provide the 
information at the time of adoption. 

Mr. COHEN. And this bill requires them to do it? 
Mr. SATHER. No, it is strictly voluntary; strictly voluntary. 
Mr. COHEN. There is no requirement in this hill? 
Mr. SATHER. There is no requirement. It is a "may." We were 

hopeful that through information being provided, public 
information, that this information will be disseminated through . 
means of contidentiality, maintaining confidentiality. 

Mr. COt1F.N. And if a birth mother does not do it, she will not 
be punished'? 

Mr. SATHER. That is absolutely correct. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 have no further 

questions. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amendments to Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph Ilurham I.loyd Schradei 
Allcn Egolr I.ucyk Schuler 
Argall Evans L.ynch Scrimenti 
Armstrong Fairchild Maitland Semmel 
Baker rajt Mqior Serafini 
Bard Fargo Manderino Shaner 

On the question, Barley Farmer Markosek Sheehan 
Hattisto Feese Marsico Smith, 8. Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House Bchko-Jones Fichter Marland Smith. S. H .  

amendments to Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. desire 
recognition ? 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
Will Mr. Sather consent to interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. You may 

begin. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, is there anything in this hill that creates criminal 

penalties for birth mothers after they give up their children'! 
Mr. SATHER. Could you repeat that, please, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, is there anything in this bill that creates the 

possibility of criminal penalties for birth mothers after they gi\e up 
their children? 

l..leagle McCall Snyder, D. W. 
Flick McGerhan Staback 

Birmrlin 
Hishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
H O ~ C S  
Hrown 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Bunton 
Calragiione 
Cappahianca 
Carn 
Carane 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Cibria 

McCill 
Melio 
M e i ~  
Michlovic 
Micovis 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
N!ce 
O'Hrisn 
Olasl 
Oliver 
Purrel 
Pesci 
I'diarca 

Stairs 
Stecl~nan 
Steil 
stem 
Sletlrr 
Stish 
Stcittfnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangetti 
Taylor, E. 7.  
laylor, J .  
rhomas 
1 igur 
Trsvaglio 
1.rrllo 
Trich 
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Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cbhen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpara 
Corrigan 
Cawell 
COY 
CUT 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dernpsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Danatucci 
Druce 

Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
LaCrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lrh 
Lescuvifz 
Levdans!q 

Petrnne 
Prttit 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pins 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramas 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robenr 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Roonry 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Lug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

King Mihalich Rieger Rudy 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
amendments to House amendments to Senate amendments were 
concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1468, PN 
2897, entitled: 

An Act providing for the establishment and regulation of individual 
and employer-provided medical care savings accounts. 

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

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Micozzie, desire 
recognition on this bill? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
HB 1468, as amended, provides for the establishment of a 

medical care savings account program in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 

Medical care savings account programs will allow account 
holders or their employers to purchase health plans with high 
deductibles and contribute to a medical care savings account which 
can be used to cover the cost of the high deductible. 

The contribution to the account and the interest eamed in the 
account will be exempt from State personal income tax if the 

account is used to cover eligible medical expenses. If the funds are 
not used to cover eligible medical expenses, withdrawals from the 
account will become subject to State personal income taxation and 
a 10-percent penalty. 

Eligible medical expenses include dental care, eye care, 
w 

long-term care, and the premiums on long-term insurance. 
Funds from the medical care savings account can be used for 

contributions to establish accounts for children of the account 
holder who have ceased to be dependent. 

Medical care savings accounts may be transferred to a new 
account and administrator if an account holder changes employers 
or employment is terminated. 

In the case of the death of the account holder, the account may 
be transferred to a spouse or a dependent or dependents. w 

The bill allows establishment of medical care savings accounts 
by individuals. Account administrators may be banks, trust 
companies, insurance companies, certified public accountants, 
attorneys, self-insured employers, and persons registered under the 
Pennsylvania Securities Act. 

The bill clarifies that cash contributions made by employers to a 

medical care savings accounts for their employees- Mr. Speaker, 
may I have some quiet? I cannot hear myself think. 

The SPEAKER. We can. 
Conferences on the floor, please break up. Conferences, please 

break up. 
The gentleman, Mr. Micozzie. 
Mr. MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The bill clarifies that cash contributions made by employers to 

medical care savings accounts for their employees will not subject 
their employees to a State income tax liability for such 
contributions. Individuals who establish their own accounts will be 
making such contributions from after-tax dollars unless additional 
legislative changes are made to the Tax Refonn Code. 

The interest on the accounts will be exempt from taxation for 
all account holders as long as the account is used for eligible 
medical expenses. The bill applies to tax years beginning 
January 1, 1997, and beyond. 

Medical care savings accounts have been frequently discussed 
at the Federal level, but no legislation has been enacted which 
would exempt such accounts from Federal taxation. Of course, 
without a change in the Federal tax treatment, the impact of the 
change in the State law will provide additional options in the 
insurance market, but the price inccntives will probably still favor 
traditional insurance programs in most cases at this time. 

If the Federal Government makes medical care savings 
accounts exempt from Federal taxation, individuals who currently 
have no employer-provided insurance will receive additional 
economic choices for individual insurance purchases, and 
employers who do not provide any health insurance cul~ently may w 
start providing high-deductible plans to their employees. Without 
knowledge of a potential Federal legislative change, it is 
impossible to estimate the secondaly effects on Pennsylvania's 
insurance purchasers. 

Additional responsibilities of the Insurance Department can be 
handled within existing resources. The Revenue Department will 
incur minor costs to comply with this bill. The bill requires an 
annual registration of $25 from account administrators, and there 
will be a negligible revenue increase in the General Fund from this w 
fee. 

I ask for your support for the medical savings accounts. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. I E X C U S E D 4  

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass tinally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now he taken. 

Adolph 
Allcn 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Hard 
Barley 
Batti~to 
Hcbku-Jones 
Brlardi 
Brlfanti 
Bir~nclin 
Bishop 
Blauln 
Boscola 
B0)25 
Bio\bn 
Brounc 
Bunt 
Butkovitr 
Bunion 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Carane 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymcr 
Cohen, I.. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Cnlafella 
Colaizm 
Conti 
Carncll 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
Curry 
Dalry 
Del .uca 
Dempsey 
Urn1 

Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fait 
1,'argo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Gcisl 
Grorac c. .- 
~lglltrlll 

Gladcck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitm 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluika 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hrnnrsrey 
Herman 
Hershey 
1 ICES 
Horse) 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
.ladlowirc 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
K r l i ~ x  
Kwney 
Kirkland 
Krchs 
Kukovich 
LaGrotla 
L a u ~ h l i n  

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
I.ynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markorek 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCsil 
McCirrhan 
McGili 
Mriio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micnzrie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nycc 
O'Bricn 
Ola7  
Oliver 
Perzcl 
Pcsci 
Petrarca 
Pztronc 
Pettit 
Phillips 
P~rtella 
Pills 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Rradslvar 
Rsbcr 
Rcinard 
Rohens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrrr 
Koonsy 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shanrr 
Shechan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. I<. 
Snyder, D. W 
Slaback 
Stain 
Stcelman 
Stril 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Slrittmallcr 
Slurla 
Surra 
Tangrctti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
I iguc 
Tra\aglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Ilorne 
VSO" 
Vitsli 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogao 
Worniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. M. N 
Yzwcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmcrman 

Ileimody L a \ v l e s  ~uhlev Zug 
DeWecsc Lederer Sainatu 
IliGirolamo Lrh Santoni Ryan. 
Oonatuccj Lescouil,. Sather Speaker 
Drucr Lodansky Saylor 

NOT VOTING-I 

King Mihalich Rieger Rudy 

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

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 497, PN 
2896, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania - 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for revocation or suspension of 
operating privilege, for reports by issuing authorities and for reports by 
courts; and making a repeal 

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

Mr. TAYLOR offered the following amendment No. A6571: 

Amend Title, page I, line 5, by inserting after "FOR 
duties of agents, for 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 14 through 16, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section I. Section 1318 of Title 75 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended by adding a subsection to read: 
5 131 8. Duties of agents. 

* * * 
(c) Liability-An agent of the department acting under this section 

shall not be liable to criminal  rosec cut ion or civil action arising from such 
action or for any damaees on account of any iniuw to a wrson or properly 
arising from such action. 

Section 2. Sections 1532(d). 1793(a). 6322 and 6323 of Title 75 are . . , . 
amended to read: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 7, line 7, by striking out "2" and inserting 
3 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 9, by striking out "3" and inserting 
4 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 12, by striking out "2" and inserting 
3 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is- 
The SPEAKER. -A6571. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment A6571 was not technically correct, Mr. Speaker, 

and we corrected that, and that has been submitted and hopehlly 
distributed. Ifnot, it will be. 
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RULES SUSPENDED 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to move to suspend the rules to 
have that considered, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. It is my understanding that you are requesting 
that the rules be suspended to permit you to offer amendment 6626, 
is it? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the motion 

of the gentleman, Mr. Taylor, to suspend the rules to permit him to 
offer amendment A6626. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Durham Lloyd Schroder 
Allen Egolf Lucyk Schulcr 
Argall Evans Major Scrimenti 
Armstrong Fairchild Manderino Semmel 
Baker Fajt Markosek Serafini 
Bard Fargo Marsica Sliar~er 
Barlev Farmer Masland Sheehan 
Banisto Feese McCall Smith, B. 
Bebko-Jones Fichter McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
Belardi Fleagle McGill Snyder, D. W 
Belfanti Flick Melio Staback 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cahen, 1.. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizo 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

Gamble 
Cannon 
(ieist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluika 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennesrey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
llkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledercr 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perlel 
Pesci 
Prtrarca 
Petrone 
Penit 
Phillips 
Pistell.3 
Pittr 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rebcr 
Reinard 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rwbuek 
Rohrer 
Rwney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylar 

Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stish 
Strittmatter 
Slurla 
Surra 
Tangrelti 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tiguc 
Travaglia 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vvme 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wdlko 
Washington 
Weugh 
Williams 
Wi~gan 
Worniak 
Wright, 1). R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yelvcic 
Youngblood 
7irnmerman 
%ug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Carone Krebs Maltland Strrlcnan 
Hanna Lynch w 

NOT VOTING-I 

King Mibalich Riegcr Rudy 

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

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

Mr. TAYLOR offered the following amendment No. A6626: 

Amend Title, page I, line 5, by inserting after "FOR" 
duties of agents, for 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 14 through 16, b), striking out all o f  said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1; Section 1318 o f  Title 75 of  the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended by adding a subsection to read: 
5 1318. Duties ofagents. 

* * *  

(cJ Liabil iw.-An ag.ent o f  the department acting under this section 

such action. 
Section 2. Sections 1532(d), 1793(aJ, 6322 and 6323 o fT i t le  75 are 

amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 7, line 7, by striking out "2" and inserting 

7 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 9, by striking out "Y and inserting 
4 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 12, by striking out "2" and inserting 
3 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Taylor, is recognized. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is intended to correct what we 

feel is a terrible problem in the city of Philadelphia with regard to 
lawsuits against people who are really not to blame. 

Currently, auto tag dealers, Mr. Speaker, who issue plates, who 
have the authority through the Department of Transportation, have 
been named as defendants in auto suits that they have nothing to do 
with. A few local businesses in my area are almost being run out 
of business because they have to go through the process of 
defending these suits. 

We have a precedent in Title 75, Mr. Speaker, where we limit 
the liability for auto inspectors, where if they are inspecting a 
vehicle on behalf of the department, they are not liable for an auto 
accident that would occur later. This has been a tool of the 
plaintiffs' bar to bring in more possible pockets for a plaintiff. It 
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has unduly affected some local businesses, and I think this 
amendment will correct this problem. 

I ask for your support of this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the lady from Philadelphia, 

Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the amendment agree to a brief 

interrogation '? 
The SPEAKER. He would. You may proceed. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, and I apologize if you have already explained it; 

I was trying to read the amendment as it was being distributed, but 
explain to me again who are the businesses or agents that we would 
be exempting under your amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the amendment talks about an 
agent of the Department of Transportation, and what that refers to 
are those businesses which issue vehicle registrations and 
temporary registrations for their vehicles. 

Ms. MANDERINO. This would not go to anybody who is 
doing a State inspection? 

Mr. TAYLOR. No, it would not, Mr. Speaker. As a matter of 
fact, that is a separate code section that has similar language. 

Ms. MANDERINO. If 1 went to an auto tag place to transfer an 
automobile and- Wait. Let me ask, do 1 understand that 
someplace like a temporary auto tag place would be covered by 
this? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. If 1 walk into an auto tags place 

with a vehicle which I have purchased and I have the title with me 
and the title has been signed on the back by thc prior owner, 
already signing it on to me, and while the law now requires that 
that person be in the room with me and that signature be notarized 
when I am in the room, and if it does not, of course, there is some 
liability, but I know as a practical matter that sometimes - because 
I had that happen to me, quite frankly - sometimes that does not 
happen, and my question is, if somebody does something at the 
auto tag store which they should not be doing, such as transferring 
a vehicle and giving new tags on a vehicle when the person who 
signed the back of the title is not in the room, would this 
amendment relieve them from any liability for that action? 

Mr. TAYLOR. No, i t  would not, Mr. Speaker. 
What we have in this situation is under section 1318 of 

Title 75, which deals strictly with the production of a document 
which verifies financial responsibility and does not go to a transfer 
of the title or go to who exactly is the owner of the vehicle. It is 
very specilic in naturc. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I have tinished my 
interrogation. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Gordner, seek 
recognition on this question? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to this amendment. 
In section 1318, it says that the duty of the agents of the 

Department of Transportation is to check on and verify financial 
responsibility prior to issuing any of these items. By this 
amendment, we are now saying that they are not liable for any 
actions or inactions that they do in regard to this, and again, they 
specifically have a responsibility to verify financial responsibility, 
which is something vely important for us here. Some of these folks 
are the ones that deal with fraudulent issuances of tags and other 

items, so I think to take away their responsibility and their liability 
is a bad idea. It is something that we should not be doing. 

So because of those reasons, 1 would argue that we should be 
against this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Clearfield, Mr. George. 
Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the gentleman, Mr. Taylor. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand for interrogation. 

You may begin. 
Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, is the purpose of this amendment, for an example, 

in a case where an issuing agent may have been provided 
information that would attest to the legitimacy of the transaction 
and for some reason would not be legitimate, such as proving that 
they had insurance and the insurance had been canceled? Is that 
the reason of your amendment? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, we had a discussion in caucus 
about the ability of someone to show up at an auto tag dealer's 
place of business and produce a valid card which shows that he had 
insurance, and he could go ahead and cancel that insurance the next 
day or produce what would amount to a phony card or a phony 
declaration sheet. The agent would comply with section 13 18. The 
person that produced that phony card or who canceled the 
insurance would then go out and, for example, rear-end somebody 
on 1-95 in Philadelphia, create an unbelievable accident, and when 
the plaintiff, the person, the victim there, goes to sue, they turn 
around and name the auto tag dealer as a defendant in the case. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment rise for a brief 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. He will. You may begin. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I understand exempting someone from liability if in fact there 

is not willful negligence, if it was just a miscalculation - there was 
a glitch in the computer; something did not come up properly -and 
1 believe those people would be covered under your amendment. 
Under your amendment though, also one of the fears I have is, I do 
not see an exemption for those who willfully are negligent. 

The guy who has got the comer place that issues licenses, who 
says, "Just come in and pay me an extra hundred bucks. Once a 
week I pass out a bad license. I don't check your stuff,'' and that 
person, one out of the thousand he has given out, somebody goes 
out and kills someone as a result of having that license. Should 
someone not be able to come back and have this guy be liable for 
a portion of that if he is willfully doing this, and is that covered 
under your amendment? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, under the section that we are 
amending, they must comply and they would go through sanctions 
by the Department of Transportation if they did not comply. 
Somebody who would do this willful fraud that you are talking 
about, it is our experience that [hey are probably not legitimate 
businesses as it is. It is the legitimate guy who is complying with 
all the requirements of section 1318 who is really getting hurt here, 
and because they are a legitimate business with assets, they are 
named in these auto accidents. 

Mr. STURLA. I understand that, and 1 would like to help 
protect the legitimate businessperson. The question is, the way the 
amendment is drafted, do I also protect the guy who is willfully 
negligent, and I believe that you do with that, and is there a way 
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we can change that drafling of that to do what I believe you 
intended to do and not do what, I believe, the amendment actually 
does ? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, we considered that. I have no way 
to tell how you make that distinction in this. I think that the 
department and the enforcement of section 1318 is sufficient. Even 
with that, I think if somebody is out and causes an accident, to 
impute that negligence back on a business owner is incorrect, and 
it is devastatine some local businesses in the Philadelohia area. 

Mr. S T U ~ A .  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Could I make a brief comment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. You may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, 1 believe the intent of this 

amendment is proper, but I guess I would like to see us get it 
drafted properly so that it does not allow for those people that are 
willfully out there doing this as a side business, that they would 
then be liable. I would hope that we would at least hold them 
accountable, and I guess I would ask that perhaps the maker of the 
amendment either withdraw it at this point in time or ask that the 
bill he held over so that he can change that amendment to address 
that concern. Thank vou. 

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

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly. The crime is not so much with the small 

businessperson, but the crime is to that innocent victim who is out 
on the road that gets hit by someone who does not have the 
financial responsibility because the agent did not care and just went 
ahead and issued the registration or the plate. That is where the real 
crime is. If you vote in favor of this amendment, then I hope you 
do not have to answer to anyone who is out there or driving in the 
streets of Philadelphia that does not have financial responsibility. 

I would urge the defeat of this amendment. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE I 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 

Lawrence, Mr. LaGROTTA, will be placed on lsave for the 
remainder of the day. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 497 CONTINUED I 
On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Ballisto 
Behka-Jones 
Belardi 
Beltanti 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Brown 

Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fecsc 
Fichtrr 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gunnon 
(isia 
George 
Gigliocti 
(iladrck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 

Leh 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 
McGrehan 
McGill 
Mrrr, 
Miconis 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schrodcr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Srrafini 
Sheehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Stcil 
Stein 
Stish 

Browne Hahay 
Bunt Haluska 
Butkovitr Harhan 
Cappahianca Hasay 
Chadwick Henneriey 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hrrshsy 
Clymrr Hers 
Calafella Horsey 
Conti Hutchinson 
Cornell ltkin 
coy 
DeLuca 
Dempscy 
Dent 
DiCirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Carn 
Carone 
Cawlq 
Cohcn. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colaino 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Curry 

Mayrrnik 

King 
LaGrotta 

Nyce 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Perrel 
Perci 
Peronr 
Prttit 
Phillips 
Pitts 
I'latts 
Preston 

Jadlowicc Ramos 
James Raymond 
Jarolin Readshaw 
Kaiser Reher 
Kcller Reinard 
Kenney Rohrcr 
Kirkland Roonry 
Kcebs Ruhley 
I.awless Santoni 
Lederer 

Dalcy Manderino 
~srmody Marknsrk 
DsWcesc Mclio 
Evans Michlovic 
Gamble Mundy 
Gordnrr Oliver 
Gruitza Petrarcs 
Hanna Rohens 
Joscphn Kvhinson 
Kukovich Roehuck 
Laughlin Sainato 
Lescovio Scrimenti 
1.svdansky Shanrr 
Lloyd Stahack 
Lucyk 

NOT VOTING-3 

Myers Pistella 

Mihalicl? Ricger 

Strittmattrr 
Surra 
Taylor. E. Z. , . 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
1ruc 

'ru 
l'ulli 
Vancs 
Van Horns 
Walko 
Wauzh " 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M.  N. 
Zicnmzrman 
Zug I 

Ryan. 
Spcakrr 

Stetler 
Sturla 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
l igue 
'1 ravaglio 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wasliingmn 
Willia~ns 
Yewcic 
Younghlood 

K"d> 

The majority having voted in the afimative, the question was 
determined in the aftinnative and the amendment h a s  agreed to. 

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

amended 7 W 

Mr. BAKER offered the following amendment No. A6572: 

Amend Title, page I, line 5 ,  by inserting atier "STATUTES," 
further defining "emergency vehicle": 

Amend Bill, page2, by inserting between lines I3  and 14 
Section I. The introductory paragraph o f  the definition of 

"emereencv vehicle" in  section 102 of Tit le 75 o f  the Pennsvlvania - .  
Consolidated Statutes is amended and the detinition is amended by adding 
paragraphs to read: 1 
6 102. Definitions. 

Subject to additional delinitions contained in subsequent provisions 
o f  t h i i  title which arc applicnhlr to bpecilic provisions o f  t h i i  rille, the 
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following words and phrases when used in this title shall have, unless the 
context clearly indicates otherwise, the meanings given to them in this 
section: 

* * * 
"Emergency vehicle." A fire department vehicle, police vehicle, 

sheriff vehicle, ambulance, blood-delivery vehicle, armed forces 
emergency vehicle, one vehicle operated by a coroner or chief county 
medical examiner and one vehicle operated by a chief deputy coroner or 
deputy chief county medical examiner used for answering emergency 
calls, one vehicle operated by the hazardous incident resmnse team, or 
any other vehicle designated by the State Police under section 6106 
(relating to designation of emergency vehicles by Pennsylvania 
State Police), or a privately owned vehicle used in answering an 
emergency call when used by any of the following: 

* * * 
(9) The commander and assistant commander of an 

organized scuba rescue team. 

medical examiner. 
* * * 
Amend Sec. I, page 2, line 14, by striking out " I "  and inserting 

2 
Amend S e c  I ,  page 2, line 15, by striking out "OF THE 

PENNSYLVANIA CONSOLIDATED STATUTES" 
Amend Sec. 2, page 7, line 7, by striking out "2" and inserting 

3 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 9, by striking out "3" and inserting 

4 
Amend S e c  3, page 7, by inserting between lines I I and 12 

( 2 )  The amendment of the definition of "emergency 
vehicle" in 75 Pa.C.S. 5 102 shall take effect in 60 days. 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 12, by striking out "(2)" and inserting 

131 
\-, 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 13, by striking out "(3)" and inserting 
(4) 

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

The SPEAKER. O n  the question, the gentleman, Mr. Baker. 
Mr. BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Unlike the last amendment, I believe this one is a bipartisan 

amendment.  It further clarifies and defines what an  emergency 
vehicle is and basically includes one  vehicle operated by the 
hazardous incident response team, the commander and assistant 
commander  of an  organized scuba rescue team, and a coroner or 
chief county medical examiner and one vehicle operated by a chief 
deputy coroner o r  deputy chief county medical examiner. 

Really, what precipitated this amendment was a problem in 
Tioga County where the State Police was fining a deputy coroner 
going to and from fatalities, and last week the court o f  common 
pleas ruled that the coroner is correct; he is able to run his vehicle 
with his lights. However, because o f  ambiguities in the current 
statute, it needs to  be  cleared up. This attempts to d o  that, and I 
would appreciate your support. Thank you. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to  the amendment? 

The  following roll call w a s  recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Brlardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 

Durham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderina 
Markasek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
Mctierhan 
Mctiill 
Melio 
Merw 

Schrodrr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Shrehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steclman 
Steil 

Boscola George Michiuvic Stern 
Boyes Gigliotti Micozzie Stetler 
Brown Gladeck Miller Stish 
Browne Godshall Mundy Strinmatter 
Bunt Ciordner Mvers Sturla ~ ~~~~ 

Butkovitz tiruitla Nailor Surra 
Buxton Gruppo Nickol Tanmetti 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Car" 
Caronc 
Cawley 
Chadrick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. 1.. I .  
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizm 
Canti 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
Curry 
Daley 
UeLuca 
Drmpsey 
Dcnt 
Dcrmody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolalno 
Donatucci 
Ilruce 

~ a b a y  Nycr 
Haluska O'Brien 
Hanna Olas~ 
Harhart Oliver 
Hasay Perzrl 
Hennessey Pesci 
Herman Petrarca 
Hershey Petronr 
Hess 1'snit 
Horsey Phillips 
Hutchinson Pistella 
ltkin Pitts 
Jadlowirc Platts 
James Preston 
J m l i n  Ramos 
Josephs Raymond 
Kaiscr Rradrhaw 
Krller Rcbcr 
Kenney Reinard 
Kirkland Roberts 
Krrbs Robinson 
Kukovich Roebuck 
1.aughlin Rohrer 
Laa less Rooney 
Lcdcrer Rublry 
Lrh Sainato 
I.e~covitz Santoni 
Levdansky Sather 
I.loyd 

. 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. J .  
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
lrello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
VCO" 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washinyon 
Waugh 
Williams 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N .  
Ycweic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Zug 

Ryan, 
Sneaker 

N O T  VOTING-l 

King Mihalich Rirger Rudy 
LaGiona 

The majority having voted in the aftirmative, the question was 
determined in the aftirmative and the amendment w a s  agreed to. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will  the House agree to  the bill on third consideration a s  

amended? 
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Mr. M. N. WRIGHT offered the following amendment No. 
A6573: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by inserting afler "PRIVILEGE," 
for visual and audible signals on emergency 
vehicles, 

Amend Sec. I ,  page 2, line 14, by insertingafter"1793(A)," 
457 1 (b) and (0, 

Amend Sec. 1, page 4, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
5 4571. Visual and audible signals on emergency vehicles. 

* * * 
(b) Police, sheriff, fire and coroner or medical examiner vehicles.- 

( I )  Police, sheriff, coroner, medical examiner or fire police 
vehicles may in addition to the requirements of subsection (a) be 
equipped with revolving or flashing blue lights. The combination of 
red and blue lights may be used only on official police, sheriff, 
coroner, medical examiner or tire police vehicles, except that one 
fire police captain and one fire police lieutenant of a volunteer fire 
dcpartmcnl rim, in ~ d d l r i u n  lo the red~ircmcntr <,I' r l ~ h > c a ~ ~ n  1.1 ,~  

eqwp ~ n c  p r l \ ~ l t l \  n u n t d  \eh~:lc UWJ In Jn.%scrmc' ,111 cnit,rscn:\ 
call with a combination of red and blue lights. All other privately 

by subsection (a). 
(2) Unmarked police and sheriff vehicles, used as 

emergency vehicles and equipped with audible waming systems, 
may be equipped with the lights described in this section. 

(3) Police, sheriff and fire vehicles lnay be equipped with 
a mounted rack containing one or more emergency waming lights 
or side mounted floodlights or alley lights or all such lights. 
* * *  
(0 Conformity with department regulations.-All equipment 

authorized or reauired bv this section shall conform to deoartment 
rzgulx!,,ns \,I pcrwn \h.%ll .e I r r ~ l l l ~ n  l h l \  t ' ~ ) n ~ ~ i h ~ n \ ~ ~ ~ ~ . I l i  (or UIC , ~ n d ~ c  
lh19 je;llun an\ e,ll8pmenl 11131 doe, not 2~~1110rnl 1.8 ~cp.+rtmcnt 
w ~ ~ l ~ t t u n ,  .\ ~:irr.+nt\ ~ ~ l ' t i l ~ ~ c ; ~  is% 3 p3r t1 :~l~r  pdpd.? % h ~  I 1)s ~n~pli<J 
1r1 all 2ontrx1, I'br the 53le t r t  crlulnnlcnt 2.tIll,rr ,cd dr rc~lillrc~l n\ lh 
,ca.nn, 2nd t h ~ r  \rdn,mt\ m.a\ I U ~  k s\: .~de;~ h\ i w r ~ , t ~  ill in r  ht.,.nr,n 
ofsellinr: e . d s  ofthat kind. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 7, by inserting between lines 1 1  and I2 
(2) The amendment of 75- Pa.C.S. 5 4571(b) and (f) shall 

take effect in 60 days. 
Amend Sec. 3. page 7, line 12, by striking out "(2)" and inserting 

(3) 
Amend Sec. 3, page 7, line 13, by striking out "(3)" and inserting 

(4) 

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

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

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, come along with an emergency vehicle amendment. This 

is a dilemma that sort of developed. 
The legislature had decided in the past that tire police shall 

have emergency status, but unfortunately, the old wording has been 
interpreted as fire police vehicles that are owned by a tire 
company. Now, most of our fire police, I would imagine for most 
of the members in this hall, are actually volunteer firemen that are 
fire police, and they use their own personal cars. So what my 
amendment does is it clarifies that. It still allows an official fire 
police vehicle, one that the fire company actually owns, and also 
allows the captain and the lieutenant's personal vehicle to also 

have the emergency status, and PennDOT supports this 
amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. DeLuca. 
Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman stand for interrogation, please? 

V 

It is my understanding that we are permitting private vehicles 
for the first time to be equipped - and these are tire vehicles but 
they are private vehicles - to be permitted the same red and blue 
lights that are presently permitted only for official use by liremen, 
by police officers, by deputy sheriffs. Is that my understanding? 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I cannot exactly answer that 
question, but I do believe in Mr. Baker's amendment before this 
we also just allowed it for coroners and scuba diving groups and all 
those other kinds of things. So I cannot exactly answer your w 
question, but I do believe presently there are some provisions for 
private vehicles. 

Mr. DeLUCA. It is not my understanding that we did do that in 
the last amendment, but let me say this: I have a fear out there with 
giving this authority to individuals for their private vehicles, 
especially when we hear news releases out there pertaining to + 

women being stopped by unofficial cars with red lights. We cannot 
designate who is going to have this. It is going to be thc tire 
companies. I think we are creating something that we probably - 
might hurt our volunteer fire organizations if we do have an 
incident where we do have a fire company designating a couple 
people or one person and one of these persons uses the vchiclc, this 
unofficial vehicle that is being designated with these lights, to 
perform some illegal act to stop son~ebody, and the way the news 
media plays this up, I think we could be providing a disservice to 
the volunteer fire companies that we have in our colnmunities. 

That ends my interrogation, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, may I 
speak on the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Go ahead. 
Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think this is a bad amendment. The intent is well 

taken by the maker of the amendment, but I think what we might 
create here is something that will be detritnental to our volunteer 
fire companies throughout this Commonwealth in the future if 
some incident happens out there becausc we pennit an unofficial 
car, a personal car, to be designated as an ofticia vehicle of the 
volunteer fire company. 

I think it is a bad precedent we are going to set here. I think it 
is going to be detrimental, and I would oppose this amendment. I 
ask you to think wholcheartedly on this before you support it. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Melio. 
Mr. MELIO. May I interrogate the prirnc sponsor of the 

amendment. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wright, indicates he will 

w 
stand for intel~ogation. You may begin. 

Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, presetltly the fire chief designates who drives 

these vehicles. Under your amendment, it says here that a police 
captain or a fire police lieutenant could decide that he wants to 
have the red and blue lights. Would they have to have the 
permission of the fire chief? 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I am not hmiliar enough 
with the fire police system. I believe the tire police are typically ‘rp 
members of the fire company, but 1 am not positive that they arc. 

Mr. MELIO. Well, you know, the precedent that would be set, 
Mr. Speaker, is that if the fire chief decided he did not want these 
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individuals to use these blue and red lights, the police captain and 
the police lieutenant could say, hey, the State allows us to do it, 
and I think that would set a bad precedent. I think that the fire chief 
is the one who sets the rules and it should remain that way. 

So I would ask my colleagues to oppose this amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wright, desires 
recognition. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The legislature in the past intended to allow the fire police 

captains and lieutenants, the officers, to have red and blue lights. 
That had been decided in the past. Unfonunately, the language was 
not such. I will submit to you that all of your fire police captains 
right now are using red and blue lights - they are, every one of 
them - and it was last year a decision came down that said they 
were not allowed because the actual law had been interpreted that 
it was only the official vehicles, the ones that are actually outright 
owned, by the language. 

So the fire police and the fire companies have asked to have 
this language corrected. There was a bill last session and this 
session. PennDOT has agreed that they believe that that was what 
the original intent was, and this is a corrective language. It is 
nothing new. All your fire companies right now, the fire police 
captains, are using on their cars right now red and blue, but 
technically they are not alloued. This will allow them to continue 
the practice. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Waugh. 
Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to support comments made by Representative 

Wright on this amendment and answer a couple of questions that 
came up earlier. 

First ofall, this is not precedent-setting. Currently red lights are 
used on private vehicles by our volunteers in the case of fire chiefs, 
deputy fire chiefs, assistant fire chiefs, and also in our volunteer 
ambulance squads in the case of captains and lieutenants. I u'ould 
agree with the colnmcnts of Mr. DeLuca regarding concerns, 
especially with some things that we have going on today, but 1 
really do not think this amendment is going to address those 
concerns. 

Representative Wright is correct. Today there are allowances 
made in volunteer sewice organizations for fire police officers to 
operate their private vehicles, with red and blue combinations. It 
has bccn happening over the last several years, and I think his point 
is well taken -that is. that we are trying to correct the law so that 
it applies to the practices that are in place today as opposed to 
trying to sct some son of a precedent. 

So I would encourage support. As (Bras I know, the volunteer 
service organizations would like to see this, and I would ask for a 
positive vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, for the first time on 
this question. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the aniendment stand for a brief 

interrogation '? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding, in talking 

to police and members of various departments in my district, that 
as you had pinted out, these types of lights are currently not 
allowed on private vehiclcs under the way the lam, is currently 
interpreted. Is that correct'? 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Yes. They believed at first that they were 
allowed. They were typically installed, and then a decision came 
down that otherwise said, no, that they are not allowed. 

Mr. STURLA. I do not have a lot of volunteer fire departments 
in my district. You will have to let me know. It was always my 
understanding that a blue flashing light indicated that it was a fire 
vehicle and that a red and blue flashing light indicated that it was 
a police vehicle. Is there some sort of designation about who gets 
blue, who gets blue and red, who gets yellow, who gets those 
various things? Is there any sort of standard out there that is set? 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I cannot exactly answer that 
question, but a red and blue light affords them the ability of 
emergency status, and I may not be technically correct, but they are 
afforded a lot more latitude in the law than if they just had a blue 
light. A blue light, I believe, is just more of a warning, and they 
have to still obey all the laws - stop at a red light, stay there, 
cannot go through a stop sign, do the speed limit - but it is a 
warning, and 1 believe the red and blue affords them the ability to 
come to an intersection, stop, then go through if it is acceptable, 
and encroach upon higher speeds and things like that. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. 
Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. And the purpose of a fire police chief is 

so they can get to the scene and assess the problems ahead of the 
rest ofthem. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I could make a comment, please'! 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I guess from a personal standpoint, I would rather see us allow 

a simple blue light to be afforded those abilities to go through a red 
light, to proceed in an emergency manner, and things like that so 
that I at least know the designation when there is somebody 
flashing behind me, whcthcr it is a police oMicer or a fire vehicle 
coming through. I have a little bit of concern about simply saying 
anybody who is a police captain or a lieutenant being able to put 
this on their privately owned vehicle. 

I am not sure - and perhaps again 1 will get back into one 
question, if the gentleman would care to answer it - if as a 
lieutenant in the volunteer fire company 1 have this on my private 
vehicle, is my 16-year-old son allowed to drive that private 
vehicle? 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I think the rules here only 
apply to the use of the lights. I do not have the benefit of staff, so 
my assu~nption is, it only pertains to the use of the lights. So would 
your 16-year-old son be allowed to drive the car? My assumption 
is yes. Would he be allowed to turn the lights on and respond'? Is 
he responding as the captain of the fire police? My answer would 
probably be no, unless he was the captain. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. 
If I could make one final comment. 
tlaving this son of thrust before us at this point in time, 1 know 

I have had several telephone calls about who gets blue lights, who 
gets red and blue lights, where the distinction is drawn, and I have 
not had enough time to son of look at where I believe the line 
ought to actually be drawn. I have some concerns about this, and 
I would appreciate it if we would vote "no" on this at this point in 
time, but I think it is something that we definitely need to address, 
and I would hope that we could address it in the future, but at this 
point in time, I am not convinced that this is the appropriate way 
to address it. Thank you. 



2414 LEGISLATIVE JOURKAL - HOUSE DECEMBER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Melio, for the second time on the question. 

Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, one of the things that I do in my district is attend 

the fire board meetings, and this has always been a heated topic, 
and the fire chiefs do not want the fire police to have anything 
other than a blue light. 

Now; if this amendment passes, I know from the experience 
that I have had with my volunteer firemen that they would disband 
the fire police, and that would he a tragedy for my area, and this is 
what would happen. 

postponement, what I would urge the membership to do is vote 
to postpone the hill and then vote on the amendment as the? 
best and we will take those issues up if and when the hill gets 
to the Senate. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, 

On the question recumng. 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

The foilowin_e roll call ua? recorded: 

MOTION TO PLACE BILL ON I YEAS-87 

THIRD CONSIDERATION 
POSTPONED CALENDAR 

Mr. MELIO. I am hearing so much misinformation ahoui who 
is and who is not that I would rather make a motion that we 
suspend this hill until they get some accurate information; 
otherwise, we could have some chaos. 

So 1 will make the motion that we pass over this bill until we 
can get some accurate rnformation from the speakers. Thank you, 
Mr. speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Bucks. Mr. Melio. moves 
that HB 497 be postponed. 

Kow. by postponed, Mr. Melio, I am assuming you mean it 
remains on the calendar for an indefinite period of time. It would, 
however, remain subject to o w  rules of 15 days. You understand 
that '? So I understand the motion. 

On that question - and I will recognize people - on that 
question. those in favor of the motion to postpone will vote in the 
affirmative; those against the motion will vote in the negative. 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman, Mr. Clark, from Juniat? 
County is recognized on the motion. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I would have a question. The 
motion to postpone, can that be limited to postponing the 
amendment as opposed to postponing the hill? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe hill were considered and passed. I do no1 
know what would happen. 

Mr. CLARK. Run that by me again, please. 
The SPEAKER. Well, let us assume we postpone the 

amendment and the hill passed. What would happen to the 
amendment Y 

Mr. CLARK. The amendment would he floating in free space 
and would probably die. 

The SPEAKER. That is right. 
Mr. CLARK. And that would suit me. 
The SPEAKER. Ah. No: I think it would be an inappropriate 

motion the way you have suggested it. 
Mr. CLARK. All right. 
Then I would urge the membership- This is a very impostant 

hill that we have been working on for a long time. It has wide 
suppost. And I sort of was in the Christmas spirit allowing people 
to Christmas-tree my bill, but if it is going to cause a 
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Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 
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On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

NOT VOTISG-I 

. Bishop 

EXCUSED-5 

King Xlihaiich Riegei Rudy 
LaGrorra 

The SPEAKER. On that questton, the Chalr recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Mayem~k. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you. 
May I ask the maker of the amendment to stand for 

to save our community, and we all want to be profiremen. But the 
thing is that the reason why the police moved away from having all 
red lights is because the firemen started having red lights, and now 
we have fire and police all having red lights and the citizens of this 
Commonwealth do not know which car to stop for because 
everybody has red lights. So the police, in response, moved to a 
combination light - red and blue. They moved to red and blue 
lights so they could be distinctively different to everyone in the 
Commonwealth, that it was a police car when you saw a red and 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wright. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Could you answer me who is requesting this 

amendment and why? 
Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. My fire police did, and they asked it 

because a couple of years ago when this was first enacted, it w% 
perceived that they would be able to use them and then a decision 
came that said they could not. 

Mr. MAYERWIK. Okay. It was perceived, but was it the intent 
of the legislature to permit them to do it, is the question, and nor 
the perception? The intent is really the issue. 

Mr. M. N. WRIGHT. Our research says that they believe the 
intent was; yes. 

Mr. MAYERNLK. That is research, but it is the intent of this 
body that counts, not the research. 

Mr. M. K. WRIGHT. Well, I do not know, you know, myself, 
I cannot remember it. 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Okay. 
The designation right now of fire police, are they allowed tc 

have iights on their vehicles now? 
Mr. M. K. WRIGHT. Yes; yes. Right now they are allowed to 

have blue lights, which are a waming light. All the fire police 
vehicles are allowed to have hlue lights, and what this does is 
allow the captain to get there quicker to assess the problem and to 
afford them the ability to have the emergency status. 

Llr. MAYERSIK. 1 would like to make a comment on the 
amendment, if I could, .Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to oppose this amendment. 
I remember the day when we just had red lights for police 

vehicles, and a lot of us are old enough to remember when police 
cars just had red lighs and firemen had blue lights. And then wha* 
happened is the firemen decided that they also wanted red lights, 
so we permitted the firemen to have red lights also - rhe fire chief 
and the fire captain, I believe it was - so we permitted them to 
have red lights. Well. now uhat happened. evevbody started 
having red lights hecause the police could not police the firemen 
having red iights, and it is pretty tough for us :o say no to the 
firemen because they do such a good joh and they risk their lires 

hlue light. 
I am concerned that if we pass this amendment tonight, that 

everyone will be moving, all the firemen again - and we love the 
firemen - will be moving to red and blue lights. And then what do 
we do with police to distinguish them? Xow we have red  blue, 
yellow, green, and a Chrisunas tree? Come on now. Let us stop 
this nonsense. It is Christmas, but we do not want to give them 
Christmas tree lights. 

So I think that we should defeat this amendment, even though 
it is well intended by the gentleman, Mr. Wright. Aml, yes, I want 
to help the firemen and so do you, but if we continue to give 
everybody, the police and the fire, all the same color lights, the 
citizens of the Commonwealth will not know the difference. That 
is why we drew the line and have police have red and hlue lights. 

So 1 would ask you to defeat this amendment so that we can 
have a standard that we can adhere to in this Commonwealth and 
that everyone will know that it is a police vehicle behind them. 
And, yes, we still love the firemen, and, yes, we want to help the 
firemen, but we do not want to confuse the public. 

I would ask for a negative vote on this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 

Mr. Wozniak, for a brief statement. 
Mr. WOZKIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In brevity, I am going- I am hearing everybody say roll it. 
But the truth of the matter is, I have been here a number of 

years and we want to make everybody happy, and if they want 
lights, we put them on the hood of their car or on the top of their 
truck, and then people blink them and they go through red lights 
and all these things. Sometimes we joke about it and say, maybe 
the people that are not anybody should have the lights ;uK1 the 
people that are imponant should not have lights so we know what 
to do. 

I have to agree with Representative Mayemik and ask for 
opposition of this. I think there is enough confusion out there as it 
is. And maybe someday Representatives might have lights on their 
cars, too, and be able to turn around in those areas that say 
"Official Vehicles Only" and stuff -- and Senators, too. But I think 
none of my volunteer fire company people have asked me for more 
lights, and they ask for a lot of things, but this has not been one of 
them. 

So I would appreciate--- We do not want them to go out and 
spend a couple hundred bucks for things they really do not want 
but they will have to have because we said they can have them. 

So thank you, Mr. Speaker. Let us oppose this. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Kaiser. 
Mr. KAISER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I know Mr. Wright has good intentions with this piece of 

legislation, but this reminds me of a piece of legislation that we did 
last session. I was prime sponsor of a bill that had to do with 
humane officers, and in Allegheny County. in the Pittsburgh area, 
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I came across some humane officers that had their cars looking just 
like police cars. You could not tell the difference. There was one 
van in Baldwin Borough that looked exactly like a police van, and 
there was no legislation that allowed those individuals to do that. 

I have to admit Mr. Wright's heart is in the right place, but 
unfortunately, when you start giving these lights to everyone, you 
are going to have problems. I know myself, I have six volunteer 
fire companies and I have not received any request for this. 

So I think his heart is in the right place, but unfortunately, I 
cannot support his amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER.   he gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Civera. 
Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am amazed at some of the arguments that I have 

heard here today. We are not giving anything new that they already 
do not have. Being active in the fire community, the tire police and 
the captains have had these types of lights on their vehicles for 
many, many years, and what happened was that it was either a 
local ordinance or somebody challenged something and it 
was not addressed in the current law, and I think what 
Representative Wright is doing is putting the language in there so 
it cannot be challenged. 

But this General Assembly today, if they vote in favor of the 
Wright amendment, is not giving something new that is not already 
out there. The captains of the fire police have had the blue and red 
lights for many, many years in the different boroughs and 
townships of the Commonwealth. So I mean, to look at it and say, 
well, we are giving Christmas trees or we are doing this or they are 
looking like police cam, I have never seen a fire police vehicle that 
says Harrisburg Police Department or whatever borough 
you are from and refers to a police department. These are people, 
Mr. Speaker, that volunteer their time, that do not get paid $1, and 
that if a major accident or a fatality happens in your legislative 
district -okay? - they come out at all hours of the night and have 
to get to the accident, and they use these lights to do so. 

So I do not think we are giving something all of a sudden that 
is brand new. I think Mr. Wright's intentions are exactly right. 
What he is saying is, he is putting the proper language in the law 
to allow what already exists to be done. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. WAUGH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to try to maybe clear up some of the 

misunderstanding or questions that have been raised on this issue 
here this afternoon. 

First of all, the difference between some of the various lights- 
And I heard the statement about Christmas and Christmas trees and 
all the different colors of lights, and sometimes it seems that way, 
I guess, when you see an accident along the road and you notice all 
the various lights, but the bottom line is, each of those lights has a 
reason for being there and each designates a particular individual 
on that situation. For example, if you see a vehicle with white and 
red lights, that is a piece of fire apparatus. If you see a vehicle with 
a green light, that is a command post vehicle. If you see a vehicle 
with a yellow light, it is probably either a snowplow or a tow truck. 
I could go on. I will not. 

A blue light only is a courtesy light. It is not a light that by law 
commands respect from the traveling public. What 1 mean by that 
is, if a blue light comes up behind you, you are not required by law 
to pull to the side of the road and yield the right-of-way. It is a 
courtesy light; it is a light that is allowed with the permission of the 
local fire chief and the local fire chief only. He is responsible to see 

that his crew use that courtesy light in a legal and respectable 
manner. 

What Representative Wright's amendment today would do is 
correct a misunderstanding in language that was created in a 1993, j 

V 
I believe it was, revision to regulations in this code. The revision 
created some confusion on the part of police departments - I am 
talking about law enforcement police officers - with regard to who 
could operate red and blue lights. The fact is, as some of the others 
on this side have stated, fire police officers, not tire police as a 
whole, but elected, duly elected officers - that is, captains and 
lieutenants of the fire police company - have been operating with 
red and blue lights for many years. They have becn doing it with 
the understanding that it was legal, and I truly believe, to answer .J 
Mr. Mayernik's question, that it was the intent for that to be legal. - 
That has always been the understanding in the fire community. 
Individuals who run red and blue lights are duly elected lire 
officials from your community organization. They are not a bunch 
of cowboys trying to load up their vehicles with all different colors 
oflights. 

The other difference is, they can operate audible signals :. 

along with visible signals; meaning, they can have sirens. They 
become an official emergency vehicle which you must yield the 
right-of-way to when they come up behind you or you meet them . 
at an intersection. This is simply a clarification. It is not an 
addition. 

I would ask your support. Thank you. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

The SPEAKER. Strike the vote. 
The gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, I apologize; I did not see you 

ask for- 
Mr. KUKOVICH. I will be brief, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to ask Representative Melio just two or three 

questions. 
1 love that smile. It just makes me feel warm all over, but I * 

wouldjust like t e  
The SPEAKER. Mr. Melio's smile or mine'? 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Yours of course, Mr. Speaker, not that 

Tony's is not nice also, but- 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Melio has spoken twice on this subject. I 

waived him off and now you are going to waive him on. 
Go ahead. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, may I proceed? Y!! 
The SPEAKER. Go ahead. 
Do you know the questions you are to ask yet? 
Mr. KUKOVICH. I have got it figured out; sure. 
1 have been listening to the debate, and so far I have not heard 

either side of the argument talk about PennDOT's position. Are 
you aware of whether there is an official PennlIOT approval of this 
proposal? 

Mr. MELIO. Mr. Speaker, I would be surprised if PennDOT J approved this. This is news to me. I would like to see that in d 

writing. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. In the past on a lot of these issues, because 

of the existence of the firefighters caucus, I have noticed on a 
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number of positions there always seems to be unanimity between 
both sides; it has bccn very nonpartisan. I might have missed- I 
am not sure of where the various chairs of the fire caucus stand on 
this particular issue. 

Mr. MELIO. Well, that is what is confusing to me, 
Mr. Speaker. We have both members of the fire caucus chairmen 
here, the two cochaimcn. One says yes; one says no. And that 
brings up the point that I tried to make earlier, that there is too 
much confusion, and if they do not know, then how can the 
members he expected to vote on such an important amendment? 

I just feel very strongly, Mr. Speaker, that this is too important 
to pass it, you know, to just vote on this today unless you have all 
the facts, and we do not have the facts. You have some 
Representatives saying that it is allowed. I know that in my district 
it is not allowed. They are not allowed to use red and blue lights, 
and it would create a big problem with our fire chiefs. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. He has answered 
all my questions. I have no hrther interrogatories. 

The SPEAKER. I am sure he has. 
Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Raker 
Bard 
Barley 
Belardi 
Bellinti 
Birmelin 
Boscula 
I3rown 
Brownr 
Butkovit~ 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Carone 
('awlcy 
Chadwick 
Cibcra 
Clark 
Clymer 
Dzrnpssy 
Dent 
Ditiirulamo 
1)rucr 
Durham 
rg"lr 
Fairchild 
Fargo 

Farmer 
F C S S ~  
Fichtrr 
Flraglr 
Flick 
Gennori 
Geist 
George 
tiladeck 
Gordner 
tiiuppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hrnnrssey 
Herman 
Hcrshry 
Hrss 
Hone) 
Hotchinson 
Jadlorirc 
Kcllcr 
Kcnncy 
Krebs 
Kukouich 
Lederer 
Leh 
I.CECOV~~ 

I.loyd 
lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
McCall 
McGeehan 
M c q  
Miller 
Nailor 
Nick01 
Nycc 
Perrsl 
Prsci 
Prttil 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pitti 
Platts 
Raymond 
Roh~ns 
Kohrrr 
Kubley 
Sainulo 
Sathrr 
Sa, lor 

Battisto Dermody Mayrrnik 
Bcbko-Joncs DcWrrse McGill 
Bishop Donatucci Melio 
Blaum Evans Michlnvic 
Boyrs Fajt Micanis 
Runt Gamble Mundy 
Cappabianca Ciglioni Myers 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Ssmlnrl 
Scrafini 
Smith. 6. 
Smith, S. t l .  
Snyder. D. W. 
Stahack 
Stern 
Stish 
Strinmaner 
Surra 
Taylor. E. %. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigur 
Trich 
True 
lu l l i  
Vance 
Vilali 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Wright. M. N. 
Ximmeiman 
Lug 

Santoni 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Sletlrr 

I 
Cam 
Cohcn, L. I 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Co la im  
Conti 
Corncll 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowrll 

COY 
Curly 
Dalcy 
Ilel.uca 

Codshall O'Hrien 
Gruilra Olasr 
Hanna Oliver 
ltkin Petrarca 
James P~.tronr 
Jaralin Preston 
Jasephs Ramos 
Kaiser Readshaw 
Kirkland Reber 
Laughlin Reinard 
Lawless Robinson 
Levdansky Roebuck 
Mandrrino Rooney 

NOT VOTING-1 

King 
Latirotta 

Mihalich Kieger 

Sturla 
'Tangetti 
Thomas 
Trello 
Van Horne 
V a n  
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Rudy 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the aftirmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass tinally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Blaum, on final 
passage. 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose HB 497. 
In 1988 we passed legislation - the first in the country to do so; 

other States have followed suit - in which we enacted a 90-day 
license suspension for anyone under the age of 21 who would 
knowingly and intentionally consume, transport, purchase, attempt 
to purchase alcoholic beverages. When we did this, the statistics in 
1988 and in the early 1990's when we were still keeping track of 
them a n d  I am sure the department still keeps track of them, but 
1 have not looked at them in a couple of years - alcohol-related 
traffic accidents were the number one a n d  1 assume they still are 
t h e  number one killer of teenagers. 

We enacted the 90-day license suspension and we thought what 
we would see would be a tiny incremental drop, a gradual decline 
in the number of alcohol-related fatalities involving teenagers, 
because now for the first time the teenagers themselves were going 
to put something at risk when they went out and violated the 
underage drinking laws of Pennsylvania, that for the first time they 
were going to put at risk their driver's license. Well, we did not see 
a small incremental drop in the number of traffic accidents 
involving teenagers. We saw a large drop the first year as licenses 
across Pennsylvania began to be suspended for 90 days. 

When we were developing this legislation, Representative 
Mario Civera and myself, when we were developing this 
legislation, the alcohol counseling community came to us and said 
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we should require alcohol counseling for the kids, and we said, that 
is a good idea; we will do that, but not in place of the revocation of 
the driver's license. And so on the first offense, we permitted the 
magistrate to also send the teenager to alcohol counseling for a 
violation in addition to the 90-day suspension. On the second 
offense, the magistrate is required to sentence not only the 
additional suspension but also to send the teenager for alcohol 
counseling. 

HB 497 for the first time reduces the penalties for underage 
drinking in Pennsylvania. Now, when we go through what we went 
through for the last 9 months, certainly there are a lot more serious 
crimes that anyone can commit in Pennsylvania than underage 
drinking, but this little law has worked successfully for 7 or 
8 years, and I do not believe that we should he reducing the 
penalties, making the penalties on underage drinking softer, if in 
fact on the first offense the teenager goes into counseling, instead 
of 90 days the suspension would only he for 45. 

The 90-day suspension some people may think is tough. 
Certainly the teenagers think it is tough. Well, Representative 
Civera and I wanted it to he tough. So did the House and so did the 
Senate and so did the Governor when he signed it into law making 
Pennsylvania the first one, and now you know that State after State 
after State, they are suspending driver's licenses for almost 
anything. Why? Because it gets the teenager's attention. 

This bill lessens the penalty for underage drinking. These kids 
do not mind going to counseling classes, and if these counseling 
classes- And I think there is a dam good place for these 
counseling classes, which is why on the first offense the 
magistrates can order it; right now they can order it. On the second 
offense they must order it, but we need not reduce the penalty for 
underage drinking from 90 to 45 days because some teenagers may 
not like it. It is working. It has made a difference in the alcohol 
fatalities. Not that some of these kids have stopped drinking 
underage - none of us are naive enough to believe that - but if they 
are doing it, they are doing it in circumstances which are more 
safe. 

We should not- There is nothing out there that tells us that 
we should reduce the penalties for underage drinking in 
Pennsylvania. The current law has a 90-day penalty, plus it 
provides for counseling. Let us not lessen the penalties by adopting 
HB 497. It is not broken, and, please, let us not reduce these 
penalties. 

I ask for a negative vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence and 

adds the gentleman, Mr. STRITTMATTER, to leave for today. 
Without objection, the leave is granted. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 497 CONTINUED I 
On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution. the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Ba l l i ~ to  
Belardi 
Brlfanti 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Hunt 
Butkovitr 
Buxton 
Caltagironr 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohsn, L. I. 
Colafella 
Colairro 
Conti 
Cornell 
Coy 
DeLuca 
Dcmpsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

Rehko-Jones 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscnla 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Civcra 
Cohen, M .  
Corpora 
Corrigan 
C o r r l l  
Curry 
Dale) 
D rWr rs r  

Markosek 

King 
L:ltir,~tta 

Durham I.rdrrcr 
Egolf L.rh 
Fairchild L r s c u v i t ~  
Fargo ILynch 
Farmer Maitland 
Frrsr Major 
Fichter Marrico 
Fleagle Masland 
Flick McCall 
Gamble McGeehan 
Cannon McCiill 
t icist Merry 
George Michlovic 
Gigliotti Micwzie 
Gladcck Mil ler 
Godshall Nailor 
Gordner Nickol 
G r u i t u  Nycr  
Gruppo O'Brisn 
Habay Olasr 
Harhait IbrzcI 
Hasay I'ssci 
Hennrsse) Petrnne 
Herman Prttit 
Hershey Phillips 
I less Pitts 
Horsey Platls 
Hutchinson Readshaw 
Jadlowiec Kshcr 
Keller Krinard 
Kennry Robens 
Krebs Robinson 
Kukovich Rohrcr 
1.aughlin Kubley 
Lawless Sainato 

Evans Mcl io  
Fajl Mundy 
Haluska Myers 
Hanna Oliver 
l tk in Petrarca 
James Pistella 
Jarolin I'rcston 
Joseph: Kamos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Kirkland Roebuck 
Levdansky IRoonry 
ILlo!.d Scrimenti 
L u g  k Shnliri 
Mandsrino Sleticr 
Ma)crnik 

Santoni 

Schuler 
Srrnlnsl 
Srratini 
Shcehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H .  
Snyder. I). W. 
Stahack 
Stairs 
Strelman 
Slcii 

w 
Slrrn 
Slish 
Suira 
'Taylor. E. L. 
Taylor. .I. 
l i g u c  
True 
l u l i i  
Vatice 
Van Hornc 
Vitali 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Wright. M. N. 
/immerman 
Lug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Slurla 
l'angrrtti 
l'homas 
lmvagl io  
1re110 
l r ich 
Vron 
Walko 
Washington 
Wil l ia~ns 
Wozniak 
Wright. I). K 
Yerc ic  
Yuunghlood 

NOT VOTING-I 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
aff~rmative, the question was detennined in the atfirmalive and the w 
bill passed finally. 

Ordered. That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
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HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Kaiser, seek 
recognition? 

Mr. KAISER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to know if you have any idea how many pieces of 

legislation we have to run. I know several members back here in 
the Allegheny County delegation have to catch a plane to go back 
home, and if we are going to be in late, are we going to have a 
dinner hour Y 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is unable to advise you. 
I will yield at this time to the majority leader for his best guess. 

A lot, of course, will depend on the length of debate. This past bill 
took at least a half hour longer than it might have. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is our intention to run Envirotest next. After 

that, we would do 11B 337, two resolutions - there are no 
amendments on HB 337 - two resolutions, and that would be it, 
Mr. Speaker. 

STATEMENT BY MR. GAMBLE 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, a point of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of personal 

privilege. 
Mr. GAMBLE. You mentioned about cutting the debate. If this 

House is really serious about cutting debate and getting to the meat 
around the bone on all these issues, we will take this camera and 
this camera out of this House, and it is, you know, it is common. 
We are all guilty of it. We are on the tube. We do not need to be on 
the tube. We have newspapers. And we can cut all of this 
extracurricular out and get to the issues much quicker if it is not 
here, and I would hope somebody would consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fajt, is recognized. 
Mr. FAJT. I was waiting for the microphone to be turned on, 

Mr. Speaker. 
1 wanted to correct the record. I just wanted to know if this was 

the proper time? 
Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, on HB 1929, amendment 6159, 1 

would like to he recorded as voting "no." Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to H E  48, PN 2928, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further defining "pedalcycles"; further providing 
for handicapped plate and placard, for veteran plates and placard, for the 
operation of pedalcycles on Commonwealth highways, for pedalcycle 
helmets, for the use of hearing impairment devices and for hand and arm 
signals; repealing thc Pedalcycle Helmet Fund; providing for the 
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establishment of the Pennsylvania Pedalcycle and Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee; further providing for exemption from surcharge; providing 
for authorization for the Governor to transfer funds from the 
Catastrophic Loss Benefits Continuation Fund and funds from 
continuing appropriations for hazardous waste control to satisfy litigation 
awards, and all costs associated with litigation involving a centralized 
emission inspection contract; and deleting authority for centralized 
emission inspections. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments 7 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Kukovich seeks recognition. To 
interrogate Mr. Melio? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. No. My interrogation of Mr. Melio is 
complete. 

The SPEAKER. I see. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. But you could still smile again if you would 

wish. 
The SPEAKER. Thank you. 
The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, hlr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 have had a brief chance to look at the letter of 

intent surrounding this legislation and the agreement between the 
parties - the company, Envirotest, and PennDOT and the 
Governor's Office - and I have listened, at least partially, to the 
Senate debate, and a number of questions are still unanswered, and 
that puts me and I think the chamber on the horns of a dilemma. 

As you know, I was in opposition to this plan back in 1992, and 
back in 1994 we eventually overrode the Governor's veto. I would 
point out that in no way is this a partisan issue. 1 was very critical 
of the Casey administration, who got us into this mess, and I do 
think that maybe if the Ridge administration had acted a little more 
expeditiously u,hen they had come in, we would not be in this 
position today. 

But be that as it may, we are stuck as a legislative body in a 
difficult situation. There have been a couple of contracts regarding 
this company that have been done without our input, without our 
awareness until it is too late - one in the previous administration 
and now one in this administration - and I think when we look at 
the overall amount of money being asked for if we were to concur 
in this bill, I have yet to see the merits of this overall amount. 

Now, 1 think we are legally obligated whether we like it or not, 
and I think we do owe this company something. Quite frankly, the 
sooner we get this company out of this State, the better OR. They 
have been a cancer and a blight on this State since they weasled 
their way in with this contract, but we have an obligation to make 
sure we do the right thing. Until we see the independent audit by 
Ernst and Young w h i c h  I have not seen and 1 have only heard 
mentioned during Senate debate - until we find out what the details 
are and whether there have been appropriate appraisals of all the 
property involved and until we have an understanding as to 
whether or not Envirotest actually did what they should to mitigate 
their damages going back over a year ago, I would remind my 
:olleagues that as of at least November 15 of 1994 when we 
overrode Casey's veto, a reasonable party would have known that 
hey had to mitigate their damages, that this program was not going 
to go on as originally created by that contract. That being the case, 
they should have cut back on whatever losses may accrue. It 
appears from reading the newspaper. from following their actions, 
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that they did the opposite, and that was try to pad the bill so the 
State would have to pay for this. 

I think until we get full disclosure, until we understand what is 
really due, we should not support this bill. I think there is probably 
a more reasonable way to go. 

I would also suggest some people might say, well, the contract 
says we have to pay a certain amount, $25 million, by the end of 
the year. There is language in the letter of intent that says if both 
parties agree, they can extend this. The reality is, if there are two 
people on either side of a lawsuit and they realize that they are not 
going to get paid anything unless the legislature approves it, and 
we come back and say that it is not imperative that we do 
something today, that they are still going to want to get paid and 
they will try to work something out more reasonable to gamer our 
support. 

So there are options available to us, and I would suggest that 
we do not concur and we take a look at what I think is a more 
reasonable action, which I would hope would be offered hefore we 
close business today. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I understand that we have under this agreement 

or letter of intent an obligation to make a payment of about 
$25 million on January 2 of 1996, but that the second payment is 
not due until July 31 of 1996 and that that payment is in the 
amount of approximately $44 million. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether this is a good agreement 
or whether it is not a good agreement. I had an opportunity to hear 
a briefing from the Secretary of Transportation last week. He 
represents that this is a good deal and it is the best we are going to 
get and we had better take it, and I do not have any basis for saying 
that that is not correct. I am very concerned, however, with how we 
are proposing to fund this agreement. 

The first piece, the first payment, the payment which is due on 
January 2, is proposed to come from a surplus in the Hazardous 
Waste Control Fund, and that surplus has been identified at almost 
$29 million. So after the January 2 payment has been made, there 
will he $3 million to $4 million left in that fund toward the 
payment which is due in July. 

My concern is with the second funding stream, which is the 
CAT Fund (Catastrophic Loss Trust Fund). Now, some members 
were not here in 1988 and 1989 when we abolished the CAT Fund 
and we came up with a procedure to pay off the debts or the claims 
of people who had been hurt when the CAT Fund was in effect, 
and that procedure is a series of surcharges on a variety of traffic 
offenses. Many of us have had to justifL to constituents 
periodically why it is that for what they consider to be a relatively 
minor traffic offense, they have got anywhere from a $30 to a $300 
surcharge imposed on them for the CAT Fund, and we have been 
able to make an argument that there is a rational connection 
between bad driving and the problem of people who are injured in 
traffic accidents. The alternative would have been in 1988 or 1989 
to have raised taxes, and we did not want to do that. 

Based on the Insurance Commissioner's report under the CAT 
Fund, we would have enough money from those surcharges by the 
year 2001 to eliminate the surcharges or, for those who are looking 
for an added funding stream for the Motor License Fund, 
to shift those surcharges into fine money and let that go into the 
Motor License Fund. 
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As I understand the proposal which is before us, however, 
we are going to take after that initial payment out of the 
Hazardous Waste Fund and what little hit is left over of the 
$3 million to $4 million, all of the rest of this ageement is going w 
to be financed by taking money from the surcharges out of the 
CAT Fund, and that that means that the CAT Fund surcharge is 
going to have to remain in effect until around 2008 to 2009. 

Now, even that might not be so bad if we were to change the 
name to be the auto emissions surcharge, but espccially for those 
of us who live in the part of the State which is not in the emissions 
program or was not in the emissions program, is not going to be in 
the emissions program under the new program, we are now going 
to have to try to justify to our constituents why wc are imposing a 
surcharge on their moving violations to help pay to settle an w 
agreement to get out of a testing program to which they were never 
subject. 

I think we ought to have an opportunity to take a little closer 
look at this, and I recognize that, you know, there is an agrccmmt. 
that there is a problem ~r i th  contractors who need to bc paid, that 
there is the potential for bankruptcy for Envirotest, but even if this i 

agreement passes as is, Envirotest and thc claimants will not get 
any more than $25 million until after the end of this liscal year. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the solution is to amend this bill. + 

I think what we ought to do is to change this bill and to say we will 
let that first payment oT $25 million go forward out of the 
Hazardous Waste Fund but that that is all we are obligated to pay 
until we have had an opportunity to look at the audit which was 
done by Emst and Young and until we have had an opportunity 
through the budget process next year to determine whether wc need 
to take this money out of the CAT Fund, whether there is money 
in the Rainy Day Fund or there is some other method to pay for 
this. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that is a reasonable compromise. I think 
that takes care of the contractors. I think that takes care of the only 
payment that we are going to make before the end of the fiscal 
year. 

- 
RZOTJON TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I think that amendment ought to he 
considered, and in order to allow that amcndtnent to be considcrcd, 
I move to suspend the rules for the purpose of offering amend~nent 
A6637. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, moves that the 
rules of the House be suspended to pennil him to offer amendment 
A6637 to I-IB 48. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question of suspension of the rules, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman. Mr. Perrel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The Governor's Oftice has negotiated an entire agreement, 

Mr. Speaker. In order for us to save what we are told is hundreds 
of millions of dollars, we have to do this now; we have to do it 
before the -3 1st of this month. Hopefully this is the last day we are 
here for the rest of this month, and I would urge a "no" vote. I 

The SPEAKER. On the question. those in favor of suspension 
of the rules to permit the gentleman. Mr. Lloyd, to offer an 
amendment will vote "aye"; those opposed, "nay." 
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On the question recumng, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Ballisto 
Behko-Jones 
Brlardi 
Belhnti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawlcy 
Cohen, M .  
Colafclla 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowrll 
Coy 
Curry 
Ilaley 
IleLuca 
Drnnody 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstmng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Rirmclin 
Boyes 
Brown 
Hrounr 
Hunt 
Butkovitr 
Caronc 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cl)mer 
Coben, I.. I. 
Colaino 
Conti 
C'ornell 
Deinpscy 
Dent 
DiGirulamo 
Urufe 
Durham 
I:goIf 

DeWeese 
Donatucci 
Evans 
Fajt 
George 
Gigliolli 
Gordner 
Gruitla 
Iialuska 
Ilanna 
ltkin 
J a m s  
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 
L.escovilz 
I.svdansky 
Lloyd 

Fairchild 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichtcr 
Flcagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gcist 
(iladrck 
Godshall 
(iruppo 
Habay 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hcnnessey 
Herman 
lirrshsy 
11sss 
Hulchinson 
Jadlo\\irc 
Kr l l r r  
Kcnnzy 
Krcbs 
Lau less 
lederer 
I c h  

Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayrrnik 
McCall 
Michlovic 
Myers 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Pctrarca 
Prtrone 
Pistella 
Preaon 
Kamos 
Readsha\+' 
Robens 
Robinson 
Rwnry 
Sainalo 
Santoni 

I.ynch 
Mailland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Mciry 
Micouie 
Mi l l r r  
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Bri~cn 
P r r ~ e l  
Petlit 
Phillips 
Pitts 
Platts 
Raymond 
Reher 
Rrinard 
Rohier 
Ruble? 
Sather 
Saylor 

NOT VOTING-5 

Roebuck 

Scrimenti 
Shanrr 
Staback 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
l'angretli 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Tcich 
Van Hornr 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Worniak 
Wright, I). R. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Schroder 
Schulrr 
Semrnrl 
Srrafini 
Shsehan 
Smith. R. 
Smith. S. ti. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Stairs 
Steslman 
Stcil 
Stern 
Siish 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1 
Tiguc 
True 
l u l l i  
Vancs 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Wright. M.  N. 
Zimmrnnan 
Lug 

Williams 

King Mihalich Rudy Strinmaner 
LaGrona Rieger 

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 retuning, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield, Mr. George. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I assure you, my friend, that I am neither here for the cameras 

and that I am facing the back wall, but I think this has to be said. 
I was not in favor of the centralized testing in Pennsylvania, 

like many others. However, I have some serious reservations about 
the new plan that has been introduced by the Govemor. I notice 
that in section 9 of this bill- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a moment. 

The Chair asks the gentleman, Mr. Browne, to preside 
temporarily. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICK M. BROWNE) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. GEORGE. I thank you. 
I notice, as I said, Mr. Speaker, that in section 9 of this bill we 

are given the opportunity to develop a hybrid plan and submit it to 
the EPA (Environmental Protection Agency). My question is this: 
Has the Govemor even considered going to a hybrid emissions 
program or is he just going to discount the idea completely? Under 
a hybrid program, we could continue to allow flexibility to our 
motorists while cutting our losses with Envirotest. 

I do not blame the Governor in any way; he inherited this 
problem, but it is obvious that this situation was going to have to 
be dealt with. The problems that we face with emission testing can 
be directly anributed to no Governor but rather to two of our 
departments - the old DER (Department of Environmental 
Resources) and PennDOT. 

It was DER who first cried wolf and told us that we needed 
these drastic measures to comply with the Clean Air Act. Then it 
was PennDOT who joined the chorus line, telling all of us that we 
were about to lose $I billion in highway funds if we did not 
implement centralized testing immediately. 

Now, all of us know the grim reaper never came. We did not 
lose that $1 billion, but now we are poised to give away 
$145 million or more for no good reason. 

First of all, I have asked plenty of questions about the 
Governor's new emissions plan, and I have received precious few 
answers. 

Will there be a cap on the amount that can he charged for the 
new test? And I heard the Governor at an outing say there need not 
be a cap. 

Will motorists be allowed to cross county lines to get the test 
done? I suppose that could be arranged. 
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How will the small service stations be affected by the new 
plan? No one knows. 

With all these unanswered questions, Mr. Speaker, about the 
future of emissions in this State, why are we running to pay off 
Envirotest and pave the way for the new program? 

And what about the deal with Envirotest? How much have 
they spent in construction? Was it anywhere close to the 
$145 million? The fact that we know nothing about the 
negotiations makes it difficult for me to blindly vote to spend a 
massive amount of our taxpayers' dollars to settle this lawsuit. 

The Govemor has asked you and me to take $40 million a year 
for 3 years nut of the CAT Fund to pay for this buy-out. Listen 
closely, if you will: All legislators that represent counties not 
included in the emissions testing program, your motorists will be 
paying the bill. Every driver who is 'unfortunate enough to be 
ticketed for a moving or even some nonmoving violations will be 
putting money into the CAT Fund that Governor Ridge will be 
sending to Envirotest. 

The CAT Fund is barely solvent, even though it tacks a $30, 
$40, $50, and in some cases a couple hundred dollars of a 
surcharge on a fine. Soon a $35 ticket will have a $100 CAT Fund 
surcharge just to pay for the Envirotest buy-out. 

Originally the CAT Fund was designed to expire whenever it 
was deemed large enough to cover its obligations. At this rate, it 
will never expire. 

Also, in the event that the CAT Fund cannot cover its 
obligations, the Governor is authorized to take a loan out of the 
Workers' Compensation Fund. Does that mean that the money he 
wants to take out of the CAT Fund is a loan also? 

For all of the proclamations, we in this body know little 
about this settlement and why it is needed at this time, and in light 
of what we are facing in Federal cuts in LIHEAP (Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program), medicare, medicaid, and 
education, I cannot in good conscience put up a vote to spend 
$145 million that will in no way benefit most of our citizens. 

For some reason, 1 think we have our priorities backward. We 
cannot seem to get a vote on resto. it,: funding for the LIHEAP 
program, but as soon as Govemor kidge says jump with the 
Envirotest settlement, it magically comes to a vote immediately. I 
guess our auto emissions program is more important than heat for 
our elderly and our disadvantaged. 

I respectfully ask for a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. Itkin, who requests that the gentleman, Mr. ROEBUCK, from 
Philadelphia be put on leave for the rest of the day. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 48 CONTINUED 

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

Mr. GEIST. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 48, I would urge concurrence, and in urging 

concurrence I would like to thank the Bicycling Federation of 
Pennsylvania who has worked long and hard for the passage of this 
legislation. LeRoy Erickson followed by Tom Helm have actually 

given probably about 14 years of their life to the recoditicatidn of 
bicycles and the bicycling law in Pennsylvania. I know that it is 
probably much more important than the Envirotest stuff, and it was 
good that we got it on the record, and all the other stuff that was w 
put in there seems to be pretty good. 

So I would urge concurrence in HB 48 and would like to thank 
the Bicycling Federation and all those people that worked very 
hard to get this legislation passed. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Erie, Mr. Cappabianca. w 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to ask for a suspension of the rules for the purpose 

of offering an amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman moves to suspend 

the rules for the purpose of offering amendment- 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Mr. Speaker, may I have the opportunity 

. 

to explain the reason why, sir? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. --offering amendment A6628. Is 

that the correct amendment, A6628? 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. A6628; yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman requests that the 

rules be suspended so he can offer amendment 126628. 

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

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

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Mr. Speaker, we have an opportunity 
here today- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend; the 
gentleman suspend. 

Would the majority leader wish to be recognized on the : 

question? On suspension of the rules to offer amendment A6628. 
Mr. PERZEL. I just recommend a "no" vote, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Mr. Speaker'? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will assume that the 

' 
House Democratic floor leader is deferring to Mr. Cappabianca? 
This is not a debatable motion. 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Mr. Speaker, may 1 have the opportunity 
to explain the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have an opportunity here today to do 

w 
something right, 1 feel, before we leave for the Christmas holiday. 

All of us know how cold the weather has become in the past 
few days, and it is getting even colder. We have an opportunity 
today to offer to those individuals who are freezing the opportunity 
to put some money into LIHEAP. 

We know that the Federal appropriation for LIHEAP has been 
cut, or I should say it has not even been approved from the Federal 
level other than the fact that we have somewhere around 
$17 million to $18 million at the moment according to our w 
Welfare Department. It will not last, in my understanding, through 
this particular winter; at least it will not even last until we come 
hack from our Christmas break. 
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Mr. Speaker, just those under crisis last year took over 

$34 million. So what 1 am asking for, Mr. Speaker, with this 
particular legislation, just to cover those people who in the last 
fiscal year, the last winter season, were covered under the crisis 
provisions of LIHEAP. The $22 million plus the $17 million to 
$18 million that supposedly the department has to spend would put 
us up in line to support or pay for those individuals who would be 
suffering this year from the possibility of not having any gas or 
home heating fuel, and it is more particularly those individuals 
under home heating fuel, Mr. Speaker, those who live in the rural 
areas- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Mr. Speaker, I will close very quickly. 
-those in the rural areas whose home heating fuel- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must suspend. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. m u s t  be paid for before the fuel is put 

in the tank. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend, 

please. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is only permitted 

a brief explanation on the motion. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. I would ask the House to support the 

motion to suspend the rules in order to offer the most 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman recognizes that is 
not a proper parliamentary inquiry, his question. 

Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
suspend the rules to offer an amendment. 

Those in favor will vote "aye"; those opposed will vote "nay." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Ballisto 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Eelfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buscola 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Cannahimca 

UeWeese 
Donatucci 
Evans 
Fajl 
George 
Ciiglioni 
Cudncr 
tiruitra 
Ilaluska 
Hanna 

l,ucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlavic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olasr 

Scrimenti 
Shmer 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
langretli 
'Thomas 
Ticue , . 

compassionate amendment we can offer this year, Mr. Speaker. I Cawlry Horsey Oliver Travaglia 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. I "Ohm, M. ltkin Pcsci Trellu 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. Colatella James I'ctrarca 
Colaiuo Jarolin Petrone Van Horne 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, it is a noble idea, and there are a . ,,,,,, ~ , > ~ ~ h ~  P ~ ~ ~ P I I ~  vrnn . . - . - . . - . 
whole lot of noble ideaiout there. This could be a $4- or $5- or I Corriran Kaiser Preston Vitali 

$6-billion document before we are all done. 
What we are doing right now is trying to take care of a problem 

we have with Envirotest. We all created the problem. We did not 
want a centralized emissions system. We decided not to have it. I 
would urge a "no" vote on suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of the suspension of the rules, those who are in 

favor of suspension will vote "aye"; those opposed will vote "nay." 
For what purpose does the gentleman wish to be recognized? 
Mr. WALKO. I would like to be recognized in support of the 

motion to suspend. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is an undebatable 

motion. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. WALKO. A voint of narliamentarv inuuirv then 
3 . ,  

My concern is that there are a number- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the gentleman's point of 

order? 
Mr. WALKO. My point of order or my parliamentary inquiry 

is this: There are a number of bills which have been offered, to 
which amendments have been proposed, which would fund the 
LIHEAP program and bring needed heat to families, over 39,000 
in Allegheny County alone- 

Mr. PEKZEL. Mr. Speaker'? Mr. Speaker'! 
Mr. WALKO. -and I want to know why wc cannot run those 

bills and why we cannot have this issue decided? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend. 
Mr. PERZEL. lie is on to the substance of the amendment, 

Mr. Speaker. 

. 
Cowell 
Coy 
Curly 
Dvley 
DrLuca 
Uerrnody 

Adolph 
Allrn 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 

Kirkland Ramos 
Kukovich Readshaw 
Laughlin Robenr 
Lrsctrvitr Robinson 
ILevdansky Sainato 
I.loyd Santoni 

Fairchild 1,ederer 
Fargo Leh 
Farmer Lynch 
Frrsr Maitland 
Fichler Major 
Fleaxle Marsica 

Walko 
Washington 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R 
Y ~ W C ~ C  
Younghlmd 

Barley ~ l i c i  Masland Sheehan 
Hirmelin Gamble Mctieehm Smith, B.  
Boyub tiannon McFi l l  Smith, S. H .  
[Drown Ceist Mercy Snyder. D. W 
Bmwnr 
Bunt 
Hulkovitz 
Carone 
Chndwick 
Civera 
Clark 
CIymer 
Cahcn. L. I .  
Conti 
Corncll 
Ilempsey 
Dent 
Ditiirolamo 
Oruce 
Ihrham 
ligolf 

Cladcck 
Godshall 
G r u p p ~  
Habay 
Harhan 
Hayay 
Hcnnessey 
l lerrna~i 
I la-she? 
I less 
I lutchinion 
.ladlowiec 
Krllrr 
Krnncy 
Krcbs 
I.awIcss 

Micovie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nyce 
O'Rrien 
Prrrel 
Penit 
I'hillips 
I'itts 
Platts 
Raymond 
Rrber 
lleinard 
Rohrer 
Ruhler 

stairs 
Steil 
Stcrn 
Stish 
Taylor, E. Z. 
laylor, J .  
True 
Tulli 

- 
Wogan 
Wright. M .  N 

Ryan. 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING4 

Carn Rwney Vance Williams 

King Mihalich Roebuck Strittmattel 
LaGrarta Rieger 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? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the bill or someone stand for interrogation 

on a couple of questions I have concerning HB 48 with the Senate 
amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, 
agrees that he will stand for interrogation. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I have a concern because it seems that we are paying for 

something because we decided not to do it anymore. What 
happened within my own legislative district is where one of the 
locations currently is sitting there vacant per se, that we went 
through court deciding with a small borough that falls within my 
legislative district. Under this piece of legislation, what will 
happen to that vacant piece of land that should have been run by 
Envirotest ? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, under this proposal that we are 
considering this attemoon, Envirotest is given credit of 
approximately $55 million towards the sale of the properties, 
which is approximately 80 properties in which they had actually 
constructed a facility and another 7 properties that were acquired 
for just the land. The value of the properties was established at 
approximately 50 percent of the cost of developing those properties 
to meet the terms of the contract required by the Commonwealth. 

There are incentives for Envirotest to get the maximum price 
for that property, but of course, due to the unique nature of the type 
of facility and because of the fact that these locations were put in 
areas that were not designed for strictly marketability but because 
people were required to go to them, they were placed in areas that 
may not reach the value of the land and the costs of the equipment 
and building that were invested in that property. So under this 
program, Envirotest will be selling those properties, and many 
communities may be interested in purchasing them or there might 
he businesses within those communities that may utilize those 
properties for various purposes. 

If the sale of the total properties exceeds the $55 million, the 
Commonwealth stands to receive an additional 75 cents for every 
dollar in excess of that. 

Mr. PRI,STON. So in other words, the new building that sits 
there vacant on what used to be a very nice landscaped hill will be 
sitting there until someone, if someone, decides to be able to buy 
it. Even though some of the neighbors who represent Mr. Cowell's 
district and my district complained about it being put there in the 

first place and they went to court and were supported by Envirotest 
and the State, they are still going to be stuck having that vacant 
building there until it is sold. Is that what you are saying? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, the various community governing 
bodies in zoning will certainly regulate the type of use that that 1 
building will be utilized for, and just as any other business that 
does not continue or does not meet the expectation for which it was 
constructed, that property will be put on the market as a 
commercial property. 

Mr. PRESTON. What about the people who were told that they 
were hired and thought that they had jobs, who went through the 
unemployment service, went through the testing, went through the 
interview process, and went through other different commitments 
as far as getting ready to start, and some of them even quit other 
jobs. What obligation under this piece of legislation happens to 
those people? What happens to the people? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, there is no obligation on the part 
of the Commonwealth to pay for any potential earnings or profits 
that Envirotest or its employees would have earned if the 
Commonwealth had not reneged on its contract by revoking the . 
centralized emissions testing program. What we have in this 
settlement are actual costs that were incurred by Envirotest. 

Mr. PRESTON. Let me ask, if we had not rejected and did not . 
have to have this bill, what would be the cost for environmental 
testing right now? What would be the cost for the State of 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SNYDER. I am sorry; I do not understand the way the 
question is framed. 

Mr. PRESTON. In other words, if we did not have this bill and 
if we had gone on with auto emissions testing, what would have 
been the cost for the State versbs $145 million? What would the 
State have to be paying right now or next year? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, if the centralized testing system 
had been implemented as of January 1, 1995, as originally 
proposed by this General Assembly, the motorists of Pennsylvania 
would have paid Envirotest through the inspection testing fees. 
There would have been no cost to the Commonwealth, because - 
Envirotest had expected to not only recover their investment but 
also to make a profit on that investment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Okay. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, if I could address on concurrence of the * 

legislation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman. 
Mr. PRESTON. Because we are not doing, and I was not happy 

with the issue, neighbors within my district and Mr. Cowell's 
district that it affected had gone to different courts, local borough 
councils, had sat down and tried to work things out; people were 
taken offthe unemployment rolls, or thought thcy were going to be J 
taken off the unemployment rolls; land was purchased; land and 
commitments were promised, and instead now I have a vacant 
boondoggle, and the Governor per se is trying to make a 
$145-million promise, but it is just not $145 million. Also it is my 
understanding that this company has the right basically to all of the 
equipment, so they are going to make another $45 million to 
$90 million. 

You heard the gentleman, Mr. Snyder, say that if we had done 
the responsible thing, as unhappy as some of us might have been, w 
this would not be costing the State one penny. And we could say 
that those consumers, and I also say unfortunately that a lot of 
people who are in this body, their residents would not have to be 
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subsidizing $145 million. It is a subsidy. It is nothing but some 
form of subsidy whether you want to call it taxpayer assistance, 
public assistance, driver welfare. However you want to look at it, 
it  is $145 million that our Governor or some of you have 
committed to pay, and most of them would have only been paying 
for those people to be using it. 

I am not happy with the containment areas. In reality, we tried 
to give the whole State the containment area. I was not happy the 
way the previous Governor signed it, but people had adjusted, and 
if we even think that we are going to be able to wait until 1999, do 
not be foolish. And if you call tomorrow down to Carol Browner's 
office, the EPA association, the Governor has not even submitted 
a plan. Nobody has heard of a plan, and each and every one of you 
who are still here now and who are there later are going to have to 
go through this all over again. After we pay $145 million, we are 
still going to have to go through this process again. 

Why is somebody going to pay $145 million to do the same 
thing over again and still ask people to pay for something? I said 
"something" because the Governor's Office is not willing to tell 
you what that "something" is, and if your checking people thought 
that California got away with it, no, they did not get away with 
anything, and you are not going to be able to get away with it until 
1999. 

I have been dealing with this issue a lot of times in a lot of 
different ways, and somewhere in the next 18 months or come 
around towards the end of this session or the next session afler we 
have paid $145 million or after you have paid and voted for it, you 
are going to have to make a decision on another plan whether you 
like it or not. And most of us, no matter what, unpleasant as it may 
be, are not going to like that plan. 

And the equipment is still there, and probably by then there will 
he new specifications. The equipment that we specified now will 
probably be outmoded and we will have to spend more money, and 
your service-station people will be just as upset. 

I do not understand how we can pay $145 million for 
something that we are going to have to do all over again, and the 
Governor is not even willing to tell us what his plan is. 
Mr. Speaker, there is no plan as of yet. There has to be a plan 
eventually, and your residents are still going to have to pay for it, 
but at the same time, it is not $145 million. You might as well 
double it. We have been in this business a long time. It is going to 
be $190 million, it is going to be $390 million by the time we 
finish. 

I do not understand how you can get up here and say, let us pay 
this guy off, and yet in a sense still force the same people to do the 
same thing. Now, if you are going to say that is an intellectual 
thought, then I am going to probably have problems, and I 
do not know if l want to get too close to people who think like that 
- $145 million to pay somebody off for what? For something that 
the State of Pennsylvania, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
what we are elected to do, taxpayers' hnds  or however you want 
to look at it, would not have to pay for, and instead, we are being 
asked to vote to pay for something. 

You heard the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. It would not have cost 
the State of Pennsylvania anything. Now what he is going to tell 
you, after 1 finish speaking, but people would have had to pay for 
it. Well, all of your people are going to have to pay for it 
eventually now. You have no choice. All of your citizens are going 
to be eligible, whether it is a citation for anything - handicapped 
parking space, making a right-hand turn, drifting through a stop 
sign, going too f a t ,  maybe going too slow - all of your residents 

are going to have to pay for it now. Instead, we are covering for the 
Governor for $145 million, and you are still going to have to do it 
anyway. 

Now, I do not know, and I am going to listen to Mr. Snyder, 
and then maybe if he tries to explain it, I will have some more 
questions to ask because it just does not make any sense. I have 
always been taught that one plus one equals two. 1 do not know 
how this program should add up to $145 million, and this guy will 
wind up with unimproved land and a vacant building in my 
legislative district. People who were promised jobs who do not 
have jobs are going to wind up within the system again anyway, 
costing us even more money, and we still have got to be able to do 
something with what plan, I do not know, because the Governor 
still has not submitted a plan. 

This really makes a lot of sense; this really makes a lot of sense 
- $145 million for absolutely nothing. 1 am not going to vote for 
this. I know some of the people are because you feel obligated, 
unfortunately, to make this Governor look good, but to spend 
$145 million for nothing just does not make any sense to me. 
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Carbon, Mr. McCall. 
Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise and ask for nonconcurrence to HB 48, and 

I do it with somewhat some consternation because I originally 
worked on the auto emissions bill and did it with the intent of no 
politics but to really clean up the air and clean up the environment 
here in Pennsylvania. What I see happening today is just an 
outright waste of not $145 million but what I see is about 
$210 million, not all taxpayers' money albeit but it is still a 
$210-million deal, and it is because of the vacillation of this body 
and the vacillation of EPA that we are going to spend $210 million 
to get out of a contract that was signed 2 years ago. We are going 
to spend $145 million - $25 million being due by the end of this 
year; $40 million three more times between 1996, 1997, and 1998. 
But what nobody else is talking about is interest payments of about 
$7.4 million; anorney fees in the area of $300,000, capped at 
$450,000, but we have paid $300,000 already. 

But what we are doing is we are raiding the CAT Fund, and I 
understand we have to do that from time to time in this body to 
find money to pay for things, but we are raiding the CAT Fund, 
and that CAT Fund, at least the surcharge in that CAT Fund, would 
have been paid off by the year 2001. We could have taken that 
surcharge off and told motorists in Pennsylvania and our 
constituents that that CAT Fund surcharge is being eliminated. It 
is not going to be eliminated now. As a matter of fact, in the third 
year of the $40-million payment, the CAT Fund is going to have 
a negative balance by about $5.5 million, and the legislature is 
going to be back appropriating moneys to that CAT Fund to make 
up for that shortfall. 

But I think what we have to understand is that there is 
additional language in this bill that is being eliminated that is going 
to affect especially the people that have testing, affect your 
motorists in those affected areas. What this legislation does is it 
eliminates the cap on the test fee. Under the centralized program 
that we passed, we put a $22 cap on the cost to get your car tested. 
Every 2 years you pay $22. Under the old program, that cost was 
$8. We capped it under the old program, $8 as an annual fee. That 
cap is gone. The Governor, in announcing his new program, his 
new decentralized program, said, let the marketplace bear the price. 
Well, if you think it is going to be $8 or if you think it is going to 



be $22, you are sadly mistaken, because he wants them to bu) 
upgraded equipment, he wants them to buy a dynamometer. Hi: 
proposal says that. If you think they are going to be ahle to do z 
test for $22, you are sadly mistaken, and remember, that $22 undel 
my program wasevery 2 years. The Governor's program is eveq 
year, and your people are going to pay $30, $40, or maybe $50 tc 
get their car inspected every year. 

It also eliminates the provisions for covert audits. Under z 
centralized system, we put a program together to make sure there 
would be covert audits, to make sure that' there would be nc 
cheating in the program. Under this language in HB 48, thx 
requirement for the covert audits is out. Coven audits anc 
centralized inspections came about because of the cheating tha~ 
took place in a decentralized system. When they did covert audits 
in California, out of 1,200 cars that were tested, over 80 percent or 
those cars failed the test but passed, were given sticken saying 
they passed. That is why we have covert audits. That is why there 
is a necessity for covert audits. In this hill though, the covert audit: 
are eliminated, no longer any covert audits, so how are we reall) 
going to be cleaning up the air when in fact the majority of the 
failures are going to be coming through a decentralized system? 

The bottom line in all of this is that it is a waste of money, it i: 
an absolute waste of money, and we are going to be back 
addressing this issue, because the bottom line is, our air has no1 
gotten any better from last year or 2 years ago. As a matter of fact. 
EPA revised their numbers and said, guess what, Philadelphia and 
Pittsburgh? Your air quality got worse. As a matter of fact. 
Pittsburgh, this year's air quality, had, I think, 15 exceedances. 
15 days where they exceeded the standard. EPA is going to come 
back to us and increase the standard on cleaning up the air, and we 
are going to be back addressing this issue again. 

Those stations that Envirotest is going to sell, mark my words. 
I will be at this microphone again in a year or two saying, we are 
going to have to implement some type of centralized testing to gel 
the necessary credits to clean up our air, because when you look at 
Ohio, go right across the border to Ohio, Ohio put in a totally 
centralized system in their State, and they are going to attract 
business and industry to their State because they are going to have 
emission credits. Texas, who is probably one of the biggesf 
opponents of centralized auto~nobile testing, has now implemented 
a two-tier system with an annual inspection if you go decentralized 
and a 2-year inspection if you go centralized. 

The bottom line is, we are going to have to do it. Everybody 
who did not want to go to centralized testing, we are going to be 
back some way, some shape, or some form buying hack those test 
facilities from Envirotest or whoever it may be and we will be 
doing centralized testing. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a waste of $210 million, and I would ask that 
we nonconcur in HB 48. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. Snyder, rise for a brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tenipore. The gentleman states he will 

stand for interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there is this issue of this $55 million that deals 

with the worth of the buildings based on 50 cents on the dollar. Is 
that what I heard you say? Could you perhaps explain to me how 
this $55 million works'? 
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Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, we have heard this afternoon 
several speakers, first of all, talking about $200 or $210 million of 
payments to Envirotest. That is not correct. The amount of money 
that the Commonwealth will be paying to Envirotest is 
$145 million. Envirotest has established, to the satisfaction of the 
administration, actual expenditures to meet the contract obligations 
of the Commonwealth of $207 million, so as you see, we are not 
even paying Envirotest the entire amount of cash that they invested 
into this program. 

The $55 million represents the amount of money that Envirotest 
and the Commonwealth agreed represents what may be a fair 
market value of the properties that were constructed and the 
equipment that was placed in those structures. If Envirotest sells 
the properties for $55 million, they get all that money. Ifthey scll w 
.the properties for less than $55 million, the Co~nmonwealth 
will share the loss up to a maximum of $15 million on a 
50-50 percentage until we reach that $15-million plateau, and if we 
do that, the worst-case scenario for the Commonwealth, what is our 
greatest liability, is $160 million if the property goes for about 
20 percent of its actual value. We feel that the 50 percent is a very 9 

fair value. If in fact in some of the areas these structures are placed 
in good areas and have good marketability, if Envirotest is ahle to 
sell them for more than $55 million, the Commonwealth will 
receive 75 percent of every dollar in excess of $55 million of sales 
that are done, which will reduce the $145 million. Envirotest will 
only get 25 percent of each dollar in excess of $55 million. 

I think that that is a vely well-structured proposal for the 
Commonwealth, because we have a maximum liability of 
$160 million under the worst-case scenario, which is still 
approximately $50 million less than what Envirotest invested, and 
we have the potential to reduce that $145 million through the sale 
of those properties. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, you allude to the fact that the 
$55 million is 50 percent of the actual worth of the buildings and 
equipment as they are appraised? Is that correct? 

Mr. SNYDER. No. Through the settlement negotiations, it was 
determined what the actual cost was to Envirotest tbr thc property 
development, and the $55 million represents half of the cost. 

Mr. STURLA. So in order to develop these propenies, it cost 
$1 10 million, but they are really only worth $55 million'? Is that 
what you are saying'! 

Mr. SNYDER. As was responded to earlier to the 
Representative from Allegheny County, there arc some areas in 
which the marketability may not be as high, because first of all, 
these buildings had to meet very specific code requirements and 
contract requirements. and plus, that they may be for a particular 
unique need. In other areas, the building can be convened to a 
multiple number of uscs, and the location may make it very 
marketable. So thereforc, there is an assumption that when you I 
look at the entire realm ofthe 87 propenies, it is h i r  to assume that 
$55 million, about approximately 50 percent. should hc reasonably 
expected to be the proceeds, and as I said earlier. we are protected 
on both sides if that estimate is incorrect. 

Mr. STURLA. The pan ol'the $145 million that the State is 
guaranteeing, does that include the $1 10 million that was the cost 
of developing these properties? 

Mr. SNYDER. No. Again, there is a total ofabout $207 ~i~illion 
that were costs incurred by Envirotest to ~neet the contractual w 
obligations under the agreement that they cntcred into nith 
PennllOT. Out of that $207 million, this settlement, which \+il l  
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result in several payments, the initial one being $25 million and 
then we have the $40, $40, $40, those obligations are it. The 
$145 million cash is the extent of the Commonwealth's liability. 
All the rest depends on the sale of the property. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, is there anything in the agreement 
that says that Envirotest has to sell these properties to the highest 
bidder? 

Mr. SNYDER. The Commonwealth has retained veto power 
over the sale of any property. It is actually in the agreement that 
was circulated to the members, and therefore, that allows us, in 
case they try to sell a property below what we feel it is worth, we 
can veto that sale. And again, there is an incentive for both 
Envirotest and us, because if they do not reach the $55 million, 
they bear a greater loss, and if they can sell it for more, they gain 
to receive 25 percent ofthe excess. 

Mr. STURLA. If the State vetoes the sale of a property, then 
what happens? Is Envirotest still obligated to sell that property, or 
does the State have to pay for the property? 

Mr. SNYDER. If we reject the sale by exercising our veto 
rights, thcre is the option then to go to auction, and of course, the 
highest bidder at auction would determine the sale price of the 
property 

Mr. STURLA. So the State would sort of look at the property 
and say, well, we think it is probably an okay price; we are not 
going to go to auction. Why would the State not go to auction on 
everything? 

Mr. SNYDER. It is not the State going to auction. 
Mr. STURLA. Why would the State not veto the sale of every 

property so that all of them got auctioned to the highest bidder? 
Mr. SNYDER. In the agreement - that is what I was looking 

for - there is a provision - and I cannot identify where that 
provision is - that if we veto a sale and then it goes to auction and 
the auction price is less than the sale price Envirotest could have 
received except for the fact that the Cotnmonwealth vetoed it, the 
difference is credited against the Commonwealth, so there is a 
penalty for the Commonwealth to make sure that we do not 
unreasonably withhold the sale of properties. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, are there any prohibitions against 
Envirotest doing a one-lump sale. in selling all their properties off 
in one lump sum? 

Mr. SNYDER. They have that option, but of course, the 
Commonwealth would have the right to review that sale to make 
sure, again, that the sale is not being undervalued. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, when you say the State has the 
right to review this and to veto, who actually would be doing the 
veto'! Would it he the Governor? 

Mr. SNYDER. It would be the (iovernor's responsibility, and 
he intends to appoint the Secretary of General Services to fultill 
that role under the agrecmrnt because of the department's expertise 
in real estate. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, you have to understand the line of 
my questioning. There have been rumors that various people are 
involved in this deal that stand to make profit, and so the concern 
arises that depending upon how we sell these properties, there is 
the potential to make a great amount of profit, considering the fact 
that it cost $1 10 million to develop these properties and the State 
really says, if they get $55 million hack, that is an okay deal. If 1 
can buy land at 50 cents on the dollar, that is a pretty good deal, 
and then if l can rum around and resell it afterwards for a greater 
profit and the State does not reap any of that profit, my concern is 
that there is the potential for dealmaking going on here that will 

allow people to reap up to $55 million in profits that the State will 
not be able to realize, and I am not sure what kind of safeguards 
are built in here other than somebody in DGS (Department of 
General Services) gets to veto it if they feel like it, and I have some 
grave concerns about that. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, first of all, the agreement prohibits 
Envirotest from selling any of the property to anybody with a 
financial interest in Envirotest, and furthermore, Mr. Speaker, on 
page 10 of the agreement, it outlines the sale procedure, and 
I do not think it is necessary to read it. It is about half a page, 
single-spaced, but it is available for your review in case you would 
like to make reference to it. 

Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if I have a company that decides 
they want to buy the lump sum for $55 million and I have a side 
agreement that is signed that says, upon completion of that sale I 
will become a subsidiary of Envirotest, am I still considered having 
a financial interest in Envirotest at that point in time, when the sale 
occurs ? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, you are asking questions of legal 
interpretation at this point. Again, the agreement is available. The 
amendment that we have before us is dealing with the authorization 
for the Governor to appropriate the necessary funds to implement 
the agreement. Again, the t e n s  of the agreement are not hidden. 
They are available to each one of us to review, and 1 do not feel 
that I am qualified to answer those types of questions. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I could just make a comment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order, and he 

may proceed. 
Mr. STURLA. Having seen this agreement only placed on my 

desk within the last 20 or 30 minutes or so, I do not feel I am 
qualified to answer that question either, and as long as no one else 
feels qualified to answer that question, I intend to vote "no," 
because I am not going to sign a $55-million contract or a 
$145-million contract or a $200-million contract without knowing 
some of the details. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, 

Mr. Walko. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to urge nonconcurrence in HB 48 not only because I 

believe that what we are buying is a pig in a poke but I also believe 
that it is very hard to justify the expenditure of $145 million on the 
eve of the Christmas holidays prior to addressing real needs for 
those funds. Well, I cannot justify to my constituents $145 million 
when home energy assistance is not adequately funded. It is always 
at issue, priorities for funding. We do not fill the gap. We go home 
and be wann in our homes for the holidays. One more child might 
not live through the winter. One more senior citizen might not 
survive. 

We must address this need before we leave. We must certainly 
address it before we buy a pig in a poke and pay $145 million for 
Lord knows what more is at the end of that road. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Elk, Mr. Surra. 
Mr. SURRA. Thank y o 4  Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge my colleagues to nonconcur on 

FIB 48. This was dropped on my desk about an hour ago, 
Mr. Speaker. It is a $145-million bailout that we are asking the 
taxpayers of Pennsylvania to shoulder, and we are going to do this 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE DECEMBER 13 

before we go back for Christmas vacation, and I am not really sure 
what it is. 

Mr. Speaker, how many people in here, how many members 
have had constituents complain to them because they were driving 
to work for their $5-an-hour job and drifted through a stop sign and 
ended up with a $90 or $100 ticket? Mr. Speaker, I voted against 
the 65-mile-an-hour speed limit bill, something that I supported, 
because we ended up raising the fines. Now we are going to go into 
the CAT Fund to bail out Envirotest, Mr. Speaker, and that is going 
to extend this for another 4 years, and it is not only going to extend 
it but it is going to put this program in the red in 3 years. 
Mr. Speaker, this is wrong. It is wrong to ask constituents in rural 
parts of the State to pay for this bailout. 

Mr. Speaker, am I for it? In case you have not understood, 1 am 
against concurrence. What program are we going to implement, 
Mr. Speaker? What will the cost be to the drivers in the 
nonattainment areas, Mr. Speaker? The program that we are 
thinking about I do not believe has a cap. I-low will that affect, 
Mr. Speaker, the small garages and the small inspection stations 
who cannot afford the testing equipment? We will force them out 
of business, Mr. Speaker. When the people go to get their 
emissions test, they also do their safety test, and it will drive these 
small "mom and pop" businesses out of business. 

The CAT Fund was passed before I was elected, but I can 
remember my brother's used-car dealership, Mr. Speaker, the little 
green stickers that cost $5 to pay for the CAT Fund, then $8 to pay 
for the CAT Fund, then $10 to pay for the CAT Fund, and now if 
you get stopped for speeding or a minor violation, it is $30, $40, 
$50, $60, Mr. Speaker. Talk to a log truck that got stopped for 
being overloaded that has a $200 CAT Fund fine on it. This could 
be ended by the year 2001, but no, we are going to go back in. 

You know, a lot of times we talk about raising a fee or a small 
tax temporarily to pay for something, and taxpayers come back and 
say, yeah, right. Here is something, a fine, that we are only going 
to have this on for a short amount of time, and they do not trust 
politicians because they know this is what we do. There is no such 
thing as a temporary fine, no such thing as a temporary fee, no 
such thing as a temporary tax. 

We are going to bankrupt the CAT Fund in 3 years; it will be 
in the red. Where is that money going to come from? That will 
come from the taxpayers of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, when we are in noncompliance because our air 
quality in Pennsylvania is getting worse, that is going to have to 
come from the business community's smokestacks, Mr. Speaker. 
Our businesses are going to be at a disadvantage with other States, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, we talk about making Pennsylvania more 
competitive for our businesses. This is going to hun the business 
community of Pennsylvania. It is a bad vote for our business 
climate; it is a bad vote for the air quality in Pennsylvania; it is 
definitely a bad vote for our taxpayers, and it is a bad vote for our 
drivers. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 urge a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Washington, 

Mr. Daley. 
Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the gentleman stand for a brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees to stand for 

interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. DALEY. In the printout that we all received - and it had a 
delineation of the breakdown of the expenditures - could you 
answer for the record what is meant by contract termination costs 
of $3.9 million? W 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, those costs, which, as you stated, 
were $3.9 million, were costs to terminate contracts that Envirotest 
had to incur. As a result of expecting to be an ongoing business, 
there were contracts for suppliers, there were contracts for 
different services that they had to undertake in order to meet the 
January 1, 1995, deadline that was required to be able to be open 
for business on that date or else Envirotest would have been in 
breach of their contract. 

Mr. DALEY. Then I am rather confused, Mr. Speaker, because 
you have another line item for termination of services and supplies 

1 

for $4.5 million. That seems to be directly the same issue that you 
are addressing for the contract termination costs. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I stand somewhat corrected, that 
the $4.5 million were contracts for supplies and services. The 
$3.9 million were costs that were incurred by Envirotest since 
January 1 as a result of the termination of the contract. 

Mr. DALEY. Could you answer the question - and I do not 
know if it was asked or have you answered the question - who is 
going to pay Envirotest's legal fees for the suit that they had filed .- 
against the Commonwealth Y 

Mr. SNYDER. Envirotest is responsible for their own legal 
fees. 

Mr. DALEY. Who is going to retain the ownership of the 
hardwarelsofiware development and installation? 

Mr. SNYDER. That is part of the assets that we have included 
in the $55-million portion of assets to be sold. 

Mr. DALEY. On the bill, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman. He may proceed. 
Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Let us talk about in essence what $200 million actually means 

to the taxpayers of the Commonwealth. We look at it as 200 with 
a series of zeros afirr that, but this expenditure is larger than the : 

Philadelphia Convention Center itself, by itselt and if we look 
through the budget real quickly, it is actually 200 percent hi&er 
than what the Governor's Office receives this year in the budget: 
it is 200 percent higher than what the Lieutenant Governor receives 
this year in the budget; it is 500 percent higher than what the 
Auditor General receives this year in the budget; it is 400 percent 
higher than the Department of Agriculture receivcs this year in the 
budget; it is 30 percent larger than the Department of Commerce 
receives this year in the budget; it is 500 percent higher than the 
Department .of Community Affairs receives this yrar in the 
budget; it is 200 percent higher than what Conselvation and 
Natural Resources receives this year in the budget; it is 40 percent 
higher than what Environmental Resources and Protection 
receives; and it is 100 percent higher than General Services 
receives this year in the budget. 

The idea of the Democrats being called "tax and spend," today 
we are giving a whole new definition to the Grand Old Party a b u t  
taxing and spending upon the Commonwealth. Just remember the 
line items and what they have received compared to one shot, one 
contract, one deal with Envirotest. 

I ask for a "no" vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria, 

Mr. Haluska. 



any new system that is i~nplemented for the motorists of 
Pennsylvania. We will have an opportunity to be in partnership 
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with the Governor in de\,elonine that svstem and will have an 
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Mr. HALUSKA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to know if Representative Snyder would stand for 

a brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKJ;R pro tempore. Mr. Snyder indicates he will stand 

for interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, the information I am getting 

from Governor Ridge's ot'tice, piece by piece, tells me that we are 
going to go to a hybrid system except the five counties that 
surround Philadelphia, and the five counties that surround 
Philadelphia, we are going lo have centralized testing. So would it 
not make sense that uihile we are trying to feel our way through 
this thing and if we already have. like in Mr. Ramos' district, we 
hare a building built already, to tty to negotiate into this package 
the centralized test stations within these five counties that we are 
going to have centralized testing in to make them a part of this new 
deal, and then the rest of the State that comes under this, of course, 
then we are going to havc tail-pipe sniffing, basically what we had 
before. It is not going to he the dynamometer where we are going 
to bring i t  up to road speed and we are going to check it like at the 
centralized testing. 

So my question is, why do we not have a plan forthcoming 
from the Governor's Office to go along with this buy-out'! It seems 
like we are going to go ahead and go hack to square one, and we 
may be deal~ng with Envirotest again, because in those five 
counties, urr  are going to have to have centralized emission testing 
with the same type of system, the dynamometer and the at-speed 
test. So that is the one question 1 have. 1 do not think we have 
thought this thing through the whole way, and we are sort of going 
to wipe the slate clean: wc are going to stan over, and we could be 
very well dealing with Envirotest again. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, let me answer your question with 
several different factors. 

Number one, in Novcrnher of 1994 when this General 
Assembly overrode (iovemor Casey's veto of our repeal of a 
centralized system a n d  many of these previous speakers voted to 
repeal the centralized system - w e  were representing the ~ i s h e s  of 
the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania who did not 
want a centralized system. On October 18, Governor Ridge 
announced his acceptance of those wishes by stating that he will 
not support a centralized or a hybrid system hut will only support 
a decenualized system. 

As you knou. Mr. Speaker, in Washington many changes are 
going on right now that impact on this type of program. We have 
already had repeal of the 50-percent penalty under the 
National Ilighway Systems bill, and funhennore, EPA has been 
ordered by the Congress to review the standards by which they are 
imposing air emission quality requirements on the States. 

Mr. Speaker, the General Assembly is going to have to approve 

. - 
opportunity to have our say in how that system is run. The use of 
these facilities for a centralized system would only be doable if we 
had any intentions to go to a centralized or partly decentralized and 
centralized system. I think the General Assembly and the Governor 
havc made it very clear that we would rather go through private 
enterprises, through a decentralized system, and we are much 
better off making this a clean sweep of'the slate and accept the 
obligation that we incurred in November 1994 when we voted to 
basically elirnindte this contract and to look at ways to mobe ahead 
in the future under new guidelines. 
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One more point, Mr. Speaker: Air quality in many regions of 
our State is improving through the many things that are happening 
in those communities. We saw that recently when there were 
waivers of the special gas that had to be sold in different regions. 
So we are seeing improvements, and that is why, I think, once we 
get passed this, we will have an opportunity to develop a program 
that we feel best meets the needs of our motorists. 

Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, just on that same thing. 
Obviously, we do not get the same mail from the Governor's 
Office, because everything I have gotten from the Governor - and 
I have, you know, read my mail - he said -and if l am wrong, you 
can correct me - that the five counties surrounding Philadelphia 
will have centralized testing. Now, that is all 1 am saying. That is 
what the Governor has told me. What 1 am saying is, why should 
we get rid of these stations, especially in those counties, when in 
the end we may be, like Keith McCall said, we may be 
going back to Envirotest and buying our own buildings back? 
This might be the best land deal of the century, the best thing since 
New York City. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, we will not be going back to a 
centralized system. But different regions of the State will need to 
have, perhaps, different types of equipment, depending on what 
standard of air quality they are going to have to meet, but it will be 
basically a service station and automobile dealership base. It will 
not be on the basis of going to a centralized system where 
everybody is going to have to go to these locations. We do not 
want to be in the land business. We would rather have these 
properties be turned to businesses. As Mr. Preston noted, he does 
not like having vacant buildings. He would like to have a business 
operating in that facility. 

Mr. HALUSKA. Mr. Speaker, just the one thing that I cannot 
get clarified, really. When you have a system that has a 
dynamometer involved, you are not talking a little service station 
on the comer that is going to invest a quatier of a million dollars in 
that kind of equipment. 

So if we are going to do this type of testing, at-speed testing in 
Philadelphia, I would be very surprised if you are going to find 
small comer businesses that are going to invest a quarter of a 
million dollars into a dynamometer system that are going to come 
out and inspect emissions. If you do emissions testing at speed in 
those five counties, believe me, they are going to be done by 
somebody other than the individual businesses, 1 feel sure. 1 have 
a little bit of a background in the automotive business, and 1 would 
hardly see anybody making that type of an investment in those five 
counties. 

So that rvas my question, and you really have not answered it 
to the hll degree, but I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Does the lady from Philadelphia, 
Ms. Mandcrino, desire recognition '? 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to make one point clear for the record, and it goes 

to the last discussion of the last two speakers, because the reality 
of it is, this General Assembly did not say in the last set of 
legislation, where we sent the plan back to Casey and then 
overrode the veto, that we wanted a decentralized system. Some 
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members may have. Some members may have wanted hybrid; 
some members may have wanted something else. 

What we said in that bill is, let us suspend the program For 
3 months and come back with a plan. Well, Mr. Speaker, those 
3 months came, those 3 months went, a year came and went - it 
has probably been more than a year and 3 months - and here we 
are asking to be voting on something without the plan. 

And I think the prior gentleman, Mr. Ualuska, is correct. I think 
the plan is going to have to include not just decentralized but 
centralized or some sort of hybrid. I do not think that was taken 
into equation. 1 am not coming back to buy back the sane  
buildings that I just paid off for. We did not get what we asked for. 
We asked for a suspension, no endorsement of any particular plan 
and no endorsement for the former Govemor or the current 
Govemor to go out and decide solely on his own what that plan 
would be. 

This is a mistake, I think. 1 ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
On the question of final passage, the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On final passage or, I should say, concurrence of HB 48. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair stands corrected. 
Mr. DeWEESE. The fall of 1776, after the American 

engagements at Long Island, Brooklyn Heights, Fort Lee, 
Fort Washington, White Plains, all of which ended in failure, 
British General Sir William Howe and his famous brother, 
Black Dick Howe, Sir Richard Howe of the Royal Na\y, met in 
notthern New Jersey with Ben Franklin, John Adams, and a variety 
of colonial luminaries. They wanted to stop the war. They wanted 
to make certain that the convulsions ceased. They were not 
successful, Mr. Speaker, and when Black Dick Howe wrote to the 
Parliament, he addressed Lord North with this remark "We met, 
we talked, we disagreed, and now there is nothing let? to do but 
fight it out." 

Mr. Speaker, tonight we have met briefly, we have talked 
superficially, and we have disagreed profoundly, and there is 
nothing left to do but fight it out. 

The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, the James Madison of this chamber, 
offered a few observations that are crystalized in my own thinking. 
He has, as is usually the case, he has embraced the dictum of 
Bismarck, that a deal is the art of compromise, the art of the next 
best, the art of the possible, and Representative Lloyd, that shining 
star from Somerset County, said that he thought we should make 
a compromise, that Envirotest could be at least momentarily 
satisfied with $25 million to get them through until the end of the 
year and then we would reapproach this issue. The Republican 
leadership has adopted a weathercock attitude about how to deal 
with this, and I am perplexed at the pell-mell speed, the vertiginous 
speed that we are approaching this $145-million momenl. 

As I, as a political person, look back, and the retrospection is 
keen, 1 envision Govemor Casey chatting with Minority Leader 
Ryan saying, Matt, we have got a $145-million hole in the budget 
and we need a few votes, blah, blah, blah. It just would not have 
been like it is tonight, and again, that recollection is pellucid 
because it is so near in my memory. 

We are adopting a rush to judgment. One hundred and 
forty-five million dollars we are going to pay out. We have not had 
an auditing moment. The Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee has not been a part of this effort. This whole decision 
tonight is full-freighted with a gubernatorial imprimatur. This is not 

our branch at work. Our chamber is being kept on the sidelines. I 
am not so certain that this action is etlicacious or not efficacious 
because it has just come to light in recent days, and we tried a 
compromise. 

The reason 1 am not For concurrence is because we tried a 
w 

compromise that would take us through until the end of the year. 
And if our State exchequer is so replete with funds, why do we not 
usethe tax amnesty money, these tens and tens and tens of millions 
that the gentleman from Lebanon County, the gentleman from 
Dauphin County, the gentleman from the Lehigh County said 
would be forthcoming'? Why do we not use this tax amnesty 
money, this gravy that is coming into the Revenue Department? 
Because it is not coming in. And now, why do we not use this 
money that we set aside for vouchers? Why do we not use this w 
money 7 I am befuddled, Mr. Speaker, and my befuddlement 
causes me to want to nonconcur. 

I just think, Mr. Speaker, that when you talk about such a 
stupendous amount of money, $145 million, within the next year 
or 2 or 3. the gentleman from Montgomery, the gentleman fiom 
Bucks, the gentleman rrom Bucks again, the gentlelady from : 

Butler, all of you folks are going to have to figure out where, 
within the next year or 2 or 3, where to come up with these 
additional revenue dollars, and somehow. someway one of us or 
two or three or four of us are going to remember that $145 million 
was cashiered to a civil suit settlement that was not audited by us, 
that was not understood by us. 

In closing, sir, I think that without an audit and without a 
chance to deliberate even for a short time, this rush to judgment 
needs to be opposed, and I would ask the membership on both 
sides of the aisle, especially those who take up the admonition that 
Mr. Daley pronounced, those who feel that they have been calling 
someone a tax-and-spender or someone who has felt that they are 
a tax-and-spender, they should be loath and chary to embrace 
tiB 48. 

A nonconcurrence vote would be responsible and a 
nonconcurrence vote would not necessarily disallow us from 
confronting the Envirotest problem substantially and thoroughly 
and professionally in the near-term future. So I think a vote to 
concur tonight is a shoddy vote; it is a lnisconstrued vote; it is a 
cavalier vote, and I think that somehow, someway, someday this 
$145-million hole in our State budget will reverberate back into ' 
this chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you very much for your indulgence. I told 
the gentleman, Mr. Barley, 1 would conclude my own remarks 
before 6:30 this evening, and 1 have kcpt my word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Pemel, is recognized. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am not going to belabor the point. I am still trying to decipher 

the squirrel speech from yesterday. 4 
I am going to submit most of the remarks ibr the record, 

Mr. Speaker, but this House, led by the Democrat Caucus - 
Mr. DeWcese, Mr. Evans, Mr. McCall m y s e l f  included. voted to 
give PennDOT the authority to enter into a contract for statewide 
emissions. One hundred and thirty-two of us voted in 1992 to give 
PennDOT the authority for statewide testing - 80 i>cmocrats, 
52 Republicans. We did it. We created an obligation on our pan to 
pay for Envirotest. We knew it was coming; it was coming sooner 
or later. W' 

I urge a "yes" vote. 
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Envirotest entered into this venture in good faith. They did what they 
were expected to do. 

They expect to be paid for their efforts. If you or I were in their shoes, 
we would expect the same thing. 

Governor Ridge has given us an opportunity - we would be making 
a mistake if we did not take advantage of it. 

If this settlement expires, the cost to taxpayers could be three times 
what we are paying now - more than a half billion dollars. 

A lot of us own stock in companies. The people who purchased 
Envirotest stnck did it becausc they expected Pennsylvania to fulfill the 
obligation o f  the contract. If this company goes bankrupt based on what 
we do here today t h e y  all can sue us. 

If we do not meet this legal obligation, the Commonwealth faces more 
suits. more liability. The taxpayers face payingout much, much more. 

I do nut like it. You do not like it. 
This is a case where, legally and morally, as Republicans and 

Democrats, we have no choice than to agree to the settlement. 
I understand the reluctance o f  many members to support the proposed 

settlement with Envirotest. 
I do not like it. You do not like it. 
The facts are - like it or not - we have an obligation to settle the 

contract with Envirotest. 
Governor Ridge has negotiated the best possible settlement for the 

Commonwealth's taxpayers. No one could have done better. 
This settlement i s  fair - fair to both Envirotest and its stockholders - 

and fair to Pennsylvania's taxpayers. 
This House - led by the rnemben o f  the Democratic Caucus - such 

as Mr.  DeWeese, Mr. Evans and Mr. McCall -- voted to give PennDOT 
the authority to enter into a contract for statewide emissions testing. 

One hundred and thirty-two members o f  the House voted in 1992 to 
give PennDOT the authority for statewide testing - 80 Democrats, 
52 Republicans. 

We did it. We created the obligation. We must fultill that obligation. 
Sure, we have changed directions in policy, but we still created the 
obligation through the contract. 

On  thc question recurring, 
Will the House concur i n  Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions o f  the 
Constitution. the yeas and nays w i l l  now be taken. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

Mr. DeWEESf,. Mr. Speaker, only members i n  their seats; only 
members i n  their seats, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Gladeck and Mr. Comell 

- 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Bishop 
Boyrs 
Rrorn 
Browne 
Runt 
Butkovitr 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymrr 
Cohen. L. I. 
Calairro 
Conti 
Dempssy 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
Durham 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

BattisLo 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Eel fanti , 

Blaum 
Roscola 
Bunton 
Caltagirone 
Carone 
Ca* ley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Corpora 
Currigan 
Cowell 
CO). 
Curly 
Daley 
Del.uca 
Dcrmody 

Fleaglr McGeehan 
Flick McGill 
Gamble Mew 
Gannon Micouie 
Geirt Miller 
Godshall Nailar 
Gruppo Nickol 
liarhart Nyce 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hennessey Prrzel 
Herman Penit 
Ilerrhey Phillips 
Hers Pins 
Horsey Platts 
Hutchinsan Raymond 
Jadloriec Reber 
Keller Keinard 
Krnney Robinson 
Kirkland Rohrer 
Lederer Rubley 
Leh Sather 
Lynch Saylor 
Maitland Schroder, 

DrWeese Lloyd 
Donatucci Lucyk 
Evans Manderino 
F4il Mayernik 
George McCall 
Gigliutti Mrlio 
Gordner Michlovic 
Habay Mundy 
Haluska Oliver 
Hanna Prsci 
ltkin Petrarca 
Jaralin Petrone 
Josephs I'istella 
Kaiser Preston 
Krebs Ramos 
Kukovich Readshaw 
Laughlin Roberts 
Lawless Kaoney 
Lescovilz Sainato 
I.evdansky 

NOT V O T I N G 1 4  

Fcese Markosck 
Gladeck Mysn 
Gruitra (>bas/ 
James 

are not in t he~ r  seats. We had an agreement, I thought, w ~ t h  the 
maiorlty party. 

EXCUSED-7 

 he SPEAKER. The hoard should he stricken. 

The gentleman is correct. Those two votes should be stricken. 
The vote has been stricken - accidentally. incidentally. 

On  the question recurring, 

W i l l  the House concur in Senate amendnients? 
The SPLAKEI<. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays \\ill now be taken. 

Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stern 
Stish 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, .I. 
Trello 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Wzshinglon 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Spcaker 

Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Van Home 
vcon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Womiak 
Yewcic 
Lug 

Thomas 
Williams 
Wright, D. R. 

King Mihjlich Roebuck Strinmatter 
LaGrotta Rieger Rudy 

The majority required b y  the Constitution having voted in the 

affirmative, the question was detennined in the affirmative and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
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HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 267 By Representatives DRUCE, GEIST, PERZEL, 
FARMER and PETTIT 

A Resolution urging the Govemor and the Anomey General to seek 
reimbursement for the Envirotest settlement. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, December 13, 1995 

BILL SIGlVED BY SPEAKER 

Bill numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the title 
was publicly read as follows: 

HB 48, PN 2928 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further defining "pedalcycles"; further providing 
for handicapped plate and placard, for veteran plates and placard, for the 
operation of pedalcycles on Commonwealth highways, for pedalcycle 
helmets, for the use of hearing impairmentdevices and for hand and arm 
signals; repealing the Pedalcycle Helmet Fund: providing for the 
establishment of the Pennsylvania Pedalcycle and Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee; further providing for exemption from surcharge; providing for 
authorization for the Govemor to transfer funds from the Catastrophic 
Loss Benetits Continuation Fund and funds from continuing 
appropriations for hazardous waste control to satisfy litigation awards, and 
all costs associated with litigation involving a centralized emission 
inspection contract; and deleting authority for centralized emission 
inspections. 

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

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, desire 
recognition? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The board on that last vote was malfunctioning. 
The SPEAKER. In what way, sir? 
Mr. THOMAS. There were a number of votes that were not 

recorded, people who were sitting in their seats, and I ask that that 
vote be taken over. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the vote, Mr. Thomas, was run hvice, 
and- 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, the first time it was stricken because 
there was a problem, and that problem was acknowledg+ 

The SPEAKER. And the second time apparently there was 
another problem. If you care to announce how you would have 
voted, that is fine, but the bill is no longer in the possession of the 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask that my vote that was 
recorded the first time and was not recorded the second time be in 
the afimative. 

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

The gentleman, Mr. Bimelin. 
Mr. BIRMELM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was one of those people who was trying to vote, but 1 think 

the Speaker's finger was quicker than mine, and I would like to be 
recorded in the negative on that last vote. 

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

Mr. Robinson. 
Mr. ROBKSON. ,Mr. Speaker, like my two colleagues, I was 

attempting to vote my preference and was unable to do so. 1 should 
be recorded as voting in the negative. 

But, Mr. Speaker, 1 am concerned also at this point about 
another problem that seems to keep cropping up in this House, and 
that is electronic malfunctions. I was clearly pushing my red 
button, yet on the board it was registering green. This has 
happened on numerous occasions, not on controversial votes, 
Mr. Speaker, but on other votes, and it would seem to me that in 
this modem age, we ought to be able to accommodate the members 
better than this. Sometimes the impression is given that the Speaker 
or someone else is not acting in good faith, and I do not think that 
is fair to the Chair or to the members, and I u~ould respectfully ask 
that the Chair would see if our technicians could not correct the 
problem. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Robinson, and for the benefit of the 
members of the House, we have had numerous problems with the 
machines. The clerks will tell you that over the past, I am saying 
2 months, and I may be exaggerating by a month, we have had 
technicians in here for at least 2 weeks? I am looking down here 
and- How long? We have had them here for seveml weeks, 
including weekends. 

The first vote here was stricken, and I assure you I had nothing 
to do with that, because it had passed. We have had a number of 
complaints from the members with the changing colon on the 
hoard to red. We are going to move that back to the way it war, 
because the members- Pardon me? To the green; to the green. 
Because the members have complained about the red color, we will 
try it out on green, and we are just trying to do our best to get this 
working properly. 

Mr. Cappabianca. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Like all the other memben, I bas  attempting to vote and it did 

not record, and it was prior to-- 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman care to submit his remarks 

for the record? 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. I do not know if it makes any difference 

now, does it? 
The SPEAKER %ell, if you want to put on the record what 

you would have voted, it makes a difference 
Mr CAPPABIANCA I would prefer to be noted that I would 

be m the negative, U r  Speaker 

House-- 
Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER. -and 1 will be glad to accept for the record 

your remarks, but the bill is not here to be reconsidered. 

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

Mr. G ~ t t Z a .  
Mr. GRUITZA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The eentleman. Mr. Michlovic. 

I had the same problem as several of the other members. I 
originally went up "no," hut then when the second vote came up I 
was not registered, and I want to go on the record as a "no." 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will he spread 
upon the record. 

Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROOUEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the Cappahianca motion to suspend the rules on 

concurrence of HB 48, my vote was not recorded. I wish it to be 
recorded in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will he spread 
upon the record. 

Any other corrections of the record? 

- 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may state it. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, does the Speaker have the 

capability of locking in the vote? 
The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. And if the Speaker were to lock in the vote 

and members were to attempt to vote after that time or attempt to 
change their vote, would those votes register on the board? 

The SPEAKER. No. The Speaker locks the vote with the 
instructions to the clerk- The clerk andlor the Speaker can lock 
the board, and the board is locked on the instructions of the Chair. 
Ifyou think about it, the Chair says- 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. I am. 
The SPEAKER. Now listen. The Chair twice says, "Have all 

the members voted?" That is said at least twice on every vote - on 
wery vote. At least 1 do that, and 1 believe all Speakers do that. 
And then, "The clerk will record the vote," and at that point it is 
locked and you can push the button however you want to push it, 
and it should not change. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. And there is nothing stopping the Speaker 
from locking the vote before he says have all the votes k e n  
counted ? 

The SPEAKER. It makes no sense to do that. 
Mr. MICHLOVIC. Right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I mean, I could- No. 

- 
Mr. MYERS. Thank y o y  Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The lady, Ms. Mundy. Ms. Mundy, are you 

seeking recognition? 
Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, on the Lloyd motion to suspend 

the rules, my vote was not recorded. I would like it to be recorded 
in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the lady will be spread upon 
therecord. 

Mr. James. Mr. James, in the hack of the hall. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am having the same problem, or had the same 

problem, and 1 would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread upon 

the record. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Kaiser. 
Mr. KAISER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, December 12, on 

SB 132, PN 1615, on concurrence in Senate amendments to House 
3mendments. the Vance motion, the motion to postpone, my vote 
#as not recorded, and 1 would like to be recorded in the negative. 
Rank you. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
lpon the record. 

The gentleman, Mr. Myers. 
Mr. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am having the same prohlem as 

verybody else. My vote is not registered on HB 48. I voted in the 
ffirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentiet~lan will be spread 
pon the record. 

I PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Daley, seek 
recognition? 

Mr. DALEY. A point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DALEY. A question was raised by a member regarding his 

vote immediately after the vote, upon which I think, Mr. Speaker, 
you informed the chamber that it does not matter because the bill 
is no longer in this chamber. Am 1 correct? 

The SPEAKER. That is essentially correct. That is not exactly 
what 1 said, but yes. 

Mr. DALEY. My question to you is, for all the members, for 
our understanding then, what is actually the procedure? Once a bill 
is voted in the affirmative such as a concurrence vote like this, 
does the Speaker sign the bill? 

The SPEAKER. 1 did. 
Mr. DALEY. You did. And did someone actually leave the 

chamber, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Yes; yes. 
Mr. DALEY. Then the camera would show on recollection- 
The SPEAKER. My word would say that someone left this 

chamber, and I suspect that someone would verifL that they left 
this chamber, and I funher suggest that a signed receipt from the 
Senate would indicate that the hill was transported to the Senate 
and receipted for. Now, whether or not our snooping cameras 
would pick that up, I am not really sure, Mr. Daley. 

Mr. DALEY. Well, then there is a possibility, Mr. Speaker, that 
your word would be verified by- 

The SPEAKER. I am not going to check it. If you want to go 
to a station and get them to play it hack, you go ahead and do it. 

Mr. DALEY. Well, maybe we ought to, Mr. Speaker. 
, Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Well, you go ahead and do it. It will give you 
something to do this Christmas. 

The gentleman, Mr. Flick. 
iMr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, will there be any further votes 

ton~ght ? 
The SPEAKER. Yes, one more vote. 
Mr. FLICK. Thank yoy Mr. Speaker. Then maybe we could 

get on with the business of the House? 
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RULES SUSPENDED 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meeting of the 
Rules Committee at the majority leader's desk. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 267, PN 2953 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Resolution urging the Governor and the Anomey General to seek 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Druce. 

Mr. DRUCE. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask that the rules of the House be 
suspended to permit the immediate consideration of HR 267. 

Daley Kirkland Rabens Yewcic 
DeLuca Kukovich Robinson Youngblood 
Dcmpsey Laual in Rahrer Zimmerman 
o,, Lawless Rooney Zug 
Dermody Lederrr Ruble) 
DeWeese I.ch Sainato Ryan. 

e 
DiGirolamo Lescovit~ Santoni Spcaksr 
Donatucci 1.evdansk) Sacher 

NAY S 4  

Carone Krebs Steil Tigus 
Hanna Plattr 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Battisfo 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyer 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkoviu 
Buxton 
Caltagironr 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. I.. 1. 
Cohen. M. 
Calafella 
Colaiao 
Conti 
Cornell 
Corpora 

Druce 
Ilurham 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Frese 
Fichtcr 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Gamble 
(iannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladrck 
Godrhall 
Gardner 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Henncssey 
Herman 
Hcrshsy 
l lrss 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jad lo~ iec 
Jalnss 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marnico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
MeCall 
MeGeehan 
McGill 
Melio 
Merr) 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 

Olivcr 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Prtmnc 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Pistclla 
Pills 
Preston 
Ramos 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schulrr 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Shcehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. 14. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stern 
Strtler 
Stish 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. 7 
Taylor, J. 
Thoma? 
l'ravaglio 
Trello 
r r ich 
True 
Tulli 
Vancr 
Van Home 
V ~ w n  
Vilnli 
Walko 
Washinson 
Waugh 

NOT VOTING4 & 
Carn Josephs O las~  Williams 

EXCUSED-7 

King Mihalich Rochuck Stritt~nattcr 
LaGroWa Ricger Rudy 

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. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR E 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. DRUCE called up HR 267, PN 2953, entitled: 

A Resolution urging the Govemor and the Attorney General to seek 
reimbursement for the Envirotest senlmmnt. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Mr. Druce, on the resolution. 

Mr. DRUCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will not belabor the point, because- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
There are entirely too many conferences on the floor. It is 

20 of 7; this should be our last night prior to the Christmas break. 
I would ask the reporters to take their seats. I would ask the-- 

I Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Just wait. 

I I would ask the members to take their seats. Members will -/ 

please take their seats. 

I PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. COY. Just a point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. COY. Simply a question raised by members: The reason 

for suspending the rules on the last vote fbr this resolution, because 
I believe it was reported- 1/ 

Corri~an larolill Raymond Wogan 
Cowell Kaiser Rradshar Worniak 

Keller Rrbrr Wright. D. R. COY 
Curly Ksnncy Rrinard U'right. M. N. 

The SPEAKER. It was not on the voting list, and i t  is required 
to consider it now-- 

Mr. COY. Fine. 
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The SPEAKER. -because it had not been on the computer. 
Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Druce. 
Mr. DRUCE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will he briel; because I believe the resolution speaks for itself 

and it urges the Govemor and the Attomey General to pursue any 
legal means at their disposal to obtain a full reimbursement for the 
taxpayers of this Com~nonwealth from the Environmental 
Protection Agency and from the Federal Govemment for the costs 
incurred with the settlement with Envirotest. 

Mr. Speaker, quite simply, I do not believe and I think most 
members believe that we would never have gone down this path 
had it not been for Federal law and, more importantly, had 
it not been for Federal regulations which directed the 
Casey administration and then Secretary Yerusalim into the system 
that we now had to undo here today. 

1 recall distinctly, Mr. Speaker, being briefed in our caucus last 
session by Secretary Yemsalim, him articulating to us how the 
Commonwealth proceeded in good faith to a centralized system, 
how the rules changed on our State because of Washington, but we 
were too far down the pike to adopt any alternatives at that point 
in time. Rut I believe the Secretary under the Casey administration 
was doing thc right thing, giving the rules as he knew them, and 
now the Federal Government has decided to change the rules on us. 
The only problem is, they have left the people of Pennsylvania 
with the bill. 

1 think that is inexcusable, and I hope most members would 
agree with that and at least allow our Anomey General and the 
Governor's chief counsel to see what costs we could obtain from 
the Federal Government to lessen the blow to the taxpayers of this 
State. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, if l could make one last comment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. DRUCE. If 1 could ask that this resolution remain on the 

desk, because I believe there are other members who may feel as 
though the Federal Government has a large responsibility in the hill 
that we had to pay here tonight. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is already in print. 
Mr. DRUCE. Well, then I retract that, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 have a couple concerns about this resolution. 

I do not know if members have looked at it carefully, 
but what essentially this does is to say that the Governor and the 
Attorney General are supposed to consider and possibly initiate 
legal action against the Federal Government to recover some of the 
costs which a majority just voted to have paid out of the hazardous 
waste cleanup fund and out of the CAT Fund. That is a very novel 
argument, and I have very serious reservations about whether or 
not that is going to be successhl in the courts. 

And I am also somewhat puzzled that we are being asked to do 
this at a time when we all know that the Federal Go\,emment is 
trying to deal with the budget deficit, and we all know that if 
Pennsylvania were successful, so would presumably be numerous 
other States, and balancing the Federal budget would be even 
harder, and avoiding a shutdown of the Federal Government again 
would be much more difficult. 

I mean, I think this is something which is going to be unlikely 
to be successful. What I am especially concerned about, however, 

is how much money we intend to spend to try to carry out this 
mandate, Mr. Speaker, and there is nothing in here which says 
anything about whether this is to be money spent only out of 
appropriations existing for the Govemor and the Attomey General 
or whether it is contemplated that we are going to hire outside 
counsel. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I assume this is going to pass. I do not think 
I am going to vote for it, but I would like an opportunity to get on 
the record from the sponsor of the resolution the answer to several 
questions. If the gentleman, Mr. Druce, would stand for 
interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Druce, indicates he will 
stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, may begin. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in order to establish some legislative intent, which 

hopefully then will guide the Govemor and the Attomey General, 
is it your intention, Mr. Speaker, that outside counsel be hired to 
pursue this litigation? 

Mr. DRUCE. Mr. Speaker, I did not believe it was necessruy 
for us to spell out every detail of how the Attorney General or the 
Governor's Office would pursue that. 1 have faith that they can 
make judgment on their own, whether they would deal with the 
internal resources they have at their disposal or if they would 
choose other options. But I have confidence that they will be able 
to respond to the wishes of this chamber in the appropriate manner. 

Mr. LLOYD. So then it is your intent that they should read this 
resolution as an authorization or an encouragement from the 
General Assembly to use outside counsel or to hire outside counsel 
if they determine that hiring outside counsel is, in their judgment, 
a good idea. That is your intention. 

Mr. DRUCE. Mr. Speaker, as I said, I believe that that would 
be the judgment of the Anorney General and the Governor's Office 
as how best to proceed. I do not know what tirnds may be at their 
disposal if they should choose outside counsel, but I am sure that 
would be part of their decisionmaking process. I am not asking this 
House- I am asking this Housc tonight to urge them to take a 
particular action. I am not asking this House to tell them how to do 
that. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, one other question, and that is, do 
you, Mr. Speaker, have an intention as to how much money ought 
to be spent in pursuing this litigation? 

Mr. DRUCE. Mr. Speaker, again, 1 believe that we have 
responsible people in both the Attomey General's Office and the 
Govemor's Office to deal with that. I would point out that tonight 
we just spent $145 million of money that, had it not been for the 
folks in Federal Govemment, in the EPA, we might not have had 
to spend tonight. So I am sure that they will weigh that in their 
decision in the success of their case, if they should have one, to 
pursue this properly on behalf of the taxpayers of the 
Commonwealth. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, if 1 could yield interrogation and 
retum to comment on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman's response to the 

interrogation underscores that my concerns are legitimate. I do not 
know what is going to happen with this. The Govemor may take 
this and throw it in the waste can, but 1 certainly do not want to be 
recorded as endorsing an encouragement to pursue through outside 
counsel, and potentially lots of contracts and lots of expense, 
litigation which I think is very likely to be unsuccesstirl. 



And I am also concerned, Mr. Speaker, that, you know, we pay 
it here or we pay it to the Federal Government. Either way, we are 
the ones doing the paying, and the notion that we can somehow 
shift this cost onto the Federal taxpayers and that that is not our 
responsibility is one of the reasons why we have that mess in 
Washington, and I suggest that we not compound that. 

I intend to vote "no." Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 

Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will go krther than Mr. Lloyd. I will say no1 

only is such a suit extremely likely to be unsuccessful, such a suit 
is extremely likely to be ruled by the courts to be frivolous. 

There is a correct legal procedure to get the 
Federal Government or anybody else involved as a defendant in 
this suit, and that would have been to contest the suit and to join 
the Federal Government as an additional defendant. This suit was 
filed in Commonwealth Court. The Federal Government could 
have been a defendant in Commonwealth Court. There was also a 
Federal suit tiled. The Federal Government could have been a 
defendant in the Federal courts. The way to do that, if this 
resolution had been filed here in May or June or July or anytime 
until today after the vote we just took, this resolution would have 
been relevant, because it would have been timely to lile legal 
papers to get the Federal Government to pay for it. But to have a 
situation where they are going to be filing in court after we have 
already surrendered our rights against them is just ridiculous. 

I do not know what the plan is or whether this is just a desire to 
get political cover or a desire to hand out $100,000 contracts to 
good, loyal supporters. But whatever the reason is, this is a totally 
frivolous idea for a lawsuit. This ought to be defeated. And if it 
passes anyway, I would sure hope if they retain a private law firm, 
not one dime is spent, not one dime of public money is 
spent on these lawyers engaged in this wild-goose chase on a 
contingency-fee basis. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Cappahianca, desire recognition ? The 

gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. CAPPABIANCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to take this occasion to remind the House, since we 

are passing the buck on Envirotest, that we are leaving here for the 
Christmas holidays doing nothing about LIHEAP. Perhaps maybe 
with this resolution we ought to ask Newt Gingrich why those 
particular funds are not coming to the various States. 

So I just want to put that on the record. We are going home to 
a very nice holiday, all of us, and we have people out there, 
approximately 400,000 families, that probably will not have heat. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Jarolin. 
Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 
Looking over this list here, I hope people when they go home 

for Christmas understand that they paid a private industry the 
amount of money that is in this particular piece of legislation; 
then look at your next-door neighbor and see if there is smoke 
coming out the chimney; then look at yourself in the mirror. 
Merry Christmas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Geist. 
Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support this resolution. As the members of the House 

clearly know, when the Federal C;overnment foisted this upon us, 
they did so with the threat of withholding Federal tax dollars that 

- -  

Pennsylvanians had paid so that we could put them into our 
highway system. 

The Federal Government dictated who was driving that bus and 
who was riding in it, and quite clearly they set the standards and w 
specifications for the State of Pennsylvania to Sollow. And 
Governor Casey did that; this General Assembly did that. It is quite 
clear to me that the Federal Government is withholding tax dollars 
that have been paid by Pennsylvanians, well over $100 million of 
liquid fuels money that is being held by the Federal Government 
now, that could be released to the State of Pennsylvania so that we 
could put it in our infrastructure. 

The game of extortion that the Federal Government plays 
where they dictate to us what we have to do, then we do it and we 
get stuck with the bill, it is not right. We should be driving thc bus, 1 
not the Feds. 

I urge a "yes" vote on this resolution. I urge the Governor and 
the Attorney General to take the Feds to the mat and lct them pay 
the bill. It is their responsibility. They pushed it into us and we did 
it; now let them pay for it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Delaware, 
Mr. Vitali, seek recognition on this resolution? 

Mr. VITALI. Very quickly, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the resolution stand for a hriefinquiry '? . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. VITALI. Mr. Spcakcr. do you have any theory of any 

cause of action that could he successSul here'! 
Mr. LIRUCE. If I think 1 heard the question correctly. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just state for the record, I am not an attorney, 
so I am not going to pontificate upon what could and could not 
happen. I trust that we will get good advice from the Governor's 
Oftice and the Attorney General. Even from the beginning, I 
expect good advice that maybe we cannot pursue this, but the one 
thing I am going to be able to do when I go ho~nc tonight is to say 
that we have done everything we can do to pursue it because it is 
the right thing to do, and I will defer to theirjudgment, hut I am not 
going to speculate on how a court would rule on this particular 
matter. 

Mr. VITAL1 May 1 speak on the resolution. Mr. Speaker? 
0 

Very briefly. 
The SPEAKER. You may. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. VITALI. I t  appears that this cause of action is totally 

ti-ivolous. It is one thing to make a mistake - and clearly, the 
legislature has done that, and we are going to pay; we are going to 
pay, be it $150 million or $200 million or $100 million; we will 
pay, and perhaps that is proper - but it is quite another thing to try 
to blame someone else for our mistahcs, and I think that is what 
this resolution is trying to do, and I think it just brings discrcdit to 
us. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 

w 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROONEY. Two seconds, Mr. Speaker. 
A few minutes ago the majority members in this chamber 

shafted the taxpayers ofthis State to the tune of $145 million. Now 
we are going to turn around and hand out Christmas honus~.s to the 
boys who drive the big cars and smoke the big cigars. 

It i s  absolutely see-through \\hat we are going to do if you cote 
"yes" on this rcsolution. I urge my colleagues to \!ate "no." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fairchild, on the 
resolution. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Contrary to what the last speaker said, perhaps he would be 
interested in some statements that were made by the majority party 
concerning this policy during the term we enacted the current 
emission program. 

First let me direct you to a couple statements made by 
Secretary Yerusalim, who was the last administration's Secretary 
of Transportation. This statement was made during the House 
subcommittee meeting on Transportation on February 25, 1992, 
and I want to quote Secretary Yerusalim: "The only thing we don't 
know is whether afier eightcen months they'll impose Sanction A 
or Sanction B, either Federal Highway money or the two for one 
provision. But after twenty-four months, they must impose both 
sanctions." 

Also in a letter from Secretary Yerusalim to me dated 9130194, 
quote, "As you know, the Governor has already indicated that he 
will veto H B  1514. 1 hope that with your continued support, we 
will be able to sustain that veto so that we do not put highway 
funds and the possibility of severe negative impacts on the 
Commonwealth's economic climate." 

The last statement, in a letter to Senator Loeper and 
Senator LaValle from Governor Casey's Off~ce, 11110/94, 
quote, " ... EPA has made it clear that the sanctions are mandatory 
and will apply automatically. This has been reiterated by both 
EPA Administrator Browner and Regional Administrator 
Kostmayer. Indeed, EI'A has already imposed a 'two for one' 
offset sanction in Vennont on September 6, 1994," unquote. 

Mr. Speaker, if anything tonight, the taxpayers of this 
Commonwealth deserve to know what is going on; they deserve to 
know the facts. 

Representative Lloyd indicated the morass or the mess in 
Washington, D.C. Well, unless we demand accountability from 
Washington, D.C., we and our taxpayers and our citizens of this 
Com~nonwealth never will know what is going on. It is time we 
started holding people accountable, finding out who was making 
these irresponsible statements, and let us lind out and let us get to 
the bottom of this. 

This is a good resolution, and I urge your support. Thank you. 

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

The follouing roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Fairchild I.ucyk Schulrr 

Al ln i  Fait Lynch Scrimellti 
Argall IFargo Maitland Semmel 
Armstrong F ~ m r r  Maim Srmfini 
Ilaki'i recse Markosek Sllrchali 
Bard Fichtur Maiiico Smith. H .  
Hattisto l:lea~lc Masland Smith, S. H 
Belardi b l i c l  
Birmclin (ian~lon 

Illaum Cicisl 
Borfola (iigliotli 
Royes Gladcck 
Hroun Godshall 
Brosnc Gruina 
Bunt (iruppo 
Buikovil, Ilnha? 
Hu\ton I lalusha 
Varonu Hanna 
Caulc? Hal-han 

Mayrmik Snyder. D. W 
McCall Staback 
McGechan Stairs 
McCiill Sleil 
Mercy Slern 
Micolzir Stish 
Miller Taylor. L. /. 
Nnilor laylor. J. 
Nickul l iguu 
Nyce 'Trullo 
O'Biicn Trich 
Pcr,el 'I'I~us 

Chadwick 
Civrra 
Clark 
Clymsr 
Cohen, I.. 1. 
Colafella 
Colaizo 
Conti 
Daley 
DrLuca 
Drmpsey 
Dm[ 
Ditiirolamo 
Dorvatucci 
OTUCC 
Ourham 
Egolf 

Bebko-Joncs 
Bclfanli 
Bishop 
Caltagironc 
Cappabianca 
Cohm. M. 
Corpora 
Corrigar? 
Cowell 
Coy 
Curry 
Dennody 

Hzay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinsun 
Jadlouirc 
Kaiser 
Kellrr 
Krnnsy 
Krzbs 
I.aughlin 
1.arlcss 
1.edrrrr 
Leh 
L.rscovi1~ 

UsWsese 
I(vans 
Gamhle 
George 
Gordnri 
ltkin 
James 
Jarolin 
Kirkland 
Kukovich 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 

Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillips 
Pills 
I'latts 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Kzber 
Keinard 
Rohrer 
Ruhlry 
Sainato 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Manderino 
Melio 
Michluvic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Prtrarca 
Pistella 
Ramoi 
Robzns 
Ibbinson 

NOT VOTING-7 

Barley Cornell Olasr 
Carn .losephs Vitali 

Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
waugh 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. M. N 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
Tug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Rouney 
Santuni 
Shaner 
Steclman 
Stetlcr 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangrrtti 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Washington 
Wright. D. R. 

Williams 

King Mihalich Roebuck Strittmattcr 
ILaCicotta Riegcr Rudy 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. SAYLOR called up HR 265, PN 2950, entitled: 

A Resolution recognizing January 14 through 20, 1996, as 
"Junior ChamberlJaycee Week." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Adolph 
Allen 
Argal l 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Banirta 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaunl 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Brown 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxtan 
Calugirone 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
C l d  
Clymer 
Cohen, L.  I. 
Cahen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizo 
Conti 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Drum 
Durham 

Barley 
Carn 

Egolf Lucyk 
Evans Lynch 
Fairchild Maitland 
Fajt Major 
Fargo Manderino 
Fam~er M d o s e k  
Feese Marsico 
Fichter Masland 
Fleagle Mayernik 
Flick McCall 
Gamble McGeehan 
Cannon McGill 
Geist Melio 
George M e w  
Giglioni Michlovic 
Gladeck Micozzie 
Godshall Miller 
Gardner Mundy 
Gruitra Myers 
G ~ U P P ~  Nailor 
Habay Nickol 
Haluska Nycr 
Hanna O'Brien 
Harhan Oliver 
Hasay Perrrl 
Hennessey Pesci 
lierman Petrarca 
Hershey Petrane 
Hess Pettit 
Horsey Phillips 
Hutchinson Pistella 
ltkin Pins 
Jadlowiec Plans 
James Preston 
Jarolin Ramos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kenney Reber 
Kirkland Reinard 
Krebs Robens 
Kukovich Robinson 
Laughlin Rahrer 
Lawless Rooney 
Lederer Rubley 
Leh Sainato 
Lescovitz Santoni 
Levdansky Sather 
Lloyd Saylor 

NOT VOTING4 

Comell Olasz 
Josephs 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Serafini 
Shana 
Sheehan 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S, li. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stish 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. I.. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigur 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washinyon 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. M. N. 
Yew'cic 
Youngblood 
Zirnmerman 

zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Williams 

King Mihalich Roebuck Strittmatter 
LaCrotu Rirger Rudy 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the aftirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Ms. STEELMAN called up HR 266, PN 2951, entitled: 

A Resolution recognizing January l I, 1996, as "Amelia Earhart Day 
in  Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Banisto 
Bcbka-Jones 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Hoscola 
Boyrr 
Brown 
Hrowne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Huxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carone 
Cawlcy 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I .  
Cohm. M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Conli 
Corpora 
Comigan 
Cowell 
coy 
Cuny 
Dale? 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeesr 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durhen 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
rajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Feese 
Fichter 

Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliolti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitra 
Gruppa 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hcss 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
.ladlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebr 
Kuknvich 
Laughlin 
La\\less 
Lrderer 
Lch 
Lescovitl 
Lrvdanrky 
Lloyd 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Marlosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayrmik 
McCall 
Mcticchan 
McGill 
Mrlio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickal 
N ~ C C  
O'Hrirn 
Ol%r 
Oliver 
Perrcl 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
I'rtlonc 
Pettit 
Phillips 
I'istella 
P i l t ~  
f'lans 
Prcslon 
Ilamos 
Raymond 
Ksadnhaw 
Reinard 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Kohrcr 
Roonsy 
Kuhley 
Sainalo 
Sanloni 
Salher 
Saylor 

NAY S 4  

Schrodcr 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semn?el 
Scmlini 
Shancr 
Shcchan 
Smith. 13. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stern 
Strtler 
Slish 
Slurla 
Surra 
rangrrtti 
Taylor. E. 7. 
Taylor, J 
Thoma\ 
Tiguc 
l'ravaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vnncc 
Van liorne 
Vroll 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wrighl. M. N. 
Yercic 
Younghioud 
Zimmeiman 
7ug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING4 

Barlcy Corncll Rckr Willians 
Carn Joscphs 

EXCUSED-7 

King Mihalich Rocbuck Strittmatter 
I.aCirotta Rieger Rudy 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the afftrmative and the resolution was adopted. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. Now, turn to page 3 o f  the calendar. Y o u  are 
not going to be happy about this. HB 337 has three amendments, 
so let us go. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration o f  HB 337, PN 
2895, entitled: 

An Act allocating from the General Fund an amount equal to the 
amount o f  all unclaimed funds remitted to the State Treasurer as 
unclaimed property derived from sheriffs' sales to the Pennsylvania 
Housing Finance Agency for the purpose of assisting potential home 
buyers with the tinancing and purchase ofhomes at sheriffs' sales. 

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

The SPEAKER. The lady, Ms. Mundy, has amendments, or 

does she withdraw them? No.  There is no  Santa Claus in the 
Mundy house. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Wi l l  the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Ms. MUNDY offered the following amendment No.  A6540: 

Amend Title, page I. line 7, by removing the period after "sales" 
and inserting 
; providing for a home purchase loan program to be administered 
by the Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency; and establishing 
the Sheriffs' Sales Homcownership Assistance Fund and the 
Affordable Housing Trust Fund. 

Amend Bill, page I, by inserting betueen lines 9 and I 0  
CHAPTER I 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Amend Sec I, page I, line 10, by striking out "I" and insening 

In1 ," .  

Amend Src. I, page I, lilies I I and 12, by striking out "Sheriff?' 
Sales" 

Amend Sec. 2, page I, line 13, by striking out "2" and inserting 
102 

Amend Sec 3, page 2. line 8, by striking out "3" and inserting 
10.3 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 13, by removing the period after 
"Commonwealth" and inserting 

a public corporation and government instrumentality, established 
under the act o f  December 3, 1959 (P.L.1688, No.621) known as the 
Housing Finance Agency Law. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, lines 14 through 16, by striking out all o f  
said lines and inserting 

"Annual income." The total annual income of all members o f  a 
family from whatever source derived, including, but not limited to, 
pension, annuity, retirement and Social Security benefits, but may exclude 
the following as the Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency may establish 
by rule or regulation: 

( I )  Reasonable allowances for dependents. 
(2) Reasonable allowances for medical expenses. 
(3) Al l  or a proportionate part o f  the earnings o f  dependent 

family members. 
(4) Income not received regularly. 

"Lending institution." Any o f  the following if i t  customarily 
provides residential mortgage services or otherwise aids in the financing 
o f  mortgages on residential housing in this Commonwealth: 

( I )  Bank. 
(2) Bank and trust company. 
(3) Trust company. 
(4) Savings bank. 
(5) National bankineassociation. - 
(6) Federal National Mortgage Association. 
(7) Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation. 
(8)  Government National Mortgage Association - 
(9) Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency. 
(10) Mortgage banker. 
( I  I )  FHA-approved mortgage service company. 
(12) Savings and loan association. 
(13) Federal savings and loan association. 
(14) Building and loan association. 
(15) Credit union. 
(16) A financial institution similar to those listed in 

paragraphs ( I) through ( 15). 
"Low-income and moderate-income persons" or "low-income and 

moderate-income families." Individuals or families who cannot afford to 
pay the amounts at which private enterprise, without the assistance of this . . 
act, is providing a substantial supply o f  decent, safe and sanitary housing. 
The aeencv shall establish income limits for oarticioation o f  such oersons 
and families, based on countywide income statistics, where available. 

"Mortgage." A lien other than aiudgment on a fee simple estate or 
1 leasehold in real property located in this Commonwealth, together with 

the credit instri~mcnts, if any, secured by it. The term shall include insured 
and uninsured mortgages. 

"Mortgagor." Individuals, joint ventures, partnerships, limited 
partnerships, trusts, corporations, cooperatives and condominiums, 
whether organized for profit or not for profit. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 23 and 24 
Section 104. Other agency programs. 

The agency shall attempt, to the fullest extent possible, to integrate 
this program with its other homeownership programs to enhance the 
success of all homeownership efforts. 
Section 105. Administrative expense. 

Investment and interest earnings on moneys in the fund may be used 
by the agency to cover the administrative costs of the program. 

CHAPTER 2 
SHERIFFS' SALES HOMEOWNERSHIP 

ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
Section 201. Detinitions. 

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

"Fund." The Sheriffs' Sales Homeownership Assistance Fund 
established under this chapter. 
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"Program." The Sheriffs' Sales Homeownership Assistance 
Program established under this chapter. 

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 24, by striking out "4" and inserting 
202 

Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 16, by striking out "5" and inserting 
7 n? --- 

Amend Sec. 5 ,  page 3, line 27, by striking out "act" and inserting 
chapter 

Amend Sec. 6, page 3, line 28. by striking out "6" and inserting 
204 

Amend Sec. 6. page 4, lines 23 through 29, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 

CHAPTER 3 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING TRUST PROGRAM 

Section 301. Definitions. 
The following words and phrases when used in this chapter shall 

have the meanings given to them in this section unless the context clearly 
indicates otherwise: 

"Fund." The Affordable Housing Trust Fund established under this 
chapter. 
Section 302. Establishment and administration o f  fund. 

The Affordable Housing Trust Fund is hereby established under the 
jurisdiction and control o f  the agency as a permanent revolving fund of 
idenlifiable, renewable and segregated capital to be used by the agency in 
accordance with this chapter. The agency shall hold fund moneys separate 
and distinct from its other assets and other funds which it administers. 
Section 303. Sources of fund. 

There shall be paid into the fund: 
(1) Al l  moneys appropriated by the General Assembly for 

inclusion in the fund. 
(2) Revenue collected from the imposition o f  the surcharge 

on recorded documents under section 305. 
(3) Grants, donations, contributions or gifts from public or 

private sources specitically earmarked for deposit into the fund. 
(4) The proceeds from the sale o f  property, real, personal 

or otherwise, which may be given or donated to the agency for use 
in connection with the fund. 

( 5 )  Any money made available to the agency under the 
provisions o f  the act o f  December 14, 1992 (P.L.866, No.l37), 
known as the Optional County Affordable Housing Funds Act. 

(6) Al l  interest, dividends and pecuniary gains from 
investment o f  money in the fund. 

(7) Repayments of principal and interest on loans provided 
from the fund. 

(8) Al l  other revenues, receipts and fees o f  whatever source 
derived from the operation o f  the fund. 

Section 304. Use of fund. 

(a) Purposes.-The agency shall use moneys in the fund for the 
purpose of enabling low-income and moderate-income persons and 
families to attain home ownership through, but not limited to, any or all 
of the following programs: 

(1) The Home Purchase Loan Program, which shall consist 
o f  second or subsequent mortgage loans and/or grants, the proceeds 
o f  which can be used to provide closing con assistance andlor down 
payment assistance to eligible homebuyers. Repayment may be 
deferred by the agency for a period up to the length o f  the tirst 
mortgage but shall be repaid at the time of a sale, transfer or 
nonowner occupancy of the property or upon payment in full or a 
refinance o f  the first mortgage. The agency may allow 
subordination of the mongage loan where the first lnorlgage is 
being refinanced to produce more favorable repayment terms for the 
homeowner or to enable the homeowner to make tepairs necessary 
to preserve the property. 

(2) The Mortgage Interest Subsidy Program, which shall 
consist o f  second or subsequent mortgage loans and grants, the 
proceeds of which can be used to buy down interest rates for 
eligible homebuyers, thereby producing an affordable monthly 
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mortgage payment. Repayment of the loans Inlay be deferred by the 
agency for a period of up to the length of. the first mortgage and 
shall be repaid in the same manner as set ibrth in paragraph (I).  
(b) Eligibility criteria.-Persons or families must meet the fallowing 

:riteria to be eligible to participate in a program set forth in subsection (a): w 
(1) Applicants must be persons or families urhose annual 

income adjusted for family size does not exceed 115% o f  ,median 
household income for the county in which the property i s  located. 
The agency may establish additional criteria limiting certain kinds 
of assistance to persons o f  low or very low income. 

(2) Applicants must he persons or families who have not 
had an ownership interest in residential real property within the 
previous three years. This provision may be waived by the agency 
in the case of single-parent families. 

(3) Applicants must have insufficient assets or income, as w 
determined by the agency to be able to purchase the property 
without the assistance provided hy this act. 

(4) The agency shall require homrbuyers to undergo home 
ownership counseling as approved by the agency as a condition of 
the receipt o f  a grant andlor loan. 

(5) The agency shall establish limits on the amount o f  
money available to each applicant. C 

(c) Distribution of moneys.-The agency shall use its best efforts to 
listribute moneys in the fund on a regional basis in the same proportion 
o where the moneys were dcrived; provided, however, that the .* 

listribution o f  moneys in the restricted account within thc ti~nd, created 
lnder section 307, shall not be considered when the agency distributes the 
zmaining moneys in the fund in accordance with this section. Any 
:ederal funds or moneys donated to the find lrorn outside this 
3ammonwealth can be used by the agency anywhere in this 
:ommonwealth. 

(d) Participating lenders.-Thc following lending institutions shall 
,e eligible to participate in programs authorized by this act, subject to 
;uch standards, criteria and procedures as shall be established by the 
igency: 

(1) Lending institutions that originate tirst mongage loans 
in conjunction with any o f  the agency's single fjtnily home 
purchase programs. 

(2) Lending institutions that originate first mortgage loans 
in conjunction with a home purchase program operated by a 
municipality, municipal authority or a residential finance authority. r 

(3) Other lending institutions approved by the agency 
which have agreed to comply with the homebuycr eligibility and 
other requirements of subsection (b). 

:unds will be made available in such amounts as the agency shall 
letermine in order to meet the requirements of subsection (c) and within 
he financial limitations ofthe fund. 

(e) Matching funds-The agency ]nay use money from the fund to 
natch Federal. State, local or private money to be used for programs 
~ l l i c h  have the purpose of fostering home ownership by persons and 
imilies o f  low income and moderate income. 

(0  Housing counseling programs.-The agency may use money 
i o m  the fund to pay for technical assistance, design, linance and w 
tdminiitrative services and housing counseling scrbices provided to 
ipplicants by nonprofit housing development corporations or other ~. 
:ommunity-based or neighborhood-based organilations. 

(z) Administrative expenses.-The agency may use money from the ." . .  . 
'und to pay reasonable expenses incurred in connection uith 
tdministering the fund and operating rhc programs authoriled undel. this 
ICt. 
Iection 305. Imposition o f  surcharge. 

There i s  hereby imposed a real estate document surcharge in the 
lmount o f  $10 for every deed. mortgage or other instrulnetlt fbr which a w 
ecording fee is provided and which i s  recorded in the office o f  the 
ecorder of deeds in each county of this Commonwealth. The surcharge 
:hall be in addition to any other recording fee or other charge lawfully 
:ollected by the recorder of deeds and shall be paid by the recorder of 
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deeds to the Department of Revenue at the same time and in the same Amend Sec 7, page 4, line 30, by striking out "7" and inserting 
manner as the realty transfer tax. The Department o f  Revenue shall remit 402 
forthwith to the agency for deposit to the fund all moneys received in Amend Sec. 8, page 5, line4, by striking out "8" and inserting 
connection with the real estate document surcharge. 
Section 306. County participation. 

The county colnmissioners or the governing body o f  a county with 
a down payment or closing cost assistance program established under the 
urovisions o f  the act o f  December 14, 1992 (P.L.866, No.137). known as 
the Optional County Affordable Housing Funds Act, !nay elect to not 
narticioate in the Affordable Housine Trust Fund established under this - 
chapter. The election to not panicipatc in the f ind shall he evidenced by 
an ordinance enacted by the county commissioners or the governing b d y  
of such countv. The surcharge under section 305 shall be imuosed and any 
moneys received shall be deposited into the fund until such an ordinance 
is enacted under this scction. Any real estate document recorded in the 
office o f  the recorder of deeds in a county which has enacted an ordinance 
under this section shall not be suhjcct to the surcharge imposed by 
section 305. 'The residents of a county which has enacted an ordinance 
under this section shall he ineligible to receive any lnoneys from the fund 
until the county commissioners or the governing body o f  the county 
repeals the ordinance. The recorder o f  deeds o f  the county shall hegin 
collecting the surcharge imposed by section 305, no sooner than 60 days 
after the repeal i s  effective. 
Section 307. Third class cities program. 

The county commissioners or the governing body o f  a county in 
which a city o f  the third class i s  located shall have the power and may 
elect by ordinance to impose a surcharge o f  $1 on every deed, mortgage 
or other instrument for which a recording fee is provided and which is 
recorded in the oftice of  the recorder of deeds. This surcharge shall be in 
addition to any other recording fee or other charge lawfully collected by 
the recorder o f  deeds. This surcharge shall be paid by the recorder of 
dcsds to the Department of Revenue at the same time and in the same 
manner as the realty transfer tax. The Department o f  Revenue shall remit 
forthwith to the aeency ibr deposit into a restricted account within the - .  
fund all moneys received in connection with the surcharge imposed under 
this section. In accordance with section 304. where aoolicable. the aeencv . . - .  
shall use the moneys in the restricted account only for the purposc of 

~ ~ 

enabling low-income and moderate-income persons and families to attain 
home owncrshio ~ ' i t h i n  a citv o f  the third class located within a countv 
where the money was collected. If there i s  more than one city o f  the third 
class within a county imposing a surcharge under this section, the moneys 
distributed for use in a citv o f  the third class shall be based uoon the total 
population o f  all cities of the third class within thc county where the 
moncy was collected divided by the total population oTa city ofthe third 
class where the moneys will he distributed. I f  all o i  the moneys in the 
restricted account cannot be distributed under this section, the agency 
shall distribute the (moneys in accordance with section 304(c). 
Section 308. Semiannual report. 

The agmcy shall report to the General Assembly and the Governor 
on a semiannual basis, corresponding with the beginning ofeach two-year 
legislative session, on the inconie and expenses o f  the fund and its uses, 
including the number and amounts o f  loans and grants made, the number 
and types o f  residential units assisted, the income levels o f  persons 
assisted and the geographical distrihution o f  loans and grants made. 

CHAPrER 4 
MISCEI,LANEOIJS PROVISIONS 

Section 401. Sunset. 
The Affordable Housing Trust Fund created under this act, 

together with its statutory functions and duties, shall terminate 
on December 31, 2000, unless rrestablished or continued by the 
General Asscmbly. The Legislative Budget and Finance Committee shall 
be required to present to the General Assembly a report evaluating the 
fund by December 31, 1999. This report shall provide the 
General Assembly with a recommendation as to whether the fund is to be 
continued and. ir so. the chanees which are sueeested by the committee -- 
to improve the operation o f  the fund. 

403 
Amend Sec. 8, page 5, line 5, by striking out all of said line and 

inserting 
This act shall take effect as follows: 
( I )  Chapter 2 and section 305 shall take effect in 60 days. 
(2) The remainder o f  this act shall take effect immediately. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question o f  the adoption o f  the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
We agree to the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following ro l l  call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Hard 
Battisto 
Bcbko-Jones 
Belardi 
Relfsnti 
Biimrlin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Doscola 
Boyes 
Brawn 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkor i t r  

IBuxlon 
Caltagiions 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Chadbick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cl? mcr 
Cohcn, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Culiiirra 
Conti 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Colrsll 
Coy 
Curly 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Ilermody 
DeWeese 
Ditiirolamo 
Donatucci 

Evans 
Fairchiid 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fecsc 
Fichlcr 
Flcagle 
Flick 
(;amble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
tiladeck 
Ciodshall 
Gordncr 
Gruitm 
tiruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhan 
tlasay 
Henncssry 
Herman 
Hershe? 
Hrss 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
Jamcs 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Krller 
Kmncy 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 
I.a\vlcss 
Lederer 
[.eh 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maitland 
Major 
Mandrrino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 

Merry 
Michlovic 
Miconic 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Nycr 
O'Rrien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pcrzsl 
Pcsci 
Petrarca 
Petronr 
Pettit 
Phillips 
I'istslla 
Pins 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Kahens 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Rubley 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmcl 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Sheehan 
Smith. B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stcrn 
Staler 
Stish 
Sturla 
Surra 
Fa~lgrrtti 
Taylor. E. /. 
Taylor, .I. 
Thomas 
Tiguc 
Travaglio 
Trrllu 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vancc 
Van Hoinc 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko , 
Washington 
Waugh 
wagan 
Worniak 
Wright, U. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Yrwcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerrnan 
Tug 
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Druce Lrscovitr Sainato 
Durham Levdansky Sanloni Ryan, 
Egalf Lloyd Sather Speakzr 

NOT VOTING4 

Barley Cam Cornell Williams 

King Mihalich Roebuck Striamatter 
LaGrona Rieger Rudy 

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

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Cappabianca, who offers the following amendments, which the 
clerk will read. It is my understanding the gentleman withdraws 
those amendments. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker, a short comment on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for a short 
comment on the bill. 

Mr. NYCE. As I understand this bill, unclaimed funds which 
are normally turned over to the Treasurer of the Commonwealth 
will now be redirected for another purpose. As all of us know here, 
the Treasurer has an ongoing program to return those funds to their 
proper owner and is actually obligated to do so. We are now going 
to take those funds and spend them for something else, and they 
will not be in the Treasury to be returned, as required by law, to 
those people who rightfully claim them. I want you to understand 
that you are creating an obligation for the Commonwealth when we 
pass this. This is not a simple redirection. This is spending money 
that does not belong to the Commonwealth. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. James. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill was amended in the Appropriations 

Committee last Monday to not take funds away from the funds that 
the Treasury Department has, and what this bill does now, under 
the amended version that passed out of the Appropriations 
Committee, is put the same amount of funds that goes into the 
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sheriffs escheat fund, a like amount, into the General Fund. 
Because the Treasury Department had raised that, that is why we 
made this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Nyce. 
Mr. NYCE. 1 want to make sure I understand what the 

rr, 

gentleman just said, if he would stand for a brief interrogation. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Nyce, may proceed. 
Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker, what you are suggesting then is that 

there is a new source of appropriation for the program. This will 
not come from escheatable funds but will come from another 
source. Is that correct? 

Mr. JAMES. That is correct. 
Mr. NYCE. It will come now from the General Fund? 
Mr. JAMES. That is correct. '3 
Mr. NYCE. And is there an estimate of the amount of funds to 

be set aside? 
Mr. JAMES. The analysis goes, "If enacted, the bill would 

provide for an allocation fiom the General Fund in an amount 
equal to the amount of all unclaimed funds remitted to the State 
Treasurer as unclaimed property derived fiom the sheriffs' sales." 

. 
There are different amounts in different counties. 

Mr. NYCF. I was under the impression that the original bill 
only took a portion of the escheatable funds and redirected them n 

into the program and was not equal to the total amount of the 
escheatable funds, so we have expanded the program significantly 
if we are now going to have an appropriation equal to the total 
amount of escheatable funds from the sheriff's sale, the unclaimed 
escheatable funds. 

Mr. JAMES. Well, 1 do not know if that has expanded it, but 
one of the things is that it is based on whatever accounted moneys 
the counties put into it through the escheatable funds and that a 
separate fund would be set up under the PHFA (Pennsylvania 
Housing Finance Agency) to administer the program. 

Mr. NYCE. Mr. Speaker, 1 am less convinced now than I was 
before that the program is still the same. If in tact we had agreed 
to appropriate an amount equal to what we were going to direct 
from escheatable funds - and I think that is what the gentleman is 
describing to us h i s  words did not indicate that. lie indicated that - ,' 
the total amount of escheatable funds would now be redirected by - 
an appropriation. 

MOTION TO PLACE BILL ON 
FINAL PASSAGE POSTPONED CALENDAR 

Mr. NYCE. Mr. Spcaker, I would like to make a motion. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ]make a motion to put thc bill on the 
postponed calendar. 1 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Nyce, moves that IIR 337 
be postponed. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question. the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Per~el. 

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you. Mr. Speaker. I \ \ i l l  be brief. 
We passed this piece of legislation last session 197 to 0, rr 

Mr. Speaker. We have had enough time with it. 
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Mr. NYCE.  Mr. Speaker, 1 wi l l  withdraw my motion. 
1 stil l have reservations about what we are really doing here, 

and I w i l l  reflect that in m y  vote. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very quickly, 1 concur wi th the majority leader. This is not 

new. I t  is o ld legislation that this House, both sides, has supported 

in the past. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. James, may submit 
remarks for the record. 

Mr. JAMES submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Late last session I introduced HB  149 to support a Sheriffs' Sales 
Homeownership Assistance Act. The measure passed the House, but the 
Senate did not have enough time to consider it. 

Todav I rise to reintroduce this leeislation as HE  337. 1 rise now to 
speak in support o f  this legislation because I firmly believe that it gives 
all o f  us, as policymakers, an opportunity to aid those families who need 
help the most. 

HE  337 would allow the Commonwealth to help first-time home 
buyen and working families to secure mortgages for sheriffs sale 
properties. Each year Philadelphia alone turns in more than $300,000 in 
unclaimed finds to the State, which currently has an estimated 
$2.3 lnillion in unclaimed funds in escrow accounts. 

HE 337 would orovide for an allocation from our General Fund to the 
Shrriffs' Sales Homeownership Assistance Fund under the Pennsylvania 
Housing Finance Agency. The allocation would be equal to the amount o f  
all unclaimed funds remitted to the Srate Treasurer as unclaimed oroxrtv . . .  
derived from sheriffs' sales. This money would then be used to assist 
potential homeowners with the financing needed to purchase or renovate 
properties sold at a sheriffs sale by securing loan guarantees, similar to 
the VA system. 

This bill would not only give people access to the financial resources 
needed to become homeowners, but it would also help in our fight against 
crime and drug use by rebuilding our neighborhoods. 

The creation o f  the financial HOPE fund would make money available 
to thousands o f  oroswctive homeowners who are eaxer to acquire a house . . 
through a sherift's sale process. In Philadelphia, nearly 100 p~operties are 
sold at sheriffs' sales each month. Movine families into these houses will 
help deter crime in our communities - crime that is often perpetrated in 
those abandoned and blighted properties. Moving families into houses that 
were once evesores will im~rove the aorxarance of the communities. . . 

Opening the sheriffs sale process to more citizens will introduce new 
taxpayers to real estate tax rolls, strengthening many o f  our communities. 
Most importantly, this legislation helps people who are earnestly trying 
to help themselves. The passage o f  HE  337 will create opportunities for 
families to improve their quality o f  life and improve the environment in 
which their children live. 

This program is a win-win situation for everyone involved - for the 
new home buyers, for the individual communities, for the city o f  
Philadelphia, and for the Commonwealth, too. HB 337 b' wes our 
legislators an opportunity to pass into law a vital piece of legislation that 
benefits every citizen in Pennsylvania. 

More taxpayers lighten the tax burden on us all. Better and stronger 
communities help reduce the crime rate and start the push toward 
improved real estate, schools, and community services. 

1 Before I conclude, I would like to take this opportunity to commend 
Sheriff John Greene o f  Philadelphia tor having the foresight to 
recommend this legislation to help the Commonwealth. Sheriff Greene 
has made tremendous strides in opening up the sheriffs sale process and 
his ofice to all the people in the city o f  Philadelphia. 

Please join me in voting for HE  337. Your vote for the Sheriffs' Sales 
Hameownership Assistance Act is a vote o f  confidence for the future o f  
our communities, our cities, and our Commonwealth. 

On  the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass f inal ly? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays w i l l  now be taken. 

Adolph 
Allen 
Argall 
Bard 
Batlisto 
Behko-Jones 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butknvitr 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Cohen, I.. 1. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colairro 
Conti 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
Curry 
f )~ky  
DcI-UCB 
Dent 
Dermody 
IIeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Durham 

Evans 
Fairchild 
Fajt 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fichter 
I'leaglc 
Flick 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Hasay 
Hmnessey 
Herman 
l lsrshey 
I less  
Horsc) 
ltkin 
Jadluwiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Joscphs 
Kaiser 
Kellrr 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Kukorich 
1.aughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Lrvdansky 
Lloyd 

I.ucyk 
Lynch 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayrrnik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzrl 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pettit 
Phillios 
I'istella 
Pitts 
Preston 
Ram03 
Raymond 
Kcadshaw 
llrbsr 
Rcinard 
Robens 
Robinsun 
Kooney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santani 
Sather 
Savlor 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Shaner 
Smith, H. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stctler 
Stish 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Van Horne 
Vron 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams 
Wagan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, M. N. 
Youn&blood 
Zimtnrrman 

Armstrong Feesr McGill Schrodet 
Baker Gladeck Merly Schuler 
Brown Harhan Nailor Sheehan 
Carone Hutchinson Nickol Vance 
Clark Krehi Nycr Waugh 
Clymer I.eh Plans Yewcic 
Dsmprey Maitland Rohrrr zug 
Egolf 
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NOT VOTING-2 

Barley Cornell 

King Mihalich Roebuck Srrinmaner 
LaGrona Rirger Rudy 

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

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

The SPEAKER. There are no further votes this evening. There 
is no known reason to come back before the middle of Januaq or 
late January, except the House will be in token session on the first 
Tuesday of January. 

We wish you all a vety merry Christmas, happy holiday season, 
and a safe trip home. 

BlLL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSlDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 2257, PN 2949 (Amended) By Rep. SERAFINI 

An Act amending the act of April 12. 1951 (P.L,.90, No.21). known 
as the Liquor Code, providing for an investigative unit; and funher 
providing for advenising of prices of alcoholic beverages, for distributors' 
and importing distributors' restrictions on sales of malt or brewed 
beverages, for prices of malt or brewed beverages, for Sunday sales of 
alcoholic beverages, for distribution of malt and brewed beverages, for 
forfeiture of property illegally possessed or used and for motor vehicle 
licenses to be revoked. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

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

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) ofthe Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for personal and ~nedical hlstoty 
information and for involuntary termination ofparental rights. 

SB 476, PN 1590 
w 

A n  Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, funhcr providing fbr the transfer of ownership of 
a vehicle; and providing for the de\,elopment of an electronic lien 
program. 

An Act amending I'ltle 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania ' 
Consolidated Statutes, further defining "class~c ,notor vehicle";- - 
"commercial motor vehicle'' and "emergency vehicle"; further providing .. 
for correction of certificate of title: providing for a drug abuse resistance 
education registration plate, for permits, for the movement of special 
mobile equipment, for special funds, for collectible motor vehicles, for an 
emission reduction prosram in the Department o l  Envin~nmental 
Protection and for penalties relating to towed vehicles; futthel- providing . . 
for the enforcement of the International Fuel Tan Agreement; revising 
reporting taxes and administrative procedures; fuliher providing for the 
motorbus road tax; and making a repeal. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Organ [lonation Awarcncss 
Trust Fund. 

LIQUOR CONTROL. Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence oT the Ilousc, signed . 
the same. 

, 
-̂r 

BlLL REMOVED FROM TABLE I - -* 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. The Chalr recornizes the maior~ty leader. 
* 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 2091 be removed 
from the table. 

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

BlLL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I lnove that HB 2091 be 

recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

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

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. Do the Republican or Democratic floor leaders y 
have any further business on the floor'? 

The Chair recognizes the Democratic floor leader. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 

adjourn until Tuesday, January 2, 1996, at 12 In., e.s.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agrrr to the inotion? 
Motion \%as agreed to, and at 7:lY p.m., e.s.t.. the House 

adjourned. J 
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