
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 29,1998 

SESSION OF 1998 182D OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 31 

House over the past couple of weeks and to recognize the 
THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE members of his family who are here with us today on the floor: 

(J. SCOT CHADWICK) PRESIDING Susan VanVleet Daniel VanVleet and Thomas VanVleet. Would 

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

I they please rise,'and let us all thank them, too. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to take this 
opportunity to thank Reverend VanVleet for his service to the 

PRAYER 

REV. DANIEL N. VAN VLEET, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives and pastor of Richland Church of the Brethren, 
Richland, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

COMMUNICATION FROM SPEAKER 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE APPOINTED 

Let us pray together: 
Heavenly Father, it has been an honor to serve this past 

2 weeks. We have lifted up and asked You for wisdom and 
patience and strength. We have thanked You for legislation that 

w e  are thankful, Lord, for Your many blessings. The most 
important of those is personal relationships, and the most 
important relationship is with You. Forgive us when we forget 
You in our day-to-day work and routine. 

I do ask that You would bless each one here with the stren,& 
for the day. It sounds like it may be a long day, so we ask, Lord, 
for strength and patience, humility, service, and wisdom. 
Thank You again for Your presence. 

We ask this in the name of the Lord. Amen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerk will read the following 
communication from the Speaker of the House. 

The following communication was read: 

has been passed. 
I pray today for the families of each one of the Representatives, 

that You would strengthen marriages and family relationships. 
I pray that within our State the institution of the family would be 
strong, stronger than it has been. 

To the Honorable House of Representatives: 

House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 

April 29, 1998 

Pursuant to House Rule 1, this is to advise that I have appointed the 
Honorable J. Scot Chadwick to serve as Speaker Pro Tempore for 
April 29, 1998. 

Very truly yours, 
Matthew 1. Ryan 
The Speaker 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE GUESTS INTRODUCED 

- .  

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 
Terry Van Home. Would they please rise. Welcome to the hall of 
the House. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the approval 
of the Journal of Tuesday, April 28, 1998, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to welcome 
some guests who are visiting with us today. We have seventh and 
eighth grade students from the Mount St. Peters School in 
New Kensington. and thev are here as euests of Re~resentative 



No. 2555 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 
TANGRETTI, GIGLIOTTI, BELARDI, TRAVAGLIO, 
LAUGHLIN, STURLA, SCRIMENTI, STEELMAN, WALKO, 
PISTELLA, DeLUCA, HABAY, MELIO, VAN HORNE, 
ROONEY, C. WILLIAMS, L. I. COHEN, RAMOS, JOSEPHS, 
YOUNGBLOOD, M. COHEN, THOMAS, McGEEHAN and 
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LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair turns to leaves 
of absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Itkii, who 
requests a leave for today's session for the lady from Erie, 
Ms. BEBKO-JONES, and the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. ITKIN. Without objection, the leaves will be granted. The 
Chaii hears no objection, and the leaves are granted. 

ne chair recognizes the gentleman, ~ r .  snyder, who requests 
a leave for today's session for the gentleman from Northumberland 

Mr. the lady from 
Mrs. COHEN; the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Mr. KENNEY, the gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. RYAN; 
and the gentleman from Philadelphia County, Mr. TAYLOR. 
Without objection, the leaves will be granted. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the leave4 are granted. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 2554 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, LUCYK, 
DeLUCA, BELARDI, TRAVAGLIO, ROBINSON, SURRA, 
DALEY, WALK(), OLASZ, SATHER, KIRKLAND, 
L~UGHLIN, MELIO, LESCOVITZ, ROONEY, STABACK, 
RAMOS, HARHAI, VAN HORN& YOUNGBLOOD, TRELLO, 
BELFANTI, STEELMAN and SERAFINI 

An Act the act of March 1949 (P.L.30, No,14), known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for investment of 
school dimict funds. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, April 29, 1998. 

MILLER 
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No. 2557 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 

BEBKO-JONES, STEELMAN, SCRIMENTI. LEVDANSKY, 
ROONEY, WALKO, TANGRETTI, BELARDI, JOSEPHS, 
BELFANTI, SURRA, STABACK, MELIO, TRELLO, ITKIN, 
COLAFELLA, McGEEHAN, TRICH, BOSCOLA, M. COHEN, 
D. W. SNYDER and RAMOS 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) ofthe Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions relating to workplace safety and 
dangerous business practices; and imposing a penalty. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, April 29, 
1998. 

No. 2558 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 
BEBKO-JONES, STEELMAN, SCRIMENTI, LEVDANSKY, 
ROONEY, WALKO, TANGRETTI, BELARDI, JOSEPHS, 
BELFANTI, SURRA, STABACK, MELIO, TRELLO, ITKIN, 
TRICH, BOSCOLA, M. COHEN, D. W. SNYDER and RAMOS 

An Act amending the act of May 18, 1937 (P.L.654, No.174), 
entitled, as amended, "An act to provide for the safety and to protect the 
health and morals of persons while employed; prescribing certain 
regulations and restrictions concerning places where persons are 
employed, and the equipment, apparatus, materials, devices and 
machinery used therein; prescribing certain powers and duties of the 
Department of Labor and Ind* relative to the enforcement of this act; 
and fixing penalties," providing for minimum indoor air quality and 
ventilation regulations; providing for inspections; and further providing 
for penalties and their disposition. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, April 29, 
1998. 

An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes providing for utility service personnel. 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, April 29, 
1998. 

No. 2556 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 
CASORIO, BEBKO-JONES, STEELMAN, SCRIMENTI, 
LEVDANSKY, ROONEY, WALKO, BELARDI, TANGRETTI, 
JOSEPHS, BELFANTI, McGEEHAN, STABACK, 
YOUNGBLOOD, MELIO, TRELLO, ITKIN, COLAFELLA, 
TRICH, M. COHEN, RAMOS and D. W. SNYDER 

An Act providing employees with the right to refuse exposure to 
hazardous conditions; providing remedies; and conferring powen and 
duties upon the Department of Labor and industry. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, April 29, 
1998. 

No. 2559 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 
BEBKO-JONES, STEELMAN, SCRIMENTI, LEVDANSKY, 
ROONEY, WALKO, TANGRETTI, BELARDI, JOSEPHS, 
BELFANTI, SURRA, MELIO, TRELLO, McGEEHAN, TRICH, 
BOSCOLA, M. COHEN, D. W. SNYDER and RAMOS 

A n  Act amending the act of October 5, 1984 (P.L.734, No.159), 
known as the Worker and Community Right-to-Know Act, further 
providing for notice. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, April 29, 
1998. 

No. 2560 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 
BEBKO-JONES, STEELMAN, LEVDANSKY, ROONEY, 
WALKO, TANGRETTI, BELARDI, JOSEPHS, BELFANTI, 
STABACK, MELIO, TRELLO, ITKIN, TRICH, BOSCOLA, 
M. COHEN and D. W. SNYDER 

An Act relating to occupational health clinics; providing for the 
Secretary of Labor and Industry to make grants to public and nonprofit 
organizations to facilitate the development of occupational health clinics, 
for qualifications for grants, for the Secretary of Labor and Industry to 
also make grants to auxiliilly occupational health clinics, for the collection 
of data concerning occupational illnesses and injuries and for surveillance 
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of hazards in health emergencies; establishing the Occupational Health 
Clinic Advisory Committee; and making an appropriation. 

Referred to On 29, 
1998. 

No. 2561 By Representatives VEON, GEORGE, 
BEBKO-JONES, STEELMAN, LEVDANSKY, ROONEY, 
WALKO, TANGRETTI, BELARDI, JOSEPHS, BELFANTI, 
SURRA, STABACK, MELIO, TRELLO, TRICH, BOSCOLA, 
M. COHEN and RAMOS 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.L.736, No.338). known 
as the workers3 compensation AC~, further providing for 
committees; imposing duties on the Department of Labor and Indusny; 
establishing a grant program for safety and health education; identifying 
extrahazardous employers; and imposing penalties. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, April 29, 
1998. 

No. 2562 By Representatives BUNT, REBER, RUBLEY, 
PESCI, MANDERINO, SCHRODER, GEORGE, SAYLOR, 
BELARDI, READSHAW, GORDNER, SANTONI, LAUGHLIN, 
MELIO, ITKIN, BISHOP, BARD, LYNCH, STABACK, 
SHANER, COY, HENNESSEY, PLATTS, BATTISTO, 
GRUPPO, McNAUGHTON, HESS, RAMOS, LEDERER 
HARHAI, WALKO, DeLUCA, E. Z. TAYLOR, HERSHEY, 
YOUNGBLOOD, TRICH, TRELLO, MAJOR, TRUE, CURRY, 
STEELMAN, DALEY, SEYFERT, SERAFINI, L. I. COHEN and 
SEMMEL 

An ~ c t  regulating emergency medical services for children; 
establishing the Office of Emergency Medical Services within the 
Department of Health and an advisory council; and providing for powers 
and duties. 

Referred to On HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, April 29,1998. 

No. 2563 By Representatives GODSHALL, BARLEY, 
PIPPY, COY, CAPPABIANCA, FLEAGLE, CALTAGIRONE, 
GORDNER, BAKER, PLATTS, WOJNAROSKI, BELFANTI, 
LYNCH, MAITLAND, SATHER, SCHULER, STERN, HESS, 
VAN HORNE, HALUSKA, HERMAN, HANNA, WILT, 
STABACK, TRAVAGLIO, MAJOR, L. I. COHEN, BARD, 
HERSHEY, MILLER, FICHTER, YOUNGBLOOD, McCALL, 
NAILOR, ITKIN, COLAIZZO, FARGO, ROBINSON, 
SANTONI, DEMPSEY, HUTCHINSON, WALKO, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, MELIO, RUBLEY, FAIRCHILD, LAUGHLIN, 
BATTISTO, ARMSTRONG, ARGALL, M. COHEN, JAROLIN, 
GIGLIOTTI, ADOLPH, SAYLOR, PESCI, BOSCOLA, 
SAINATO, ROSS, SEMMEL, DeLUCA, SEYFERT and 
CORRIGAN 

An Act providing additional Commonwealth support for tourist 
promotion agencies. 

Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT, April 29. 1998. 
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No. 2564 By Representatives MICOZZIE, CIVERA, 

FLICK, BARRAR, DeLUCA ahd COLAFELLA 

An Act amending the act of March 10,1949 (P.L.30, No.14). known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for funding for 
charter schools. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, April 29,1998. 

No. 2565 BY Representatives MICOZZIE, CIVERA, 
COLAFELLA, COLAIZZO, BARRAR, DeLUCA and FLICK 

An Act amending the act of October 5, 1978 (P.L.1109, N0.261)~ 
hown as the Osteopathic Medical Practice Act, providing for failure to 
Pay medical education loans. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
April 29, 1998. 

No. 2566 By Representatives MICOZZIE, CIVERA, FLICK 
and BARRAR 

~n ~ c t  amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, exempting building maintenance and 
cleaning services from the sales and use tax. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, April 29,1998. 

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 453 By Representatives GANNON, O'BRIEN, 
J. TAYLOR, KENNEY, B'JTKOVITZ, MILLER, WOGAN, 
McGEEHAN, LEDERER, KELLER, YOUNGBLOOD, OLIVER, 
DONATUCCI, HEGER, PERZEL, A, H, WILLIAMS and 
EVANS 

A Resolution memorializing the President of the United States and 
Congress to maintain and increase funding for the Pennsylvania National 
Guard Counterdrug Program. 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, April 29,1998. 

NO. 454 By Representatives COY, DeWEESE, BELARDI, 
ITKIN, M. COHEN, VEON and EVANS 

A Resolution amending House Rule 17. 

RefelTed to G~mmittee on RULES, April 29, 1998. 

NO- 455 By Representatives COY, STURLA, 
CAPPABIANCA, BARLEY, HERSHEY, ZIMMERMAN, 
ARMSTRONG, PIPPY, TIGUE, DeLUCA, BELARDI, 
JAROLIN, McCALL, BELFANTI, M. COHEN, HALUSKA, 
GODSHALL, PESCI, WOJNAROSKI, MAITLAND, 
READSHAW, PHILLIPS, TRELLO, SEYFERT, EVANS, 
BEBKO-JONES, MELIO, KIRKLAND, LEDERER, RAMOS, 
ROONEY, YOUNGBLOOD, HARHAI, STEELMAN, TRUE, 
TRICH, MILLER and SERAFINI 
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Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, April 29,1998. 

A Resolution urging the USDA to promote the use of appropriate 
poultry vaccines to prevent avian influenza. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONClJRRENCE 

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

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

Referred to Committee on COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT, April 29,1998. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, April 29, 
1998. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, April 29, 
1998. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would l i e  to welcome 
a guest who is serving with us today as a guest page. 
Katy Missimer is here. She is the guest of the Speaker, 
Matthew Ryan, and she is here along with her parents, 
Mr. and Mrs. Bob Missimer, and her two brothers, Tommy and 
Bobby, and they are all to the left of the Speaker. Would they 
please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

We have some additional guest pages today. Lea Temes and 
Karen Fleagle, both fiom Waynesboro, are here today as the guests 
of Representative Pat Fleagle. Would they please rise. Welcome to 
the hall of the House. 

We have two more guest pages. Megan Andrews and 
Kevin Musselman are students at East Pennsboro Middle School, 
and they are here serving as guest pages, and they are the guests of 
Representative Pat Vance. Would they please rise. Welcome to the 
hall of the House. 

I Motion was agreed to. 

I BILLS RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the following bills be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations: 

HB 1528; 
HB 2275; 
SB 253; 
SB 254; and 
SB 1184. 

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

I GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to take this 
opportunity to welcome the Vocational Industrial Clubs of 
America &om Bethlehem Vo-Tech, CIT (Career Institute of 
Technology), Lehigh County Vo-Tech, Monroe County Vo-Tech, 
and Upper Bucks County Vo-Tech. They are here today as the 
guests of Representative Lisa Boscola, and they are seated in the 
balcony. Would they please rise. Welcome to the hall of the 
House. 

Representative BNC~ Smith has a guest with us today. 
Jennifer Clippinger, a junior from Northern High School, is 
shadowing Representative Smith today. She is seated to the left of 
the Speaker. Would she please rise. Welcome to the hall of the 
House. 

I FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair would like to advise the 
members that Mr. Ben Momson of the Ponsville Republican 
newspaper has been given permission to take photos on the floor 
of the House during the presentation of a citation. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE MAHANOY AREA HIGH SCHOOL I GIRLS BASJCETBALL TEAM PRESENTED 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On today's tabled calendar, the 

Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the following bills be 

removed from the table and placed on the active calendar: 

HB 1528; 
HB 2275; 
SB 253; 
SB 254; and 
SB 1184. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to invite 
Representative E. J. Lucyk to come to the podium for the purpose 
of presenting a citation. 

You may proceed. 
Mr. LUCYK. Ladies and gentlemen of the House, I would like 

to take the time in our busy schedule here today to introduce 
members of a fantastic ladies hi& school basketball team from my 
alma mater, the Mahanoy Area Lady Bears. The Lady Bears are 
the Class A Pennsylvania champions. 
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I have here with me today, behind me, Coach Joe Alansky. 

Joe Alansky has been one of thewinningest coaches in Mahanoy 
Area tradition. This is his third Lady Bear championship. He is 
3 for 3 at Hershey. Ladies and gentlemen, let us recognize 
Coach Joe Alansky. 

With me also are the captains, Tricia Breznitsky, 
Laurie Scherer, and Tammy Hutira - the three captains of the 
Lady Bears. 

The Lady Bears, as I said, are the Class A champions. They 
defeated Bishop Carroll by a score of 54 to 33 and ended a 
successful season with 27 wins and 4 losses. 

I would l i e  to introduce the rest of the team and the coaches in 
the back of the House. With Coach Joe Alansky is his son, 
Scott Alansky; Coach Dot Demmer. We have the trainer, 
Jeff D o ~ e l l y ,  and the statistician, Lammie Gallagher. The 
remainder of the team are Nicole Rafferty, Dorettah Klinger, 
Monica Fallon, Katie Peca, Hope Hutira, Andraleen Zelonis, 
C~ystal Bickowski, and Keri Morgans. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, I would like to introduce 
to you the Mahanoy Area Lady Bears, Class A champions of 
Pennsylvania. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Bmar  
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
carorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Comell 
Corpora 
corrigan 
Cowell 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannan 

George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmina 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhrn 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mmico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhauan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
0'Brien 
olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
P e m l  
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plats 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schmder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Striumaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travazlio 
Trello 
TriCh 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 

COY Krebs Reinard Waugh 
CW LaGrotta Rieger Williams, A. H, 
Daley Laughlin Roberts Williams, C. 
DeLuca Lawless Robinson Wilt 
Dempsey Lederer Roebuck Wogan 
Dent Leh Rohrer Woinaroski 
Dermody Lescovitr Rooney Wright, M. N. 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DiGimlamo Lloyd Rubley Youngblood 
Donatucci Lucyk Sainato Zimmerman 
Dmce Lynch Santoni Zug 
Eachus Maher 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones Itkin Taylor, 1. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

LEAVES ADDED4 

Butkovik Cohen, M. Colaizzo Petrarca 

LEAVES CANCELED-4 

Cohen, L. Cohen, M. Kenney Taylor, J. 

STATEMENT BY M R  CLYMER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Clymer, under unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have an important announcement to make to the 

members of the House, if I could have their attention, and it deals 
with an important event that happened 100 years ago. This year 
commemorates the 100th anniversary of the Spanish-American 
war. 

On February 15, 1898, the destruction of the battleship Maine 
in Havana harbor precipitated a conflict between the United States 
and Spain. On April 26 - this week - 1898, the United States 
declared war against Spain. By August of 1898, military 
operations concluded, and Spain was defeated. America obtained 
the territories of the Philippines, Guam, Cuba, and Puerto Rico 
when the peace treaty was signed on December 10,1898. 

The Commonwealth fielded a total of 17,400 men for this 
conflict. The soldiers assembled at Mount Gretna. Two regiments, 
the 4th and the 16th, a cavalry unit and several artillery units took 
part in this near-bloodless occupation of Puerto Rico. The 10th 
Regiment accompanied the expedition to the Philippine Islands 
and remained on active duty there until mid-1899. During the 
course of the war, Pennsylvania lost 12 killed in action, 
74 wounded, 4 died of wounds, and 226 died of disease. 

The Capitol Preservation Committee has 22 Spanish-American 
War flags at our flag facility, which can be viewed by 
appointment. 
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Look Back." It was written and authored by Dr. Richard Sauers. 
These books, one which I have in my hand, are available from the 
Capitol Preservation Committee at the price of $12.95. 

Butmore importantly, Mr. Speaker, it is the 100th anniversary 
of our conflict with Spain, and thank you for the opportunity to 
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make this announcement. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 

for his remarks. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the Capitol Preservation Committee 
is proud to release today, on thecentennial anniversary, the book 
"pennsvlvania in the S~a~ish-Amefican War: A Commemorative 

lines and inserting 
Section 1. The definition of ''friable asbestos material" in section 2 of 

the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L.805, No. 194), known as the Asbestos 
Occupations Accreditation and Certification Act, is amended and the 
section is amended by adding a definition to read: 

Amend Sec. 2, Dace 2, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 

Mr. VEON offered the following amendment No. A2227: 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 12 through 15, by striking out all of said 

~ - - 
"Friable asbestosrcantaining material." Any [asbestos-containing] 

material [that] ~ ~ ~ p p l i e d  . . m c p  . . odaunw~therpaa  
-. when dm. lcanl mau be crumbled, ~ulverized or 

I 
-. - .  - . 

reduced to powder b) hand pressure[, including an]~be ;enndudes  
GUESTS INTRODUCED nanfriahlc asbestos-containing material [that will or can reasonabl) be 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would l i e  to welcome 
a group of college Democrats who are in the rear of the House 
from Millersville University, and they are here as the guests of 
Re~resentative Sturla fiom Lancaster Countv. Would thev nlease 

expected to become friable as a result of the asbestos abatement activity.] 
aftersuchematmaterialbecomesexdamadhuhexxtent 

. . 
rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. I Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting affer line 30, 

Section 3. Sections 8 and 9(a) ofthe act are amended to read: 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1473, PN 
1868, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L.805, No.194). 
known as the Asbmos Occupations Accreditation and Certification ACL 
requiring certain contractors-to obtain a license 

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

8. [Contractor notification of abatement projects] bbt&&m 
reolllremenfs. - - . . l a )a tno t l f i ca t lonofaba temen t -Al l  coumctors 
performing an asbestos abatement project shall report to the department 
atleastfiyeda)ispnarta the stan of any asbestos abatement project on a 
form or prescribed by the department. [This form] The 
notificatinn shall include at least the following information: name, address 
and certification verification of the contractor; name, address and political 
subdivision of the location of the asbestos project; name and mailing 
address of the building owner, if different than the location; estimated 
amount of asbestos involved in the abatement project; estimated 
completion date; and name and address of the landfill where the asbestos 
will be sent for disposal. Nothing in this section shall prohibit the 
department from requiring additional information that is deemed 
necessarv to develop and maintain information on asbestos abatement 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Veon, offers activ~ties within this Commonweal~h. 
Ih) ComaemmotiticatiQn of promls rzlaunglo c e ~ b e s r o s ~  

the following amendment, which the clerk will read. cantractors nedarmineworkun adxstos-oontain& matcrialnot iniuallv 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Steil, while we are waiting for 

the amendment to come to the reading clerk, go ahead. 
Mr. STEIL. I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. STEIL. I would like a ruling of the Chair as to whether or 

not I should p~ i c ipa t e  in the vote on this amendment or this bill, 
given that I own a company that manufactures equipment for 
asbestos abatement contractors and we are the only company in 
Pennsylvania manufacturing such equipment and one of only three 
or four in the United States that make such equipment. 

ne SPEAKER pro tempore, ~ ~ ~ i , , ~  discussed the matter at 
some length with the parliamentarian, it is opinion Chair 
that although it is certainly not a sure thing, it would probably be 
best if the gentleman was excused from voting on any amendment 
related to that subject and the bill itself. 

Mr. STEIL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

.~ - - ~~~ 

~ r o & i a ~ d e f i n e d u n d e r  
P p - u o - U f  . . 
~oloiect.TbLnotlticatlonJtLfoatothefolloJving 

. . mforrnmion:oandannrer;softhecontractoror&e 
wark:name-address~Dolltlcalsubdivisionofelacati~~~ithe . . 

~ o f ~ h n l d l n e ~ ~ i f d i f f e r e n t f r o t h e  
& a ~ t h e ~ t e h c ~ d ~ o ~ - p ~ o j e . c t l c h e  
d e p a m n e n t ~ o r h l s ~ e q i x m e f o r - p r o j e c f ~ a n  
privat ' 

. .  . - w e  
W ~ ~ e ~ m c w O j e C U h e  

x a k e 9 ~ a ~ a t i o ~ c p k m m t s  mm 
Section 9. Enforcement and penalties. 

(a) General rule.- 
(1) The provisions of this act shall apply to all asbestos 

abatement projects in this Commonwealth and shall be enforced by the 
department, the district attorney of any county or the proper 
enforcement officer of any municipality in which an asbestos 
abatement project is occurring, 
(2) A ,,icipality shall require proof of certification from any 

person engaged in asbestos [occupations] ahalemen3 within its 
jurisdiction. For the purposes of this paragraph. the certificate issued by 
the department or its equivalent shall constitute the required proof of 
certification. 

* * * 
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On the question, 

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 1, by striking out "3" and inserting 
4 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

DeLuca Lawless Roberts Wilt 
Dempsey Lederer Robinson Wogan 
nent I.eh Roebuck Woinaroski 

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

Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment that is agreed to by the 

sponsor of the bill and myself and a number of other members that 
have been working on this issue, and essentially, it brings 
Pennsylvania into compliance with other States and, most 
importantly, Federal regulations dealing with asbestos abatement, 
and I would encourage a "yes" vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. McNaughton, on the 
amendment. 

Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is an agreed-to amendment, and I would ask the members 

for their support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Caw ley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaivo 
Comell 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
cuw 
Daley 

Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhm 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlham 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Petzel 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strinmatter 
SNrla 
Sum 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 

True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 

.. -,--- ----- 
Lesmvitz Rohrer Wright M. N 
Levdansky Rooney Yewcic 

DiGirolamo Lloyd Ross Youngblood 
Donahlcci Lucyk Rubley Zimmennan 
Druce Lynch Sainato zug 

NOT VOTING-:! 

Horsey Steil 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones Irkin Taylor, 1. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

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

amended? 

Mr. McNAUGHTON offered the following amendment No. 
A2278: 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 12 through 15, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1. The Preamble of the act of December 19, 1990 (P.L.805, 
No.194), known as the Asbestos Occupations Accreditation and 
Certification Act, is amended to read: 

The General Assembly finds that improperly performed asbestos 
removal and other asbestos control measures create unnecessary and 
undesirable public health hazards. Exposure to airbome asbestos fibers 
has been shown to cause sienificant increases in the incidence of diseases - 
such as asbestosis, lung cancer, mesothelioma and other malignancies. 
Substantial amounts of asbestos-containing materials have been used in 
buildings for fireproofing, insulation, soundproofing, decoration and other 
purposes. The presence of airbome asbestos in concentrations far 
exceeding background ambient levels has been found in buildings where 
iiiable asbestos materials are found, but especially where these materials 
have become damaged or eroded, or where they have been disturbed by 
maintenance or renovation work. Efforts to prevent exposure to asbestos 
by improper removal or other improper remedial measures can result in 
increased exposure for building occupants and the general public if the 
work is not done in accordance with procedures designed to prevent 
human and environmental contamination. It is, therefore, the intent of this 
act to protect the public by preventing increased exposure to asbestos in 
buildings by establishing a program to accredit asbestos occupations to 
insure that Dersons who desien or conduct abatement activities at certain - 
facilities have the necessary skill, training, experience and competence to 
perform these activities. It is further the intent of this act to establish the 
necessary standards to accredit training courses to insure that persons 
who desim and oerform asbestos abatement activities receive the most 
up-to-date technblogy and methods to perform these activities. It is 
further the intent of this act that the Department of Labor and lndushy 
establish fees for these accreditation activities so that they will become 
self-sustaining. -kpammuf 
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accreditation requirements shall remain in effect until the department 
promulgates regulations undersubsection (a). 

~pulations. 
. . 

g c o u r s c ~ e r s  mustnotify b e  depadmcntal 
Section 2. 'fie definition of "asbesto~abatement" in section 2 of the I b ~ m m c n c c  atrainine courreat least fiwdadaus onor 

~ y . u n d e r r h e N a t b  
. . 

dardfartlazardous (b) Asbestos occupations.-Any person mecting the requirements 
Air P n l l l r t a n r c F ~ l ~ . I T ~ h a l l  include. but not 1 established under subsection la) mas be cen~fied bv the deoanment lo 

act is amended and the section is amended by adding a definition to read: 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 2, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
"Asbestos abatement." [Any demolition, renovation, repair, 

construction or maintenance activity of any public or private facility that 
involves the repair, enclosure, encapsulation, removal, salvage, handling 
or disposal of any material with the potential of releasing asbestos fibers 
from] 1 
aperatinn 
Pnvironment asbestos-containing material. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
Section 3. Sections 4 and 5 of the act are amended to read: 

Section 4. Accreditation standards and procedures. 
(a) Regulations of department.-The department shall by regulation 

establish' standards and procedures for the accreditation of asbestos 
occupation training courses. These regulations shall be at least as 
enclocureJennirngen- as those established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency under the Asbestos Hazard Emergency 
Response Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-519, 15 U.S.C. 8 2641 et seq.) 
[andl 

-kL=--=-k& 

-a.mdenarrment. 
Section 5. Certification standards and procedures. 

(a) Regulation of the depa&nent.-The department shall establish by 
regulation standards and procedures for the certification of persons 
involved in asbestos occupations. Such standards and procedures shall be 
method. least as enclocureJennirngenradasamjstemaqmibk as those established by 
the Environmental Protection Agency under the Asbestos Hazard 
Emergency Response Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-519, 15 U.S.C. 8 2641 
et seq.) [and] ~ t h o n e o f o r c e r t a i n ~ c c ~ ~ p a t i o n s h Y f h e  
FnvironmentalProf~AeencvththeNationalFmiczionStandard 
f x H a m d P o l l u t a n t s ( 4 ( L C F R P a r t ~ 1 ~ 0 1 ~  shall 
include, but not be limited to, the following requirements: 

(1) Successful completion of a training course on Pennsylvania's 
laws and regulations regardmg asbestos. 

(2) Passing a written examination administered or approved by 
the department which tests the person's knowledge of Federal and 
Pennsylvania laws and regulations as they apply to that person's 
asbestos occupation. 

(3) ~ e t h o d s  to protect personal and public health from asbestos as stringent as those promulgated under subsection(a). 
hazards. 1 (2) The deoartment shall. within 120 davs after the effective date 

- 
be limited to: 

(1) The characteristics and uses of asbestos and the potential 
health effects of exposure to asbestos. 

(2) Federal, State and local standards relating to asbestos 
abatement work practices. 

perform asbestos occupations. 
(c) Certification in anotherjurisdiction.- 

(1) The department may certify for an asbestos occupation any 
person who has been certified by another state or territory of the 
United States or any other jurisdiction which has requirements at least 

~, - 
(1) In accordance with the criteria and qualifications established (3) Except as provided in paragraph (4), any person receiving 

by the department under subsection (a), the department shall annually reciprocal certification under this subsection shall be required to pay 

(4) Air monitoring. 
(5) Safe and proper asbestos abatement techniques. 
(6) Proper disposal of waste containing asbestos. 

lb) Training courses.- 

~, 
of this act, publish in the Pennsylvania Bulletin a list of those 
jurisdictions which meet the requirements of paragraph (1) and with 
which reciprocity will be granted. As the department adds and deletes 
iurisdictions. it shall oublish revised lists. 

Envlronmcntal Protection Agenc!'s hlodcl Accreditation 1'ro:ranl for cenficaon oiasbcam occupattx. arc adopted 
contained in 40 CFR Pan 763. Suboart C. 4poendix C. c5tablishlnc standar& d c r  this act:l'hcsc. inrerun :cnAcar.on 

accredit -mining courses that satisfy initial and renewal training 
requirements for certification for asbestos occupations. 

(2) In addition to the other requirements of this section, any 
person providing a training course for which accreditation is sought 
shall demonstrate' to the department's satisfaction his ability and 
proficiency to conduct the training. 

(3) Any person providing accredited asbestos occupation 
training shall make available to the departmen4 at no cost to the 
d e p m e n t  and at such times as the department may deem necessary, 
all course materials and records and access to actual training sessions. 

(4) The department may allow the use of training courses offered 
in other states or jurisdictions to satisfy the Pennsylvania training 
requirements, if the department finds that the training received in the 
other states or jurisdiction meet the requirement for training courses 
under this act and the regulations promulgated under this act. 

(5) All training courses approved by the Environmental 
Protection Agency on the effective date of this act shall be deemed to 
be accredited under this section. However, nothing in this section shall 
prohibit the department from requiring any training provider to 
comply with its renewal requirements in order to have its accreditation 
renewed. 

(6) Upon the effective date of this acL the requirements of the 

the i,ppropriate fee established under section 7 and shall obtain a 
Pennsylvania certificate. 

(4) Any person accredited by a city of the first clasior a county 
of the second class shall be deemed to be certified under this section. 
In addition, any person certified by a city of the first class or a county 
of the second class shall not be required to obtain a Pennsylvania 
certification, provided that such person has been issued a certificate 
which contains a recent photograph. If the certificate issued by a city 
of the first class or a county of the second class does not contain a 
photograph, the person shall reimburse the department for the cost of 
the issuance of a Pennsy lvania accreditation certificate. 
(d) Interim certification.-Until the department promulgates 

regulations establishing a certification program under subsection (a), any 
person who has successfUlly completed an EPA-approved training course 
shall be deemed to be certified in this Commonwealth upon payment of 
the appropriate fee under section 7 and upon submission of a copy of the 
appropriate documentation from the EPA-approved training course. 
Interim certification issued under this section shall be valid for a one-year 
period. . . ~ c ~ ~ m e n t & e _ 1 l : p u i r e m e n t ~ d a f l k  
~ ~ ~ o l e c t i o ~ ~ ~ ~ e L 4 ~ ~ 1 e d i t a t i o n ~ P r o g r a m  
cantainedC4026U~ppendixdix.Lestablishingthe 

. . . .. - 
the Federal requirements for certification of training courses are 
adopted as the initial interim standards under this act. These interim 

~ e s y i r ~ s h ~ ~ e f f e u . ~ i l ~ ~ d e p m e n i p ~ o m I ~ t e s  
r e g u I a t i o ~ ~ c ~ p e & e r ,  serfobhinlectior&1dlaod(e)shall 
appqiLauio la t io~sof~ .secf ion  
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Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 5.1), page 3, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
( V p -  

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 5.1). page 3, lines 18 through 21, by striking out 
all of said lines 

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

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting after line 30 
Section 5. Section 6 of the act is amended to read: 

Browne Gruitza Micozzie Stem 
Bunt Gruooo Miller Stetler 

Section 6.  Suspension, revocation, etc. 
(a) Grounds.-The depamnent may reprimand, suspend, deny or 

revoke any accreditation or certification issued under this act to any 
person who: 

(1) Fraudulently or deceptively obtains or attempts to obtain 
accreditation or certification. 

(2) Fails at any time to meet the qualification requirements of 
this act or any regulations adopted thereunder. 

(3) Fails to meet any applicable Federal or State standard 
relating to asbestos abatement. 

(4) Fails to oav the required accreditation or certification fee. . . . . 
(5 )  Fails to notify the depamnent as required under [section 81 

(b) Enforcement proceedings.-No action under this section shall 
preclude the department from proceeding under section 9. 

Amend See. 3, page 4, line 1, by striking out "3" and insening 
6 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin County, 
Mr. McNaughton. 

Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this, too, is an agreed-to amendment between 

myself and the gentleman from the other side of the aisle, and 
I would urge support of all the members for this amendment. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As the gentleman from Dauphin has stated, this amendment has 

been agreed to, and I would encourage a "yes" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barn 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Cannon 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marrico 
Marland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
MeGeehan 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schrader 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 

BenninghalT Geist ~cCi l i  Smith. B. 
Bimelin George McIlhanan Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Giglioni Mcllhinney Snyder. D. W. 
Blaum Giadeck McNaughton Staback 
Boscola Godshall Melio Stairs 
Boyes Gordner Michlovic Steelman 

Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 

~ a d a ;  
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Heohey 
Hers 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 

Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Petnrca 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plam 

Stevenson 
StIitbnaUer 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 

Comell Josephs Preston Veon 
Corpora Kaiser Ramos Vitali 
Corrigan Keller Raymond Walko 
Cowell Kirkland Readshaw Washingon 
COY Krebs Reber Waugh 
CUW LaGrotta Reinard Williams, A. H. 
Dalev Lauehlin Rieeer Williams. C. 
~ e ~ i c a  ~awiess 
Dempsey Lederer 
Dent Leh 
Dennody Lescovitz 
DeWeese Levdansky 
DiGirolamo Lloyd 
Donahlcci Lucyk 
huce Lynch 
Eachus 

R O ~ ~ N  Wilt 
Robinson Wogan 
Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Rohrer Wright M. N. 
Rooney Yewcic 
Ross Youngblood 
Rubley Zimmerman 
Sainato zug 

NOT VOTING-I 

Steil 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones ltkin Taylor, J. 
Cohen, L. 1. Kenney 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass fmally ? 

Mr. Veon. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on final passage, I just want to take a moment 

and talk about the h e l ~  of the gentleman from Dau~hin.  - . . 
Mr. McNaughton. 

The speed with which we passed these two agreed-to 
amendments really does not reflect the tremendous amount of 
work that went into makiig this bill a reality. We had to deal with 
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roofmg contractors, flooring contractors, building and trade Casorio Hennessey Oliver Thomas 
unions, a number of other trades all across the State of Ei2Jck Herman Orie Tiguz 

Hershey Perzel Travaglio 
Pennsylvania. Civera Hess Pesci Trello 

Mr. Speaker, for those members fiom Lancaster County, you 
should know that this bill and certainly the amendment that the 
gentleman and I worked on are a tremendous help to Armstrong 
World Industries, which is headquartered in that county but has a 
plant in Beaver Falls, and this amendment that we were able to 
work out will be a tremendous help to that company in selling their 
flooring product which contains some asbestos. 

Mr. Speaker, more importantly, I want to recognize the gracious 
way that the gentleman fiom Dauphin County worked with me on 
this bill. Mr. Speaker, frankly, he did not owe me this opportunity 
at all, and I think that when you have a member that is in his first 
term as he is, oftentimes they can lose perspective, and the 
gentleman could have insisted, because they run the calendar, the 
gentleman could have insisted from the beginning that this bill be 
m months ago, as a feather in his cap, as a way to talk about his 
accomplishments, and we all recognize that the gentleman is 
involved in a campaign right here in the Harrisburg area. 

So I really want to thank the gentleman from Dauphin County, 
Mr. McNaughton, who has had a tremendous amount of patience, 
and I really appreciate working with the gentleman, and I would 
encourage a positive vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. McNaughton, do you seek 
recognition? The gentleman is recognized. 

MI. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That is a tough act to follow. 
I just want to tell the gentleman that I am looking forward to 

working with h i  on future pieces of legislation to benefit the 
citizens of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I urge passage; I urge for final 
passage. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
AIgall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar . 
Banisto 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

Maher Santoni 
Maitland Sather 
Major Saylor 

Fargo Manderino Schroder 
Feese Markosek Schuler 
Fichter Marsico Scrimenti 
Fleagle Masland Semmel 
Flick Mavemik Serafini 

Belardi Forcier M C C ~ ~ I  Seyfen 
Belfanti Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Be~inghoff  Geist McGill Smith, B. 
Birmelin George Mcllhattan Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gigliotti Mcllhinney Snyder, D. W 
Blaum Gladeck McNaughton Staback 
Boscola Godshall Melio Stairs 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 

Gordner 
GruiQa 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 

Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 

Steelman 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strimnatter 
SNrIa 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z 

Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
C0lairur 
Comell 
Corpora 
Comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
Dmce 
Eachus 

Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmtta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Petrarca 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 

NOT VOTING-1 

Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
WashingIon 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones ltkin Taylor, J. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

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

* * *  
The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 888, PN 

1640, entitled: 

I An Act rezulating the conseuction, equioment. maintenance, 

I 
. . 

operation and i n ~ j c ~ ~ i o n o f  bo~lers and unfired pressure \ clrels, grantins 
cenaln authorin. ro and imposing cemin  du t~es  upon rhc Depmmcnr of I Labor and Industry; providing for penalties; and making a repeal. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that all 
amendments have been withdrawn. 

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

I The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been considered on 
three different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
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nays will now he taken. I in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

The question is, sha l l  the bill pass finally? 
Agreeab l e  to the provisionsaf the Constitution, the yeas and 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armslmng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltqirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
C0laiUO 
Comell 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with the 
informat ion  that the House haspassed the same'with amendment 

Egolf Maitland 
Evans Major 
Fairchild Manderino 
Fargo Markosek 
Feese Marsiw 
Fichter Masland 
Fleagle Mayemik 
Flick McCall 
Forcier McGeehan 
Gannon McGill 
Geist Mc l lham 
George Mcllhinney 
Giglioni McNaughton 
Gladeck Melio 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gordner Miconie 
Gtuitza Miller 
GNPPO Mundy 
Habay Myers 
Haluska Nailor 
Hanna Nick01 
Harhai O'Brien 
Harhart Olasz 
Hasay Oliver 
Hennessey Orie 
Herman Perzel 
Hershey Pesci 
Hess Pettarca 
Honey Peuone 
Hutchinson Pippy 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
James Plans 
Jarolin Preston 
Josephs Ramos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kirkland Reber 
Krebs Reinard 
LaGTona Rieger 
Laughlin Roberts 
Lawless Robinson 
Lederer Roebuck 
Leh Rohrer 
Leseovie Rooney 
Levdansky Ross 
Lloyd Rubley 
Lucyk Sainato 
Lynch Santoni 
Maher 

NOT V O T I N G 4  

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones Itkin Taylor. J. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Senfini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snvder. D. W. 
staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strimaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
v a n e  
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright. M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. VITAL1 called up HR 448, PN 3474, entitled: 

A Resolution designating May 10 through 17, 1998, 
"Senior Center Week" in Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Wil l  the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call  was recorded: 

I YEAS-I  94 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armsmng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
ButkoviQ 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Comell 
Corpora 
corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Demosev 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliolti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
KIebS 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pesci 
Pebarca 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schmder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stern 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Sfrimnaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Tnvaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Wauzh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
Woean . , 

Dent Leh Rohrer woharoski 
Dermody Lescovitz Rooney Wright, M. N. 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lloyd Rubley Youngblood 
Donatucci Lucyk Sainato Zimmennan 
Druce Lynch Santoni Zug 
Eachus Maher 

The majority required by the  Consti tution having voted  in t h e  
affirmative, the question was determined in the af fumat ive  and the  
bill passed finally. 

N A Y S 4  

NOT V O T I N G 4  



Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones ltkin Taylor, 1. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan, 
Speakel 
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The majority having voted in the affmative, the question was 
determined in the aftinnative and the resolution was adopted. 

* * * 

EXCUSEB9 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING4 

Dmce Lynch Santoni Zug 
Eachus Maher 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones ltkin Taylor, J. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan, 

I Speaker 

Mr. McILHATTAN called up HR 449, PN 3475, entitled: 

A Resolution designating the week of May 18 through 23, 1998, as The  majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
'Therapeutic Horseback Riding Week" in Pennsylvania determined in the a f f m a t i v e  and the resolution was adopted. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

Adolph 
AIgall 
Armsmng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovik 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Comell 
Comora 

curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
larolin 
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
KiMand 
KIebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mmico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinnev 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
~ y e r i  
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Peearca 
Pemne 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratimi 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strittmatter 
Srurla 
Sum 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Williams. C. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ms. JOSEPHS called up HR 451, PN 3477, entitled: 

A Resolution designating May 14, 1998, as "Israel Independence 
Day" in Pennsylvania 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
AIgall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Ba"ar 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninglloff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovik 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Comell 
corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Krebs 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pesci 
Pevarca 
Pevone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plam 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Svittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 



The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 
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NOT VOTfNG4 

Curry LaGTona Rieger Williams, A. H. 
Daley Laughlin Rpberts Williams, C. 
DeLuca Lawless Robinson Wilt 
Dempsey Lederer Roebuck Wopan 
Dent Leh Rohrer Wojnaroski 
Dermody Lescovitz Rooney Wright, M. N. 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lloyd Rubley Youngblood 
Donahlcci Lucyk Sainato Zimmerman 
Druce Lynch Santoni 2 %  
Eachus Maher 

N A Y S 4  

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-9 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones Itkin Taylor, I. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

EXCUSED-9 

Allen Dallv Phillios 

Clymer Hutchinson Pippy True 
Cohen, M. Jadlowiec Sistella Tulli 
Colafella James Plam Vance 
Colaizzo Iarolin Preston Van Home 
Comell Iosephs Ramos Veon 
Corpora Kaiser Raymond Vitali 
Comgan Keller Readshaw Walko 
Cowell Kirkland Reber Washington 
COY Krebs Reinard Waugh 
CUW LaGrotta Rieger Williams, A. H. 
 dale^ Laughlin Roberts Williams, C. 
DeLuca Lawless Robinson Wilt 
Dempsey Lederer Roebuck Wogan 
Dent Leh Rohrer Wojnaroski 
Dermody LescoviQ Rooney Wright, M. N. 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Yewcic 
DiGirolamo Lloyd Rubley Youngblood 
Donatucci Lucyk Sainato Zimmerman 
Druce Lynch Santoni zug 
Eachus Maher 

N A Y S 4  

Mr. NAILOR called up HR 452, PN 3478, entitled: I Bebko-Jones 1tkii ~ a y l o i ,  1. 
Cohen, L. I. Kenney 

Rvan. 

A Resolution honoring the Depment of Pennsylvania, 
American Gold Star Mothers, Inc., on the occasion of its 50th anniversary. 

~, 
Speaker 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affumative and the resolution was adopted. 

Adolph Egolf Maitland Sather 
Argall Evans Major Saylor 
Armstrong Fairchild Manderino Schwder 
Baker Fargo Markosek Schuler 
Bard Feese Marsico Scrimenti 
Barley Fichter Masland Semrnel 
Barrar F lea~le  Mavemik Serafini 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Discharge Resolution No. 1 will 
be over temporarily. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

DISCHARGE RESOLUTION 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

Battisto ~ l i c c  ~ c k a l l  Seyfert 
Belardi Forcier McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti Cannon McGill Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Geist McIlhaltan Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin George Mcllhinney Snyder, D. W. 
Bishop Gigliotti McNaughton Staback 
Blaum Gladeck Melio Stain 
Boscola Godshall Michlovic Steelman 
Boyes Gordner Micozzie Steil 
Brawne Gruitza Miller Stem 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair would like to take this 
opportunity to welcome students from the Perrysville Elementary 
School and Mrs. Joan Worsing from the North Hills School 
District in Allegheny County. They are here today as guests of 
Representative Dave Mayemik, and they are seated in the balcony. 
Would they please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

Bunt G ~ P P O  Mundy Stetler 
Butkovitz Habay Myers Stevenson 
Buxton Haluska Nailor Shimnatter 
Caltaglrone Hanna Nickol Sturla 
Cappabianca Harhai O'Brien S u m  

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Fargo, 
have an announcement for caucus? 

Cam Harhm Olasz Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. Carone Hasay Oliver 

Casorio Hennessey One Thomas 
Cawley Herman Peael Tigue 
Chadwick Henhey Pesci Travaglio 
Civera Hess Petrarca Trello 
Clark Horsey Petrone Trich 

Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The Republican members will caucus at 3:30; at 330. When we 

break, we will be gone until we come back at 330 for a 
Republican caucus. Thank you. 
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DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, 
have any announcements for the Democratic members ? 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, we, too, will have a caucus at 
3:30 p.m. 1 think we are waiting for final word on the bill changing 
State taxes. It appears we  will be  voting on that today, but I think 
there are some fmal details that have to be worked out. 

People interested in informal discussions in the House 
Democratic Caucus are welcome to come up for informal 
discussions immediately, but the official caucus will begin at 
3:30 p.m. 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chairthanks the gentleman. 

Members are free to leave. There will be no further votes before 
the caucus. We have some housekeeping to do, but the members 
are 6ee  to go. 

BILLS SIGNED BY 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

Bins 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: 

HB 964, PN 3262 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 
No.581), known as The Borough Code, further providing for associations 
and organizations for mayors, for decreases in number of ward council 
members, and for general powers. 

HB 1347, PN 3307 

An Act amending the act of December 10, 1968 (P.L. 1158, No.365), 
entitled "An an creating and establishing the Legislative Data Processing 
Committee: providing for its membership; prescribing its powers, 
functions and duties; and making an appropriation," M h e r  providing for 
committee membership and for meetings; and providing for access to 
computer information systems by persons outside the General Assembly. 

HB 1561, PN 3179 

An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, authorizing the department to arrange for burial 
details in the Indiantown Gap National Cemetery; and providing for 
cooperative agreements, for training areas and for the operation of 
Fort lndiantown Gap. 

SB 1310, PN 1729 

An An providing for the capital budget for the ti scal year 1998-1999. 

SB 1316, PN 1891 

An Act making appropriations to the Allegheny University of the 
Health Sciences. 

SB 1319, PN 1892 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Drexel University, 
Philadelphia. 
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SB 1320, PN 1893 

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

SB 1321, PN 1894 

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

SB 1339,PN 1895 

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

SB 1340, PN 1896 

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

SB 1341, PN 1897 

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

SB 1342, PN 1898 

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

SB 1343, PN 1899 

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

SB 1344, PN 1900 

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

SB 1345, p~ 1901 

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

SB 1346, PN 1902 

An Act making an appropriation to the ~ u s e u m  of Scientific 
in Harrisburg, 

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

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will stand in recess 
until the call of the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
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BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1887, PN 3503 (Amended) By Rep. BUNT 

An Act amending the act of June 30, 1981 (P.L. 128, No.43), known 
as the Agricultural Area Security Law, further providing for purchase of 
agricultural conservation easements. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

SB 100, PN 1971 (Amended) By Rep. MICOZZIE 

An Act providing for access by enrollees of managed care health 
benefits plans to health care services and for duties of the Bureau of 
Drug and Alcohol Programs; specifying certain standards relating to 
fmancial incentive p r o m s  of managed care plans; prohibitine; managed 
care plans from re&&ng prov~de~from dl;closlng appropriate health 
care ~nforrnar~on to enrollees; spcc~fvlng ccnain sandards of managed 
care plans relating to emergency services, termination of contracts and 
confidentiality; requiring certain disclosures to enrollees of managed care 
plans; imposing penalties; and making repeals. 

INSURANCE. 

SB 1200, PN 1825 By Rep. GEIST 

An Act designating Route 581 in Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, 
as the American Ex-Prisoners of War Highway. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1518, PN 3504 (Amended) By Rep. BUNT 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1974 (P.L.973, No.3 19), 
known as the Pennsylvania Farmland atid Forest Land Assessment Act of 
1974, further providing for definitions, for reserved land, for preferential 
assessments, for county assessors' responsibilities and for tax 
determinations upon abandoned use. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS 

CALENDAR 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

BILLS REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

SB 185, PN 697 By Rep. GEIST 

An Act providing for the highway capital budget project itemization 
for the fiscal year 1996-1997. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

SB 186, PN 698 By Rep. GEIST 

A Supplement to the act of December 8, 1982 (P.L.848, No.235), 
entitled Highway-Railroad and Highway Bridge Capital Budget 
Supplemental Act for 1995-1996, itemizing additional local and State 
bridge projects. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED SENATE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives by amending said amendments to SB 669, 
PN 1970. 

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

COMMUNICATIONS FROM GOVERNOR 

APPROVAL OF HOUSE BILLS 

The Speaker pro tempore laid before the House 
communications in writing from the office of His Excellency, the 
Governor of the Commonwealth, advising that the following 
House bills had been approved and signed by the Governor: 

HB 1633, HB 2358, HB 2360, HB 2366, HB 2367, HB 2368, 
HB 2369, HB 2370, HB 2371, HB 2372, HB 2373, HB 2374, 
HB 2375. and HB 2376. 

ACTUARIAL NOTE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair acknowledges receipt 
of an actuarial note for SB 1269, PN 1972. 

(Copy of actuarial note is on file with the Journal clerk.) 
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The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bill for concurrence: 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, April 29, 
1998. 

Barrar Fleagle Masland Serafini 
Battisto Flick Mayemik Seyfert 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Coy, who requests a 
leave for the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Mr. BUTKOVITZ. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the leave is granted. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder, who requests 
that the lady from Montgomery County, Mrs. Cohen, and the 
gentlemen from Philadelphia County, Mr. Taylor and Mr. Kenney, 
be placed on the master roll call. The Chair hears no objection. 

We are about to proceed with the evening's voting schedule. 
The members will please report to the floor. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2459, PN 
3272, entitled: 

Belardi Forcier McCall Shaner 
Belfanti Cannon McGeehan Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Geist McGill Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin George Mcllhattan Snyder, D. W. 
Bishop Gigliotti Mcllhinney Staback 
Blaum Gladeck McNaughton Stain 
Boscola Godshall Melio Steelman 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 

Gordner 
G m i m  
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller 
MUndY 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Peael 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

On the question, EXCUSED-7 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

Allen Dally Philli~s 

An Act amending the act of October 5, 1994 (P.L.531, No.78), 
known as the Human Services Development Fund Act, further providing 
for allocations. 

Bebko-Jones ltkin 
Mr. SCHULER offered the following amendment No. A2347: Butkovitz Ryan, 

Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Taylor, J. 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 7), page 2, line 4, by striking out "(by and ( 
inserting 

0 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Maher Sather 
Argall Evans Maitland Saylor 
Armsvong Fairchild Major Schroder 
Baker Fargo Manderino Schuler 
Bard Feese Markosek Scrimenti 
Barley Fichter Marrico Semmel 

Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Sirittmaner 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washingon 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Woinaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngbioad 
Zimmerman 
zug 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 

gentleman, Mr. Coy, rise? 
Mr. COY. Could we return to the order of business of leaves of 

absence ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are in order. 
Mr. COY. The gentleman, Mr. PETRARCA, requests leave of 

absence for the balance of today's session. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended ? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the leave will 
be granted. The Chair hears n o  objection, and the leave is granted. 

Allen Dally Phillips 
Bebko-Jones Itkin 
Butkovitz P e m a  Ryan, 

Speakel 

NOT VOTING4 

E X C U S E P 8  

The maiority reauired by the Constitution having voted in the 

nays will now be  taken. 

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

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

Adolph Eachus 
Argall Egolf 
Armstrong Evans 
Baker Fairchild 
~ a r d  Fargo 
Barley Feese 
Bmar Fichter 

- - .  
affirmative, the question w& determined in the affirmative and the 
bill passed fmally. 

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

 ani is to Fleagle 
Belardi Flick 
Belfanti Forcier 
Benninghoff Gannon 
Birmelin Geist 
Bishop George 
Blaum Gigliotti 
Boscola Gladeck 
Boyes Godshall 
Browne Gordner 
Bunt Gruitza 
Buxton ~ P P O  
Caltagirone Habay 
Cappabianca Haluska 
Cam Hanna 
Carone Harhai 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 

Clymer 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
Lawless 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Manico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailar 
Nickol 

HarhaR O'Brien 
Hasay Olasz 
Hennessey Oliver 
Herman Orie 
Hershey Penel 
Hess Pesci 
Honey Petrone 
Hutchinson Pippy 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
James Plafts 
Jarolin Preston 
Josephs Ramos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kenney Reber 
Kirkland Rieger 
Krebs Roberts 
LaGrotta Robinson 
Laughlin Roebuck 
Lederer Rooney 
Lescovih Ross 
Levdansky Sainato 

Leh Rohrer 
Mcllhinney Rubley 
Miller Saylor 
Reinard Schmder 

Santoni 
Sather 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith. B 

~~ 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Shinmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams. A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
w0:an 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Steil 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Wrioht. M. N. 

I VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the lady, 
Mrs. Cohen, rise ? 

Mrs. COHEN. To correct the record, please, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady is in order. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you. 
On the last vote my switch malfunctioned, and I would like to 

be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. The lady's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 332, PN 
3236, entitled: 

An Act regulating tattoo, body-piercing and corrective cosmetic 
mists. 

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

I Mr. DeLUCA offered the following amendment No. AZ348: 

Amend Bill, page 10, by inserting between lines 12 and 13 
Section 9. County inspection. 

Every county that has a health depamnent shall inspect each 
establishment or facility required to be registered under this act at least 
once a year. 

Amend Sec. 9, page 10, line 13, by striking out "9" and inserting 
10 

Amend Sec. LO, page I I, line 7, by striking out "10" and inserting 
11 

Amend Sec. 11, page 13, line 11, by striking out "1 1" and inserting 
12 

1 Amend Sec. 12, page 13, line 16, by srriking out "12" and inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 13, page 14, line 3, by striking out "13" and inserting 
14 . . 

Amend Sec. 14, page 14, line 17, by striking out"l4" and inserting 
15 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 

recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. DeLuca. 
Will the gentleman suspend for one moment. 
The House will come to order. This could be a long evening, 

and you are making it a lot longer. The members will please take 
their seats. Please take conversations outside the hall of the House. 

Mr. DeLuca. 
Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, HB 332 is a good bill, and it was a hill 

that Representative Krebs and myself, along with the 
Professional Licensure Committee and the staffs, worked out to 
become a good bill here, but I think this amendment, A2348, will 
make it a better bill. And what it does, it permits any county that 
has a health department shall inspect these establishments at least 
once a year, and I think that is very important when you are talking 
about this type of legislation. 

The mainreason that we introducedthis legislation was because 
ofthe fact there were no guidelines, there were no inspections, and 
certainly it is one of the fastest growing industries in the 
Commonwealth - tattooing. And if we want to protect the 
consumers out there, then we need this type of legislation and we 
certainly need this type of an amendment, and I would ask my 
colleagues in the House, on both sides of the aisle, to support this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lebanon County, Mr. Krebs, on the amendment. 

Mr. KREBS. This amendment, I believe, is unneeded because 
the Department of Health of the State will initially inspect the 
tattoo facilities or the body-piercing facilities. And the law also 
says that they can also inspect at any other time that they deem 
necessary, and they can actually make an arrangement with the 
county health departments to do those inspections for them. 

I am basically against this because I do not believe it is needed, 
and I think it is an unfunded mandate. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. DeLuca, I do not see anyone 
else up. Would you like to speak a second time? The gentleman is 
in order. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Mr. Speaker, if you turn to page 9, line 22, 
where we put into the bill "MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES 
PRESERVED," and let me read it for the maker of the bill: 
"NOTHING IN THIS ACT SHALL SUPERSEDE THE 
POWER OF A MUNICIPALITY TO INSPECT TATTOO, OR 
BODY-PIERCING ESTABLISHMENTS OR TEMPORARY 
ESTABLISHMENTS, TO REGULATE THE MANNER IN 
WHICH TATTOOING OR BODY-PIERCING MAY BE 
PERFORMED, TO LEVY LAWFUL TAXES AND FEES AND 
TO REQUIRE THE PURCHASE OF A BUSINESS PRIVILEGE 
LICENSE UNRELATED TO COMPETENCE IN THE 
PRACTICE OF TATTOOING OR BODY PIERCING." 

It is not an unfunded mandate because they can do it right here. 
We have this in the bill. They have the authority to do that. 
Certainly the counties have a better chance of inspecting these 
facilities than the State. And if I am going to put the credibility for 
this good piece of legislation here, HI3 332, I think we should put 
the counties doing the job who have county health departments. 

And as far as an unfunded mandate -page 9 -it is already in 
here that they are permitted to do that, and I think that is why we 
put it in there, "MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES PRESERVED." 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Krebs, are you seeking 
recognition again ? 

Mr. KREBS. I would like to interrogate the maker of the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized 
for the second time. The gentleman requests the gentleman, 
Mr. DeLuca, to stand for interrogation. The gentleman agees. 
You are in order and may proceed. 

Would you hold one moment. It is a little loud in here. 
The House will come to order. Will the Sergeant at Arms assist 

the members in the aisles in finding their seats. Members will take 
their conversations outside the hall of the House. The conversation 
in the vicinity of the gentleman, Mr. Krebs, will break up. Will the 
Sergeant at Arms break up the conversation in the back of the 
center aisle. 

Mr. Krebs, you are in order. 
Mr. KREBS. MI. Speaker, are you saying that counties would 

have to enact their own ordinance so that they could recoup the 
fees fortheir inspections? 

Mr. DeLUCA. That is not what I am saying. I am saying the bill 
says they have the authority to do that. It has nothing that prohibits 
the Department of Health from delegating that authority to the 
local health departments. There is nothing in this bill to prohibit 
that. 

Mr. KREBS. That is correct. But what you are doing is, you are 
trying to mandate that those local health departments would have 
to inspect, are you not? 

Mr. DeLUCA. That is correct. 
Mr. KREBS. And who would then pay for that fee? 
Mr. DeLUCA. Under the legislation that we have here, they 

have the opportunity to levy the fees and the licenses to pay for 
that. It is already in the bill. We do not prohibit that if the county 
could do that on their own. You are saying it is an unfunded 
mandate, but in the legislation there is nothing to prohibit the 
county from levying it. They do levy it on other businesses. 

Mr. KREBS. That is correct, but you are requiring those 
counties at the present time that do not have an ordinance to enact 
an ordinance in order to do the inspections, are you not? You are 
requiring them to do the inspections. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Mr. Speaker, we already do that. The cities 
already regulate plumbers, and we do have that type of legislation. 
already there, so I do not know what you are alluding to. 

Mr. KREBS. Well, the fact is, your county, Allegheny County, 
may be already doing this, but a lot of counties may not have the 
structure in their health department to make the inspections. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Mr. Speaker, that is exactly why the language is 
in here, to delegate; the State can delegate that to the local health 
departments if they so desire. 

Mr. KREBS. I am done interrogating. I would just like to speak 
on this issue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. KREBS. Basically, at this point what the legislation says is 

that the State can delegate to the county but they are not required 
to delegate to the county. I think this amendment, what it basically 
says is, the county shall do an inspection every year and that would 
be not related to what the State is doing does not necessarily have 
to be related to what the State is doing in their inspection program. 
I think the bill as it is written allows the flexibility for the State to 
come up with a program that involves the local county health 
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organization but it does not have to. It could do the inspections by Fleagle Mmico Semmel 

Fli& Masland Serafini 
itself. Barley Forcier McGill Seyfert 

So I oppose the amendment. Cannon Mcllhanan Smith, 9. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the Chair Benninaoff Geist Mcllhinney Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gladeck McNaughton Snyder, D. W 

recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Horsey. Boyes Godshall Micozzie Steil 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker. Browne G m ~ o o  Miller Stem . . 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the DeLuca amendment, 2348. 
Mr. Speaker, sometimes we, as legislators, have a tendency of 

overcomplicating what is really simple. There are certain realities 
that we have got to face and begin to face, and one of them is, 
Mr. Speaker, that AIDS (acquired immune deficiency syndrome) 
and HIV (human immunodeficiency virus) are problems not 
just in Philadelphia, not just in Pemsylvania, not just in the 
United States, but all over the world, Mr. Speaker, and one way 
that you become HIV positive or one way that you get AIDS is by 
unclean and unsanitary heedles. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if any way the system, meaning the 
government, whether it be Philadelphia or Pennsylvania or the 
United States government, can intercede with the ideal concept of 
dealing with dirty needles, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of it, 
because I am not interested in diseases being spread all over this 
world, let alone Philadelphia or Pennsylvania or the United States. 

This particular amendment, Mr. Speaker, goes right to the heart 
of the question of dirty needles, Mr. Speaker; that is what this 
amendment does, and that is why, Mr. Speaker, I am asking my 
colleagues to support the DeLuca amendment, because it calls for 
the regulation of dirty needles or the possibility of dirty needles. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boswla 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiuo 
Corpora 
Conigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
cum/ 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans 
George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Ledera 
Lescoviu 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
OlacZ 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Pewonc 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos' 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Adolph Fargo Maher 
Argall Feese Maitland 
Amstrong Fichtei Major 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washinson 
Williams, A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

~~~ 

Bunt 
Carone 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Had& Nailor 
HarhM Nick01 
Hasay D'Brien 
Hennessey One 
Herman Penel 
Henhey P~PPY 
Hess PlaN 
Hutchinson Raymond 
Jadlowiec Reber 
Kenney Reinard 
Krebs Rohrer 
Lawless Ross 
Leh Rubley 
Lynch Sather 

NOT VOTING-1 

Stain 

Allen 
Bebko-Jones 
Bufkovitz 

Dally Phillips 
Itkin 
Petrarca Ryan, 

Speaker 

Stevenson ~ ~~ ~ ~ . - ~ ~  
Strimnaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright M. N. 
Zimmerman 
zug 

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

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally ? 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Tangretti, seek recognition? 
, Mr. TANGRETTI. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On final passage, the gentleman 
is in order. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Mr. Speaker, I was wondering if the prime 
sponsor would consent to a few questions. 

I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Krebs, 
indicates that he is willing to stand for interrogation. 

Let me try to get you some order again. The House will come 
to order. The conversations along the side aisles and in the center 
aisle, break up. 

Mr. Tangretti, you may proceed. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the gentleman from Lebanon can- 

On page 11,  on line 3, is a section dealing with facial tmoos, 
which reads, in part, that "IT IS UNLAWFUL FOR ANY 
PERSON OTHERTHAN A CORRECTIVE COSMETIC ARTIST 
REGISTERED UNDER THIS ACT, OR A PHYSICIAN ...," and 
then it goes on. In the defmition section on page 4, line 10, it 



different knowledge areas that they would have to show that they 
have obtained. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. One final question, if I may, Mr. Speaker. 
Is the gentleman suggesting, however, that one would need to have 
a medical degree or some knowledge of medical information or 
medical background or history in order to be in a position to take 
the test and pass the test as established by the deparhnent, in your 
opinion ? 

Mr. KREBS. No; no, not in my opinion. Basically, what they 
are having to do is to have proper health and sanitary information 
and to maybe know some concerns about the dangers when you 
are dealing with tattooing on the face. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

defmes "CORRECTIVE COSMETIC ARTIST' as "ANY 
PERSON WHO ACTUALLY PERFORMS CORRECTNE 
COSMETICS," and then on line 12 on page 4 it defmes 
" 'CORRECTIVE COSMETICS.' THE APPLICATION OF 
TAmOOS ON A LIVE HUMAN BEING FOR MEDICAL 
SITUATIONS THAT OTHERWISE COULD NOT BE 
CORRECTED OR IMPROVED, ..." and it goes on to list some of 
those circumstances that would apply. 

My question is this: There are legitimate tattooing cosmetic 
establishments, one of which is located in my district, that provide 
cosmetic tattoos not for medical reasons but for cosmetic reasons; 
that is to say, various kids of facial improvements, if you will 
pennit, that are for cosmetic purposes as opposed to medical 
purposes. My question is, are they being eliminated from 
consideration as it relates to your bill? 

Mr. KREBS. Basically, I think what they would have to do is 
become corrective cosmetic tattoo artists, and I believe they could 
then continue in business. 

Mr. TANGRE'ITI. And could you, sir, if you could, 
Mr. Speaker, could the gentleman from Lebanon explain the 
process by which one would do that? 

Mr. KREBS. Well, basically, it is for- When you go to get a 
registration, whether it is for body piercing or for tattooing or for 
corrective cosmetic tattooist, what they would have to do is, they 
would have to pass the examination that will be created by the 
Department of Health. The one that deals with the face, which is 
basically the corrective cosmetic tattoo artist, would probably have 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Coy, who requests a 
temporary leave for the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. COHEN. Without objection, the leave will be granted. The 
Chair hears no objection, and the gentleman is granted a temporary 
leave. 

Mr. CORPORA. Thank you. 
I am happy to see the provision in your bill that requires that no 

body piercing be performed on a person that is under 18 without 
the parent's written consent. That mirrors the language of a bill 
that I had introduced last session. But what I am wondering is, 
what is the penalty if that is done? The bill that I bad introduced 
included a penalty. It appears on page 9, section 7(A). 

Mr. KREBS. Okay. The penalties for that, the penalties are on 
page 13, and it says that "ANY PERSON WHO VIOLATES ANY 
PROVISION OF THIS ACT COMMITS A MISDEMEANOR OF 
THE THIRD DEGREE AND SHALL, UPON CONVICTION, BE 
SENTENCED TO ... A FINE OF NOT MORE THAN $1,000 OR 
TO lMPRlSONMENT FOR NOT MORE THAN THREE 
MONTHS ...." 

Mr. CORPORA. So that would apply to this subsection ? 
Mr. KREBS. Yes, it would. 
Mr. CORPORA. Thank you very much. 
I support the bill. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there any other members 

seeking recognition? 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS193 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 332 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Corpora, is 
recognized on final passage. 

Mr. CORPORA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I interrogate the maker of the bill ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he is 

willing: You may proceed. 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltaeirone 
cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Cola im 
Comell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
cuny  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 

Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Cannon 
Geist 
Geose  
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGTona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsiw 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nicltol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
P e m l  
Pesci 
Petronc 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plam 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Svittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams. A. H 
Williams. C. 
Wilt 
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DiGimlamo Lloyd Rubley Yewcic 
Donatucci Lucyk Sainato Youngblood 
Druce Lynch Santoni Zimmeman 

Dent Leh Rohrer Wogan 
Dermody Lescnvitz Rooney Wojnaroski 
DeWeese Levdansky Ross Wright, M. N. 

Eachus Maher Sather zug 
Enolf 

Bunt Habay Nailor SNrla 
Buxton Haluska Nickol Suna 
Caltagirone Hanna O'Brien Tangreni 

NAYS4 

NOT VOTING-I 

Kaiser 

Allen Cohen, M. Petrarca 
Bebko-Jones Dally Phillips 
Butkovitz ltkin 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
a f f ia t ive ,  the question was determined in the a f f i a t i ve  and the 
bill passed finally. 

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Coy, for the purpose of making a motion. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the House be suspended 

so that we may immediately take up consideration of SB 682 and 
the amendments thereto on page 1 of today's calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Coy, moves 
that the rules of the House be suspended so that the House can 
immediately take up SB 682, on page 1 of today's calendar, with 
amendments. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Major Saylor 
Argall Evans Manderino Schroder 
Armstrong Fairchild Markosek Schuier 
Baker Fargo Marsico Scrimenti 
Bard Fichter Masland Semmel 
Barlev Fleaele Mavemik Sersfini 
B m a i  ~lic; ~ c ? a l l  Seyfert 
Banisto Forcier McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Gannon McGill Smith, B. 
Belfanti Geist Mcllhanan Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff George Mcllhinney Snyder, D. W. 
Birmelin Giglioni Melio Staback 
Bishop Gladeck Michiovic Stairs 
Blaum Godshall Micoaie Stem 

Cappabianca Harhai Olasz Taylor, E. Z 
Cam Harhart Oliver Taylor, J. 
Casorio Hasay Orie Thomas ( cawley ~ e ~ e s s e y  Perzel Tigue 
Chadwick Herman Pesci Tmaelio 
Civera Henhey Petrone ~ r e i l o  
c ~ a r k  Hess P~PPY  rich 
Clymer Honey Pistella True 
Cohen, L. I Hutchinson Plans Tulli 
Colafella Iadlowiec Preston Vance 
Colaiao James Ramos Van Home 

Jarolin Raymond Veon 
Joseohs Readshaw Vitali 

Cowell 
COY 
cuny  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 

Carone 
Dempsey 
Feese 

Alien 
Bebko-Jones 
Butkovitz 

~ a i s e r  
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
LeSWviQ 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maher 
Maitland 

Krebs 
Lawless 
Levdansky 

Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

Lynch 
McNaughton 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED9 

Cohen, M. Petrarca 
Dally Phillips 
ltkin 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C 
Wilt 
wogan 
Woinaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmeman 

Steelman 
Steil 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 682, PN 726, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 10, 1982 (P.L.454, No. 133), entitled 
"An act protecting agricultural operations from nuisance suits and 
ordinances under certain circumstances," further providing for limitation 
on public nuisances. 

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

Mr. COY offered the following amendment No. A1984: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by in sedng  after "providing" . . . . 
Boscola Gordner Miller Stetler for definitions and 
Boyes Gruitza Mundy Stevenson Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 7, by striking out "4(a)" and inserting 
Browne &PPO Myers Strinmaner 2 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE APRIL 29 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 10, by inserting after "circumstances," " 

amended May 22, 1996 (P.L.336, No.52), 
Amend Sec. 1, page I. by inserting between lines 10 and 11 

Section 2. Definitions. 
The following words and phrases when used in this act shall have, 

unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, the meanings given to them 
in this section: 

"Municipality." A county, city, borough, inco~porated town, township 
or a general purpose unit of government as established by the act of 
April 13, 1972 (P.L.184, No.62). known as the "Home Rule Charter and 
Optional Plans Law." 

"Nonnal agricultural operation." The [customary and generally 
accepted] activities, practices, equipment and procedures that farmers 
adopt, use or engage [in year after year] in the production and preparation 
for market of poultry, livestock and their products and in the production 
and harvesting of agricultural, agronomic, horticultural, silvicultural and 
[aquicultural] aquacvltural crops and commodities and is: 

(I) not less than ten contiguous acres in area; or 
(2) less than ten contiguous acres in area but has an anticipated 

yearly gross income of at least $10,000. 

indua& Use of equipment<hall include machinery designed &d used for 
agricultural operations, including, but not limited to, crop dryers, feed 
grinders, saw mills, hammer mills, refrigeration equipment, bins and 
related wuioment used to store or Dreoare c ro~s  for marketing and those 

-- 

I am pleased that the amendment has garnered the support of 
the Pennsylvania Farm Bureauand the Pemsylvhia State Grange, 
among others. 

I ask for an aff~rtnative vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 

from Indiana County, Ms. Steelman, on the amendment. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates that he 

will. You are in order. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, MI. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the amendment, as it stands, is quite broadly 

written and would seem to cover almost any possible technological 
advance or, indeed, any new policies and practices that might he 
adopted by farmers in Pennsylvania. 

One new practice that seems to be under consideration in a 
number of areas that has caused some concern is the practice of 
developing large concentrated animal operations, and some 
townships have in fact attempted to prevent the installation of 
these kinds of very high density animal operations with their 
attendant odor and manure disposal problems. 

How would this particular amendment affect the ability of local 
municipalities to control the proliferation of factory farms in their . . . . - 

items of agricultural equipment and machinery defined by the act of 
December 12, 1994 ( ~ . ~ . 9 4 4 ,   NO.^), known as the F- Safety and Mr. COY. MY opinion is, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment 
Occu~ational Health Act. Custom work shall be considered a normal I would not affect the question the lady raises. As a matter of fact, - ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~ ~ ~~~ ~ ~ 

farming practice. 
Section 2. Section 4(a) of the act is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 14, by striking "2" and inserting 

3 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 14, by striking out "in 60 days" and 

inserting 
immediately 

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

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

MI. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I offer amendment 1984 to SB 682. The amendment attempts 

to recognize technological advances in agriculture. 
Mr. Speaker, it takes one Pennsylvania f m e r  to feed about 

120 people. In the People's Republic of China, one farmer feeds 
three people. Skill, combined with technology, makes the miracle 
possible. Only rapidly emerging and applied farm technologies 
have allowed fewer f m e r s  to feed our country and, yes, our 
world's buleine no~ulation. 

Act 6, the Nuhient ~ k a g e m e n t  A G  which the legislature passed 
a few years ago, attempted to deal with this whole matter in a 
statewide basis and thereby really give local municipalities an 
attempt to have enforcement of the statewide law, and therefore, 
I do not think the amendment which I currently propose affects 
that subject. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Mr. S~eaker, since vou brou&t UD the 
Nutrient Management Act, perhaps you couid tell us Ghether the 
Nutrient Management Act covers anwing  except the preservation 
of water quality; that is, how does the Nutrient Management Act 
speak to the question of protecting the quality of life of people 
who are threatened by factory farms? 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, my understanding of the 
Nutrient Management Act is that it regulates the application of 
nutrients to the soil. It requires nutrient management plans on the 
part of anyone, whether they happen to be a family f m e r  or a 
large agricultural business who applies large amounts of nutrients 
to the soil. The act does not speak to quality of life. 

Ms. STEELMAN. So as a matter of fact, the Nutrient 
Management Act, for all its good qualities, is not capable of 
protecting rural residents from the incursion of larze corporate - -. . 

Who would have thought, just 20 years ago, that Pennsylvania 
would be home to the growers of winter hearty kiwi, major 
aquaculture producers, or ostrich f m s ?  Emerging technologies, 
such as precision farming, using computers and satellites, will 
greatly reduce chemical inputs and increase crop yields in the 
future. 

We need a right-to-farm statute that recognizes and encourages 
development of new technologies, alternative crops, and 
innovative techniques to ensure the future growth of our 
number one industry and to protect and maintain the viability of 
family farms in Pennsylvania. 

'perations. 
Given that these farming operations are being presented, in 

many cases, as being made possible by technological advances in 
manure management, which seems to be one of the subjects that 
the amendment would cover, how can we be reassured that the 
amendment has only the effects you say and does not, through the 
very breadth of its language, open the door to the overwhelming 
of the local municipalities by these corporate operations? 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, my intent in offering the amendment is 
to allow the small family farm to compete with larger 
agibusinesses and to be able to utilize the same new technologies 
that larger businesses are using, and there are many examples of 
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small farming businesses in Pennsylvania which need to benefit by 
these new techniques, and that isthe intent of the amendment. The 
intent is not to increase the viability of the Nutrient Management 
Act or decrease therefrom. It is rather to offer new technological 
advances to the right-to-farm statute, which I think will help small 
family farms and small farmers in Pennsylvania. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the major 
element that prevents small family farmers from adopting some of 
these new technologies is a lack of money, but I do not see any 
funding proposed in this amendment. 

Could you explain how the amendment makes it possible for 
small farmers to compete on an equal footing with large farmers 
when all that it actually does is permit - all that the language 
seems to do; forgive me - is to permit someone, anyone, to adopt 
any farming practice as long as it is technologically advanced? 

Mr. COY. My concern in making this the law in Pennsylvania 
is to help the small family farmer who probably cannot afford the 
legal expenses of hiring an attorney and fighting ordinances which 
may be unfairly attempting to preclude lawful farming practices. 
Big corporations or big agribusinesses have no trouble employing 
attorneys who can fight attempted regulations like this. The 
average family farmer does not have that same availability of 
legal, either help or funds, to fight that sort of fight, and therefore, 
I thii it helps them. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Mr. Speaker, another question that has been 
raised around this amendment is, when we are talking about new 
technologies and new practices, does that also include the 
spreading of sewage sludge on farmland? 

Mr. COY. The amendment does not address the sewage sludge 
situation and does not speak of it. 

Ms. STEELMAN. But because it is written so broadly as to 
make permissible almost any new practice that could be adopted, 
does it not increase the likelihood that farms could become used 
for the spreading of sewage sludge and prevent local 
municipalities from exercising any control over that at all? 

Mr. COY. The answer to the question is no, and I refer the 
gentlelady to page 2 of the actual- I am reading from the actual 
statute now, not the amendment but the act of 1982, Public Law 
454 of 1982, which is the Agricultural Operations Act and 
Protection From Suits, and it is what we term as the 
"Right-to-Farm Act" in Pennsylvania, and quoting therefrom, it 
says, "The provisions of section 4 shall not affect or defeat the 
right of any person, fm or corporation to recover damages for any 
injuries or damages sustained by him or it on account of any 
pollution ...." I think that answers the question. 

Ms. STEELMAN. However, it does raise the issue that instead 
of preventing the spread of lawsuits in this case, following the 
spread of sewage sludge, what you are doing is simply saying, 
well, if sewage sludge is spread on farmland and people are injured 
by it, then they can sue the farmers who were empowered to do so 
and take them to court, then find themselves in court anyway, but 
in the situation where the damage has already occurred. 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, the amendment does not address 
sewage sludge; it does not change the liability of or on behalf of 
anyone who seeks damages under the current law whatsoever, and, 
therefore, I really think does not apply to the current amendment. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That concludes my interrogation. May I speak briefly on the 

amendment? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady is in order. 
Ms. STEELMAN. And could1 also ask the Speaker to attempt 

to impose some order upon the chamber? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady is also in order in that 

request. 
The House will come to order. Members will take their seats 

and take conversations outside the hall. If you do not intend to 
debate, please sit down. The Chair is having trouble determining 
who wants to debate. 

Ms. Steelman, you are in order. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I t h i i  that this is a well-intentioned amendment. 

It is meant to try and address some of the problems that in fact 
triggered the initial development of the right-to-farm law; that is, 
the conflict between people who are actively farming and people 
who are living in a mral area and may be inconvenienced from 
time to time. 

Unfortunately, I think we may have followed the adversarial 
model that is presented in the original law in the acts that were 
attempted to address some of the problems with farms. And now 
in this amendment, about as far as it can go, we are now giving 
farmers or farm corporations very considerable powers to do 
almost anything and defend it under the right-to-farm law, and I 
am wondering whether we need to start looking at a different 
model for helping all classes of rural residents to live more 
successfully with each other and to understand and assist in 
solving each other's problems. 

I would like to ask the members of the House to vote against 
this amendment, not with the idea of inhibiting the practice of 
farming in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania but with the idea 
of giving us some time in the Agriculture and Rural Affairs 
Committee to look at these problems and to come up with a better 
solution than a purely legalistic one. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Mr. Bunt, is recognized on the 
Coy amendment. 

Mr. BUNT. 'Ihank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the gentleman, Mr. Coy, on this 

amendment. 
1 would l i e  to compliment him on b ~ g i n g  to the attention of 

the ~ene ra l  Assembly the need for legislation to help preserve the 
right to farm in Pennsylvania. I also would concur in the 
gentleman's response to the inquiries that were made by the 
gentlelady from Indiana County. 

I would urge all our members to vote affirmatively on the 
Coy amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Barley, 
seek recognition? The gentleman is in order. 

Mr. BARLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
All I would say is, I believe the gentleman's amendment does 

very clearly focus on the future of agriculture, and I would ask for 
an affmative vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Lancaster 
County, Mr. Armstrong. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, I also want to commend the 
maker of the amendment. It is not very frequent when we have the 
opportunity to try to keep up with technological changes, and I 
commend him and will be voting in favor of the amendment. 
Thank you. 
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Adolph 
&all 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B r n  
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
BoSMla 
Boves 

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

~ G w n e  
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Colaieo 
Comell 
corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Ded 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
DonaNcci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Clark 
Levdansky 

Allen 
Bebko-Jones 
Butkovitl 

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

Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioui 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 

McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 

h P P 0  Miller 
Habay Mundy 
Haluska Myen 
Hanna Nailor 
Harhai Nickol 
Harhart O'Brien 
Hasay Olasz 
Hennessey Oliver 
Herman Orie 
Henhey Penel 
Hess Pesci 
Honey Petrone 
Hutchinson Pippy 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
lames Platts 
Jamlin Preston 
Iosephs Ramos 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kenney Reher 
Kirkland Reinard 
Krebs Rieger 
LaGroua Robens 
Laughiin Robinson 
Lawless Roebuck 
Lederer Rohrer 
Leh Rooney 
LescoviQ Ross 
Lloyd Rubley 
Lucyk Sainato 
Lynch Santani 

NOT V O T I N G 4  

Cohen, M. Petrarca 
Dally Phillips 
ltkin 

Ryan. 
SpeAer 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sevfett 
~~ ~~~~~ 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetier 
Stevenson 
Shimalter 
Shrrla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walk0 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

On the question, 
Wil l  the House  agree to  the bill o n  third consideration as 

amended ? 

I Mr. SCHULER offered the following amendment No. A1985: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by inserting after "providing" 
for definitions and 

Amend Bill, page I, lines 7 through 10, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 

Section 1. Section 2 of the act of June 10, 1982 (P.L.454, No.133), 
entitled "An act protecting agricultural operations from nuisance suits and 
ordinances under certain circumst?nces," amended May 22, 1996 
(P.L.336, No.52), is amended to read: 
Section 2. Definitions. 

The following words and phrases when used in this act shall have, 
unless the context clearlv indicates othmise.  the meanines eiven to  them " - 
in this section: 

xpriculu ' Q d i Q L _ a n ) i o ~ ~ ~ ~ a t t e d Q I  
i n t ~ ~ p ~ a m m e r c c  

. . u r a l . c h o d i c l l l t l l r a l . f l o r l c l l l t l l r a l  
vltlcllltllralordairvnrodlnts. 

@DepL~duchQoldm&e&g 
w a Q ~ ! ~ ~ d u c l s .  
( h ) A n v n r o d u c t s - d e d f o x  

humaa-pro&d-af 
suchpraductnin&bfhllmancons,lmntion 
"Municipality." A county, city, borough, incorporated town, township 

or a general purpose unit of government as established by the act of 
A ~ r i l  13, 1972 (P.L.184, No.62). known as the "Home Rule Charter and 
optional Plans Law." 

"Normal agriculhlral operation." The customary and generally 
accepted activities, practices and procedures that farmers adopt, use or 
engage in year afier year in the production and preparation for market of 
poultry, livestock and their products and in the production [and), 
harvesting anbp~epacationfonm&eL~~use of agricultural, agronomic, 
horticultural, silvicultural and [aquicultural] aquacultural and 
commodities and is: 

(1) not less than ten contiguous acres in area; or 
(2) less than ten contiguous acres in area but has an anticipated 

yearly gross income of at least $10,000. 
Use of equipment shall include machinery designed and used for 
agricultural operations, including. but not limited to. crop dryers. feed 
grinders, saw mills. hammer mills, refrigeration equipment. bins and 
related equipment used to store or prepare crops for marketing and those 
items of  agricultural equipment and machinery defined by the act of  
December 12, 1994 (P.L.944, No.134). known as the Farm Safety and 
Occupational Health Act. Custom work shall be considered a normal 
farming practice. 

Section 2. Section 4(a) of the act is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 14. by striking out all of said line and 

insetting 
Section 3. This act shall take effect as follows: 

( I )  The amendment of section 4(a) of the act shall take effect in 
60 days. 

(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect immediatelv. 
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Adolph 
h a l l  
&strong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boswla 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
COY 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 

F%o Lynch 
Feese Maher 
Fichter Maitland 
Fleagle Major 
Flick Marsico 
Forcier Masland 
Gannon McCall 
Geist McGeehan 
Gigliotti McGill 
Gladeck Mcllhattan 
Godshall Mcllhinncy 
Gordner McNaughton 
h p p o  Miwa ie  
Habay Miller 
Harhart Myen 
Hasay Nailor 
Hennessey Nickol 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey Olasz 
Hess Oliver 
Horsey Orie 
Hutchinson Peael 
Jadlowiec P~PPY 
Keller Platts 
Kenney Ramos 
Krebs Raymond 
LaGrotta Reber 
Lawless Reinard 
Lederer Rieger 
Leh Rohrer 
Lescovitz Ross 
Lucyk Rubley 

NOT VOTING4 

Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seraiini 
Seyferl 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strimnatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cauuabianca 
cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Comell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
KrebS 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 

Levdansky 

Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Platts 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

N A Y S 4  

Michlovic 

EXCUSED-9 I NOT VOTING4 

Allen Cohen, M. Petrarca 
Bebko-Jones Dally Phillips 
Butkovitz Itkin 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
&gall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 

Allen Cohen, M. Petrarca 
Bebko-Jones Dally Phillips 
Butkovitz Itkin 

Stern 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strimnatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
T N ~  
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Vitali 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with the 
information that the House has passed the same with amendment 
in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

Evans Maitland 
Fairchild Major 
Fargo Manderino 
Feese Markosek 
Fichter Marsico 
Fleagle Masland 
Flick Mayemik 
Forcier McCall 
Gannon McGeehan 
Geist McGill 
George Mcl lham 
Gigliotti Mcllhinney 
Gladeck McNaughton 
Godshall Melio 

YEAS-190 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 

I REQUEST TO CALL UP 

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

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on page 5 of today's calendar, I call up 

Discharge Resolution 1. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Based upon rule 2 1, that would 

require a motion to suspend the rules first. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if you could amplify on 

the rationale, because as I look at the rules, rule 53 says that 
Boswla Gordner Miconie Steil I 
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"Any member who has signed a discharge resolution which has 
been on the calendar at least onelegislative day prior thereto and 
seeks recognition, shall be recognized for the purpose of calling up 
the discharge resolution and the House shall proceed to its 
consideration without intervening motion except one motion to 
adjourn ...." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is going to read from 
part of rule 21: "Members shall be notified of bills and resolutions 
scheduled to be voted no later than prior to the close of business at 
4 3 0  P.M. of the second business day prior to the scheduled vote 
on fmal passage for legislation that has no legal deadline." 

The Chair is aware of the language in rule 53 which the 
gentleman cited; however, the Chair is relying upon HR 37 of 
1993 where rule 21 was contained, and it says at the very end of 
the resolution: 
"AND BE IT FURTHER 

"RESOLVED, THAT TO THE EXTENT ANY RULE OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES IS INCONSISTENT WITH 
THIS RESOLUTION OR GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED 
PURSUANT TO THIS RESOLUTION, TH!2 RULE IS HEREBY 
RESCINDED TO THE EXTENT THAT IT IS INCONSISTENT." 

Further- 
Mr. LLOYD. Well, Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
The Chair also has a precedent for this ruling and is looking at 

the House Journal for June 15 of 1995 when the Speaker of the 
House recognized the gentleman, Mr. Veon, and Mr. Veon said as 
follows: 

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
"Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to provide a proper notice under 

rule 21 that I will be calling up Discharge Resolutions 1,2, and 3 
on Monday. Thank you, Mr. Speaker." 

So there is a prior precedent- 
Mr. LLOYD. Well, Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. --of a leader from your own 

caucus recognizing that proper notice has to be given. 
Mr. LLOYD. No, no, no, no, no, Mr. Speaker. I do not think it 

means that at all, Mr. Speaker. Could you tell me whether in 1995 
there was a ruling- 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? A point of order. 
Mr. LLOYD. -from the Chair to-the- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
Mr. DeWeese, the point of order? 
Mr. DeWEESE. Respectfully, Mr. Speaker, could we please 

have some order for the gentleman's interrogatory? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. This is 

a fairly important point. The members will please take their seats. 
Will the Sergeant at Arms- 

Mr. Lloyd, go ahead. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, was there a ruling from the Chair in 

I995 that the gentleman, Mr. Veon, needed to give any notice at 
all? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No. No ruling was necessary, 
because he complied with the rule. 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, Mr. Speaker, can you point me to a ruling 
by any Speakerthat what ~ r . - ~ e o n  did was other than a matter of 
courtesy ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; I have no ruling, only the rule 
and the precedent which I read you. 

Mr. LLOYD. Also, Mr. Speaker, the language which you read 
from - HR 37 from 1993 -Mr. Speaker, I have been unable to find 
that in this rule book which says "Rules of the House of 
Representatives ... February 1997." Why does that have any effect 
at all ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That language was contained in 
the resolution wherein we adopted the current rule 21. The fact 
that the language itself does not appear in the House rules is of no 
significance. 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, at the beginning ofthis session and also at 
the beginning of the 1995 session, did we not adopt rules of the 
House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1 believe the gentleman knows the 
answer to that question. 

Mr. LLOYD. And if the answer to that is yes, Mr. Speaker, and 
that language which was contained in the resolution adopted in 
1993 was not included in the motion which we adopted in 1995 
and the motion we adopted in 1997, and if that language does not 
appear anywhere in the current rules, then why does that language 
have any vitality at all with regard to the Speaker's ruling 
tonight? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I can only repeat for the 
gentleman that it was the understanding, at the time that 
Resolution 37 was adopted, that it was the understanding of the 
members that the provision at the end of the resolution would 
apply, and it is certainly the precedent that the Chair has followed 
since. 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that 
language. I read it in your presence and the Parliamentarian's 
presence. It is catchall language that says if there is anything in this 
rule that is inconsistent with any other rule, that the other rule 
gives way, but we have twice adopted rules for the House which 
contain precise language, and it would seem to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that that clause in 1993 no longer has any vitality, and in fact if the 
House wanted to make some change, felt something was 
inconsistent, it would have done so when it adopted the rules at the 
beginning of this session. 

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appreciates the 
gentleman's argument, but the Chair has ruled. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I appeal the ruling of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The question before the House is, shall the decision of the Chair 

stand as the judgment of the House? 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is debatable by the 
members. 

PAlUIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 
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Mr. LLOYD. Do the rules which say that members may speak I Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to vote in the negative 

whole notion of the discharge system, then we cannot sustain the Bunt I Harhart Nailor Stem 

ruling of the Chair. Chadwick Hasay Nickol Stevenson 

twice on the issue apply on the debate on a motion to appeal the 
ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on the issue of appeal from the ruling of the Chair, 

I am looking at the clear language of rule 53 which says that 
notice, to the extent that there is any notice requirement, is given 
when the sponsor of thedischarge resolution files that discharge 
resolution and it then is printed on the House calendar. The rule 
then saysthat one legislative day after that has happened, anybody, 
whether it is the sponsor of that resolution or anyone else who has 
signed that resolution, has the right to call up the resolution, and 
with 102 votes, if the resolution is adopted, then the committee is 
discharged from consideration of the particular legislative matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my understanding of the law has always 
been that the specific governed over the general. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, you have ruled that House rule 21 with regard to 
notice has some applicability here. In the very first sentence in 
House rule 21 it talks about every bill and every joint resolution. 
I would argue that when then you get down several paragraphs 
later in rule 21 discussing resolutions, that the antecedent of 
resolution is "joint" resolution, and I would argue that 
notwithstanding what may have been practiced, that there is in fact 
no requirement for notice of traditional resolutions under that 
interpretation. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, the notion that somehow something 
that was done in boilerplate or catchall language at the end of a 
resolution in 1993 somehow will live forever s e e s  me as 
something which is not sustainable. The only way to get rid of that, 
and maybe this has to happen if the Chair prevails tonight, every 
time 2'years come around and there are new rules, there needs to 
be a clause in the rules that says, gee, we do not know what some 
legislature might have said20 years ago in some catchall language 
which does not show up in this book, but to the extent that the 
legislature said it, we repeal it, because I do not know how else 
you get rid of that ruling in 1993. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, that ruling in 1993 said that if there 
is something in this resolution which is inconsistent with 
something else. Well, I do not think there was anything that was 
inconsistent. There was no amendment to House rule 53. I 
seriously doubt - I mean, you said what was understood by the 
members at that time - I seriously doubt that any member thought 
that he was changing the rules on discharge to require some extra 
hoop to jump through. 

Now, maybe that is going to prevail tonight, but I do not think 
that is what people thought they were doing. I think the specific 
governs over the general, and the effect - the effect - of sustaining 
the ruling of the Chair would be to say that when we have a 
situation as we did this week, I would have given notice on 
Monday if I had known what I knew when I read my newspaper 
Tuesday morning. I did not have any notice we were going to 
consider tax reform until I read the newspaper. I gave notice as 
soon as I came on the floor that day, that morning, that I wanted to 
call up the discharge resolution. And, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me 
that if we are not going to change to a system in which discharge 
requires 112 votes instead of 102, which is antithetical with the 

to not sustain the ruling of thechair. Thank you, Mr. speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before I recognize any other 

members, I want to make a point that the gentleman just made. The 
way the question will be framed is that those in favor of sustaining 
the ruling of the Chair will be voting "aye"; those voting to 
overturn the rulmg of the Chair will be voting "no." That is how 
the question will be framed. 

Are there other members seeking recognition? Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask our members to sustain the 

Chair's ruling and to vote "yes" on this motion. Thank you. 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman has an opportunity 

to speak a second time, if he wishes. 
Mr. LLOYD. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is a little hard to respond to 

that argument. I mean, the legal niceties are so subtle, I am not 
sure I can grasp them. But one thing I did understand: If you want 
to vote with the Chair, you vote "yes"; if you want to vote with me 
and allow us a chance to amend tax reform tonighc you vote "no." 

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

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It was suggested in our caucus that during my Speakership, I 

had made a ruling that was consonant with the ruling that you are 
making tonight. I want to aver quickly my disavowal of any kind 
of recollection that I made a ruling to the members of my caucus 
that may have left early and not heard some of the other comments 
in caucus. 

I would support the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd. There is no doubt 
that you, Mr. Speaker, and your brother and sister Republicans 
have supekogated unto yourselves parliamentary niceties, 
parliamentary prerogatives, that are beyond the pale. The 
gentleman is just trying to make certain that the minority has its 
say. 

If you want to vote for a railroad job, I guess you will vote 
"aye"; if you want to vote for some parliamentary flexibility and 
some parliamentary appropriateness, you will vote "no." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of sustaining 
the Chair's decision will v o t e  Does the gentleman seek 
recognition? 

The Chair repeats, those in favor of sustaining the Chair's 
decision will vote "aye"; those opposed, "no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS101 

Adolph Feese Maitland Saylor 
Argall Fichter Major Schroder 
Armstrong Fleagle Marsico Schuler 
B&er Flick Masland Semmel 
Bard Forcier McGeehan Serafini 
Barley Gannon McGill Seyfert 
B~~~ Geist Mcllhattan Smith, B. 
Benninghoff madeck Mcllhinney Smith, S. H. 
Binnelin 
goyes 

Godshall McNaughlon Snyder, D. W. 
~ P P O  Micouie Stain 

B,,, Habay Miller Steil 
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Civera Hennessey O'Brien Strimnaner 
Clark Herman Orie Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Hershey Pkrzel Taylor, J. 
Cohen, L. I. Hess P~PPY True 
Cornell Hutchinson Plans Tulli 
Corrigan Jadlowiec Raymond Vance 
~empsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 

Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 

Keller 
Kenney 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lynch 
Maher 

Eachus 
Evans 
George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruiha 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 

~ e b e r  
Reinard 
R0hrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 

NAYS-93 

Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Pekone 
Pistella 
F'reston 

Waugh 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright M. N 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Smla 
S u m  
Tangeni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
TriCh 
Van Home 

Colaiuo Kirkland Ramos Veon 
Corpora Krebs Readshaw Vitali 
Cowell LaGmna Rieeer Walko 
coy Laughlin ~ o c e r t s  Washington 
c u n ~  Lawless Robinson Williams, A. H. 
Daley Lescavitz Roebuck Williams, C. 
DeLuca Levdannky Rooney Wojnaroski 
Dermody Lloyd Sainato Yewcic 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, based on when the gentleman 
gave his notice. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. LLOYD. In that case, Mr. Speaker, in the hope that some 
people who felt compelled by party loyalty to sustain the ruling of 
the Chair might have the wisdom to see that we ought to have an 
opportunity to amend the tax reform bill, Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules to permit the immediate consideration of 
Discharge Resolution 1. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This motion is only debatable by 
the leaders. 

The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, moves that the rules of the House 
he suspended so that the House may immediately take up 
Discharge Resolution No. 1. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is about changing 
the rules, Mr. Speaker. 1t has nothing to do with tax reform, &dl  
would urge the members to vote "no." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, yield or does the gentleman wish to speak 
himself? 

Mr. DeWEESE. I think the gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, presumes 
DeWeese - Lucyk Santoni Youngblood I that I will yield, and I shall. 
uonatuccl 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Cohen, M. Pemca 
Bebko-Jones Dally Phillips 
Butkovih ltkin 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

The majority having voted in the affmative, the question was 
determined in the affmative and the ruling of the Chair was 
sustained. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, rise? 

Mr. LLOYD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I announced yesterday my desire to 

call up this resolution. Does that mean, Mr. Speaker, that this 
resolution would be in order to be called up, under the ruling 
which was just sustained, on Monday? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The answer is yes. 
Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
An4 Mr. Speaker, is that the case whether I do or do not at this 

point move to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ~t appears that way. The 
gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, is recognized. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the majority leader has opened the 
door. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution has everythiing to do with 
tax reform, because if we are successful in discharging the 
Rules Committee, we will have before us a change in the House 
rules which will allow us to, by a vote of 102 rather than by a vote 
of 112 tonight, offer amendments to the tax reform bill. That is 
why I am calling it up; that is why it is important. It bas everything 
to do with tax reform. 

I urge members to vote to suspend the rules to allow the 
immediate consideration of Discharge Resolution 1. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 

Dermody 
DeWeese 
Eachu 
Evans 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
Gruiha 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 

Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
olasz 
Pesci 

Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Txllo 
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Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
h c e  

Casorio James Petrone Trich 
Cawley Jarolin Pistella Van Home 
Colafella losephs Preston Veon 
Colaizzo Kaiser Readshaw Vitali 
Corpora Kirkland Roberts Walko 
Conigan LaGmtta Robinson Washington 
Cowell Lauzhlin Roebuck William, A. H. 
COY Lawless Rooney Williams, C. 
Curry Lescovitz Sainato Wojnaroski 
Daley Levdansky Santoni Yewcic 
DeLuca Lloyd Scrimenti 

Fleagle Major 
Flick Manico 
Forcier Masland 
Gannon McGeehan 
Geist McGill 
Gladeck Mcllhattan 
Godshall Mcllhinney 
~ P P O  McNaughton 
Habay Miwuie 
Harha~t Miller 
Hasay Nailor 
Hennessey Nickol 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey Oliver 
Hess Orie 
Horsey Peml 
Hutchinson Pippy 
Jadlowiec Plam 
Keller Ramos 
Kenney Raymond 
Krebs Reber 
Lederer Reinard 

Mr. COY. May we return to the order of business of leaves of 
absence ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may. 
Mr. COY. We request a leave of absence for the balance of 

today's session for the gentleman, Mr. COLAIZZO. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the leave for 

the gentleman will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the leave is granted. 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stain 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Sfriffmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wilt 
Woean 

Egolf Leh Rohnr ~ r & h t ,  M. N. 
Fairchild Lynch Ross Youngblood 
Fargo Maher Rubley Zimmerman 
Feese Maitland Sather Zug 
Fichter 

NOT VOTING-:! 

Allen Cohen, M. Petra~ca 
Bebko-Jones Dally Phillips 
Butkovitz ltkin 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affumative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 

gentleman, Mr. Coy, rise? 

I BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE I SB 669, PN 1970 By Rep. PERZEL 

I An Act amendine Title 53 (Municinalities Generallv) of the 
~onsoli&ted statutes, further providing for '&tomatic 

for detinitions, for applicability, for ordinances on lease 
' rend debt for mall borrowing for Eiplral pu&obes and for managemcnr 

of funds: aurhonring achool d ~ m m  10 imposc an earned Income and ner 
profits tax; providing for the levying. assessment and collection of an 
amusement "r admisGons lax, a sign ra\, a moror vehicle transfer wv and 
a mercantile tax; providing for thc ur~lizarion of earned income and ncr 
profits tax revenues: authorizing oolitical subdivisions to exclude from 

a portion of the assecskd value of homestead property and 
property; providing limitations on exclusions for homestead 

1 and farmstead prooertv: establishine a nrocess for administerine 
providine for !he righG 
wves levled b) polltical 

subdivisions; making an appropriation; making a repeal; and-making 
editorial changes. 

RULES. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 669, PN 1970, 
entitled: 

An Act amendine Title 53 (Munici~alities Generallv) of the 
Pennsylvania  ons so ligated statutes, furthdr providing for 'ahtomatic 
certification, for definitions, for applicability, for ordinances on lease 
rental debt for small borrowine for canital nuioses and for manaeement . . .  
of funds; authorizing school drhcts  to impose an earned income k d  net 
profits tax; providing for the levying. assessment and collection of an 

I amusement or admiscons tax. a s i h  &. a motor vehicle transfer tax and 

I 
- 

a mercantile tax; providing for the utilization of earned income and net 
profits tax revenues: authorizing political subdivisions to exclude from 

I taxation a oortion of the assessed value of homestead nronemi and . . ,  
farmstead property; providing limitations on exclusions for homestead 
and farmstead property; establishing a process for administering 
exclusions for homestead and fansteadbroodmi: orovidine for the rights . . , .  .. 
md pniilcgei oiwxpa)cr, sr ith respecr to Lcnaln raws lcv1e3 b> polltii31 
s~bdi\~sions; makln. an appropri?r~on: m&ine a rcpr'nl: min3 mi.irlo - . 
editorial changes. 

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

amendments ? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Moved by the gentleman, 

Mr. Perzel, that the House concur in the amendments. 
The question recurs, will the House concur in the amendments 

inserted by the Senate to House amendments? On concurrence, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Somerset, Mr. Lloyd. 

Mr. LLOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am both sad and frustrated tonight with this 

legislation. When I ran for the House in 1978, I proposed the 
abolition of school property taxes, and what we are about to vote 
on tonight is something which I think conceptually is a good idea. 

Last year I participated in a series of meetings - bipartisan 
meetings, House and Senate - to advocate for the homestead 
exemption, and I had some people who are friends of mine who 
said, you know, that is the wrong position, because you are not 
going to be able to stop the metroliner once this bill hits the floor. 
And I said, oh, no, I do not think that is true; I think we are going 
to be able to sit down; we are going to have an opportunity to 
debate; we are going to have an opportunity to amend, and we will 
be able to arrive at a consensus, because if anybody learned 
anythiing from 1989, it was that the surest way to sink tax reform 
in the public's mind is to make it a partisan issue. Well, they were 
right and I was wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill tonight that we are not going to be 
allowed to amend does, in my opinion, a lot of things which are 
going to do significant damage. Now, I know we are going to hear 
the argument tonight that, oh, gee, just vote for this, because we 
will come back and fix it, and I would just like to point out that the 
basic law which we are changing tonight is Act 51 1, and Act 51 1 
was enacted in 1965. This tax system that we are going to change 
tonight has been in effect with not a whole lot of changes for over 
30 years. If you are not on the train tonight, you are not going to 
be on the train for probably another 20 or 30 years. So it is 
important that we have an opportunity to have everything 
considered. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know who decided that the first priority 
when there is an increase in the earned income tax has to be to 
abolish all of the nuisance taxes. Those of us in here did not get a 
chance to vote on that, and I daresay that most of the people I have 
talked to agree with me that that decision should not be made in 
Harrisburg; that decision should be made by our local school 
directors. In some parts of this State, that requirement is going to 
mean no property tax relief at all, and maybe that is good for those 
areas and maybe that is what their local elected officials would 
decide, but they ought to have the right to make that decision, and 
this bill takes that right away from them. So as a result, what we 
have done in terms of property tax reform is we have shortchanged 
a lot of people in this State, because they are not going to get very 
much of a property tax cut. We have labored long and brought 
forth a mouse. 

Mr. Speaker, the second thing in this legislation which 1 do not 
like is the back-end referendum, and there were a lot of questions 
in our caucus about what the language actually accomplishes, and 
that is precisely why we ought not be ramming this bill through the 
General Assembly in 1 day. There is no reason to do that except 
people who do not want to take a stand on something which is 
controversial. 

I do not know why we did not have an opportunity in the House 
to at least express our will on these various issues, because once 
again, I know that there is bipartisan opposition to that part of this 
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legislation, and I have some alternatives. In my area, what drives 
up school property taxes is conStruction projects, and I think what 
we ought to do is to let people vote on construction projects even 
if they are below the Taj Mahal limits, and I think that is a far 
preferable approach. 

Some people are going to vote for this tonight and they are 
going to say, well, I have to; it is good politics, and we know the 
voters want to vote on future budgets. Well, I will tell you, when 
that gets into the law of this State, that is going to be the law of this 
State for the next 30,40,50 years, and I just hope that we do not 
have the problems with it in this State that have existed in some 
other States. 

I remember growing up watchimg television, when we first had 
television, watching the schools in Ohio shut down because they 
could not get the people to vote for a school budget, and I do not 
think that is a step in the right direction. I think that is going to 
hurt the children in this State, and I think it is going to pit 
generation against generation. I thimk that is wrong, and I think 
that could have been avoided. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill also has an inequity with regard to 
renters, and I know that it is very, very, very popular to say, ah, 
those renters do not pay any properly tax, and of course that is not 
entirely correct, and I will concede that somebody who rents an 
apartment probably pays less in property tax for the space which 
he consumes than someone who has a house. But then explain to 
me why two apartment buildings - side by side, same building, 
same size apartment - building A is still an apartment house; 
building B has been convertedto condos. The person who lives in 
building A, his landlord gets no property tax break, he gets to pay 
a higher earned income tax; he gets no reduction in his rent. The 
person who owns the condo in apartment house number B gets to 
pay the higher earned income tax, but he also gets a reduction in 
his property tax. He is paying tax on exactly - exactly -the same 
size space as the person in the h t  apartment house. Explain to me 
why that is fair. 

But let us forget that. Let us not even argue about apartments. 
Let us argue about houses. Four hundred thousand people in this 
State rent houses. A lot of them, I daresay, pay the property tax. 
They do not pay it as part of their rent; they pay the property tax 
directly. When this bill passes, their earned income tax is going to 
go up, they are going to continue to owe property tax, and they are 
not going to get the homestead exemption, and somebody I would 
like to hear explain why that is fair, Mr. Speaker. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that what is going to happen under 
this legislation is that a lot of school districts are going to throw up 
their hands and they are going to say, we just are not going to 
implement it because we see all these problems, and if that is the 
case, what have we really accomplished here tonight? I do not 
think we will have accomplished what we said we were going to 
do when we asked them to vote for the homestead exemption, and 
I think a smart school board, unless the revenue gross is healthy in 
the district, is going to raise taxes every year right up to the trigger, 
right up to the amount that would require a referendum. Now, in 
some places in the State that happens all the time anyway. In my 
county it does not, but I predict it will, and I do not see how that 
is in the taxpayers' interests. 

Now, people have tended to look at these various printouts, and 
they look at the cut in property taxes and say, by golly, I have got 
to be for that, but you have got to understand that we are going to 
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have the same amount of revenue raised in taxes afterwards as we 
did before. So there is an increase in taxes that goes alongside that 
reduction, and some people are going to gam and some people are 
going to lose. Now, I think that is proper. I mean, I think that 
moving to income tax is a fairer system, and I Wink that is what we 
ought to do conceptually. I just do not think this bill does it. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the issue of takimg care of counties and 
municipalities. You know, I stood on this floor and offered a 
couple times a county sales tax, because my county commissioners 
want a county sales tax, my constituents want a county sales tax, 
because we have the potential to get a lot of tax revenue from 
people who visit, tourists who come to our county who patronize 
the hepike, the tunpike restaurants, who patronize our hotels and 
motels, who patronize our restaurants, who go to our ski resorts, 
who go to our shopping malls, and to help lower taxes for 
Pennsylvania residents. And every time I have tried to do that, the 
answer has been, oh, now is not the right time; you cannot do it 
right now, and I daresay that if we do not do it tonight, we are not 
ever going to do it. 

And what aggravates me, I do not be-pdge anybody the 
provision in this bill which attempts to provide some relief for 
people who live in the Philadelphia suburbs who work in 
Philadelphia. I am fortunate; I do not have that problem as far as 
paying an extra tax, and I understand their point of view and I 
would suppo~t that. But if we are going to take care of one area of 
the State, then why can we not take care of everybody? Who is 
going to be left, who is going to be left to take care of those of us 
&om the rural areas? Once again we can spend lots of time taking 
care of problems fiom the heavily populated parts of this State, but 
when it comes time to do somethimg for the rural areas of this 
State, we just do not seem to have the interest, because we do not 
have the numbers. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, that is a problem I think we should 
correct tonight. I have an amendment to do that. I move to suspend 
the rules for the consideration of amendment A2440. 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, moves 
that the rules of the House be suspended so that be may offer 
amendment ,42440. Did I get the number correct, Mr. Lloyd? 
2440 ? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is debatable by the 
leaders. 

Mr. Lloyd, the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, has deferred to you. 
Mr. LLOYD. I will defer to Mr. Perzel, because maybe he is 

going to support the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. I seem to doubt that. 
The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, is recognized on his motion. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, as I indicated, this is a local-option 

sales tax. It will be a I-percent sales tax. It would fall on only 
the things which are taxed by the State. The rules would be 

similar to the PICA (Pennsylvania Intergovernmental 
Cooperation Authority) tax, similar to the rules for the RAD 
(regional asset district) tax. The money would be shared between 
the counties and the municipalities. I do not care if nobody else's 
county wants to implement this. It requires a local referendum. Just 

I let my county do it. 
I Vote to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman, 
in particular for following the rules of the House which require, on 
these motions, a brief description of what is in the amendment and 
a brief discussion of why it should be supported. The Chair thanks 
the gentleman. 

The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, is recognized. 
I Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman referenced, who is left? 
Mr. Speaker, the taxpayers are left in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. They told us that they wanted to go from a reliance 
on real estate taxes to another form of taxation so that they could 

1 have that burden removed from them, Mr. Speaker, and that is 
what we are attempting to do. 

And I would just like to very quickly read somethimg, 
Mr. Speaker: "In my county, I do not get complaints about the 
county commissioners' tax, and I do not get complaints about the 
borough tax, and I do not get complaints about the township tax, 
but I get lots of complaints about the school district tax." Now, that 
was the gentleman who spoke just previously 10 years ago when 
we did the last property tax reduction act, and, Mr. Speaker, we are 
now addressing that. The public will have a chance to move from 
a reliance on the property tax and allow for a homestead 
exemption and move it to an earned income tax. That is what 
62 percent of the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
said they wanted, that is what we have before us here this evening, 
and I would urge the members to vote "no" on the suspension of 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to suspend- 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Lloyd, for the second time. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, once again the gentleman has 

opened the door. My constituents in the last few years have told 
me very loudly and very clearly that they want a local sales tax. I 
do not care whether they want it in your district or whether they do 
not. Why should we not have it in my district? In my district, that 
is what the taxpayers want, because we have an opportunity to 
shift some of our tax burden to people who do not even live in 
Pennsylvania. That is in the interests of my constituents, that is 
why I am offering this motion tonight, and I would ask for an 
affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For the fust time, Mr. Speaker, in the history of the 

Commonwealth, Pennsylvan~a taxpayers will have the opportunity 
to directly control their school districts' tax system and reject 
unjustified taxes, Mr. Speaker. We have shifted the focus to 
taxpayers and direct voter control of tax increases in the~r school 
districts. That is why this plan will succeed while all the others 
before us over the last 33 years have failed. This is a historic 
moment, Mr. Speaker. We have the opportunity of giving people 
what they told us they wanted last November, and that is a shift 
away from the reliance on property taxes onto an earned Income 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

tax, which is a fairer system in the Commonwealth of 
Pemsylvania. 

I would still urge a "no" vote on the suspension of the rules. 

Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the afknative;the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
DmCe 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 

Eachus 
Evans 
George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitm 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
James 
Jarolin 
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescoviu 
LevdansQ 
Lloyd 

Fichter 
Fleqle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lynch 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 

Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Olasz 
Pesci 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 

Marsico 
Masland 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
One 
Penel 
P~PPY 
Plans 
RamOS 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING-2 

Daley Dermody 

EXCUSED-] 0 

Allen Cohen. M. ltkin 
Bebko-Jones Colaiuo Petrarca 
Butkoviu Dally Phillips 

Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
SNrla 
s u m  
Tangretti 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

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

amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Montgomery County, Mr. Cuny. 

Mr. CURRY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, tax reform and specifically reducing the property 

tax for people on fixed income is one of the most important and 
pressing issues of our time. We should act to bring relief to people 
on fixed incomes, but many of the school districts in my county 
and in Bucks and in Delaware Counties are hampered and will be 
discouraged from adopting the income tax alternative offered in 
this bill because of the Sterling Act. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. CURRY. Because tax reform is so important, and because 
we talked to the people of Pennsylvania a year ago about that tax 
reform and the Sterling Act renders reform impossible in my 
district, in Bucks County, in Montgomery and Delaware Counties, 
I move to suspend the rules to introduce an amendment that would 
make it possible to levy that income tax in a fair way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman state the 
amendment number? 

Mr. CURRY. The amendment number is 2422. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Curry, moves 

that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 
immediately offer amendment ,42422. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, yield? 

Mr. CURRY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 

yields. The gentleman, Mr. Curry, may proceed. 
Mr. CURRY. What this amendment does, it allows the 

taxpayers who work in Philadelphia and who are protected by the 
Sterling Act, it gives the school districts where they reside a full 
credit rather than the .27 credit that is in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, 
seek recognition ? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I would oppose the suspension of 
the rules. The objective we have here this evening, this bill is only 
one step away from going to the Governor and being signed into 
law. It is the first time in 33 years we have had an oppomnity to 
do this, and I would respectfully ask the members to vote "no" on 
the suspension of the rules, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Curry, is 
recognized. 

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Speaker, I want this bill to pass. I want tax 
reform, too, but I cannot stand by and watch school districts be 
denied the option of having tax refom, and that is what this bill 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

does. It denies it to school districts in Delaware and Bucks and 
Montgomery Counties, and that is just wrong. That does not make 
this a tax reform bill. 

Banisto 
Belardi 
Caltagimne 
Cam 
Camne 
casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans 

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

Adolph 
&all 
Amstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B r n  
Benhinghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Cappabianca 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGimlamo 
Druce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Geoee 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
GruiQa 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
James 
lamlin 
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdanshy 
Lloyd 

Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
~ P P O  
Habay 
HarhaR 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Leh 
Lynch 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 

Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Olasz 
Pesci 
Pettone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Manic0 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
P~PPY 
Plans 
Ram05 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 

NOT VOTING-I 

Belfanti 

EXCUSED-I 0 

Allen Cohen, M. ltkin 
Bebko-Jones Colaiao Petrarca 
ButkoviQ Dally Phillips 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Shlrla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washington 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Shinmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
wogan 
WIight, M. N. 
Youngblood 

zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

amendments ? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
Democratic leader, Mr. DeWeese, on concurrence. The gentleman 
may proceed. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have an amendment tonight, and I am obviously in need of 

some votes from my colleagues, especially my colleagues from 
Philadelphia on my side of the aisle as well as all of you tonight. 
I want to do what the majority leader wants to do: I want to give 
money back to our taxpayers. So with the help of our 
Appropriations staff and others, we have crafted an amendment 
which would at least launch us on the way to giving back 
10 percent of our local school districts' property tax this year and 
10 percent subsequently each of the next 5 years, for a 50-percent 
reduction in property taxes back home. 

We do not want to do what you want to do tonight. You want 
to shift taxes; we want to drop taxes. You folks have given 
$3 billion to Pennsylvania's corporate community, and you have 
saddled $1 billion on your school property tax payers. But we, we 
have a very magnanimous gesture to proffer to you tonight. We are 
going to absolve you of that stupendous sense of guilt you must 
have for taking your property taxes through the roof and lowering 
Pennsylvania's corporate structures at a terribly rapid pace. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would l i e  to suspend the rules to offer an 
amendment which would do something tonight with our surplus, 
with hundreds and hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of 
millions of dollars that we have generated over the past 4 years and 
with the money, Mr. Speaker, that we are generating each year, 
according to Mr. Bittenbender in the Budget Office, hundreds of 
millions of dollars each year at 4 or 5 percent per year in growth 
of our budget. 

We have the revenue to do this. We can reduce property taxes 
in Pennsylvania tonight with one fell swoop. We do not have to 
put it onto a lineman for the power company and his wife who is 
an emergency room nurse. We do not have to put it on our wage 
earners. We do not have to shift it from one place to another. We 
have enough cash, and so do many other States of the 50 because 
of this wonderful economy, to not shift taxes from one thing to 
another but to lower taxes. We can do it tonight. 

Two hundred million dollars is gathering dust in the 
Depamnent of Revenue. The Rainy Day Fund is up around 
$650 million. Well, let me tell you something, folks. It is a rainy 
day right now for a lot of property tax payers in Pennsylvania 
tonight. You have taxed, you have taxed your school property 
owners under the Ridge administration $1 billion, you have 
lowered corporate taxes by $3 b~llion, and we - the magnanimity 
of our side is unparalleled - we are going to offer an amendment 
tonight to allow you a 10-percent property tax reduction back 
home - back home in those rural school districts, hack home in 
those suburban school districts, back home in the big-city school 
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districts. We are going to offer you a chance to do this tonight, 
and, Mr. Speaker, thank you for your latitude and flexibility. I 
move for a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. One more item of business: Could 
the gentleman give me the number of the amendment? 

Mr. DeWEESE. My pleasure, sir - 2423. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, moves that the rules of the 

House be suspended so that he may offer amendment A2423. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader, Mr. Perzel, 
is recognized. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, this legislation would allow 
communities to reduce property taxes for homeowners. It would 
allow them to eliminate nuisance taxes l i e  the occupational tax 
and the occupational privilege tax and give voters a direct role in 
school district tax decisions. That is what we are attempting to do 
here, Mr. Speaker. 

And I would like the members to remember the old adage, if it 
sounds too good to be true, it is. Our surplus for the next 5 years, 
how do we know in this chamber we are going to have a surplus 
for the next 5 years? You all sat here in 1991, and it was not a 
very pretty sight, and we went through machinations none of us 
wanted to see. That is why we put away a surplus of about 
three-quarters of a billion dollars in the Rainy Day Fund. 

Schools under this proposal would not get increases in State aid. 
That is what you are saying with this piece of legislation. I cannot 
imagine you all next year voting for a freeze in State aid if this 
were to pass here tonight. You would be hurting many districts in 
the long run who do not rely as heavily or depend heavily on the 
property tax for a large portion of their funding. They would not 
get any increase in funding, Mr. Speaker, if they were relying on 
an income tax already or a personal privilege tax. 

We would have to freeze aid to higher education; we would 
have to freeze environmental control and health care for our 
children, and many, many other programs valuable to the public, 
members of this General Assembly. We are trying to give 
taxpayers at the local level, at the school district level, more 
freedom and a real voice in the decisions that are made. This 
proposal makes schools even more dependent upon Hamsburg, 
and the money always comes with additional strings. 

I would ask the members to vote "no" on the motion to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. DeWeese, would you like 
another opportunity? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. DeWEESE. The gentleman laments that we did not or that 
we may not have the revenue streams in subsequent budget years 
that we do now, and he argues, and I understand the argument, that 
if we promise to reduce property taxes back in our school districts 
by 10 percent tonight, that in a year or 2 or 3 out, we may not have 
that money. We may have to make alterations. But 1 did not hear 
him make that argument when we reduced Pennsylvania's 
corporate taxes by $3 billion. Three billion dollars for the 
corporations and nothing for the school property tax payers? If the 
lamentation, the lamen- Remember Rachel's lamentation in the 
wilderness? Well, I will not burden you with that right now. 
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But I would love to have heard the majority leader's lamentations 
about, where are we going <o. get this money, if we reduce 
corporate taxes by $3 billion, where are we going to get the money 
if the economy goes bad? He did not ask that question then, so 
why is he asking it tonight? Do you know? I do not know why he 
is asking the question tonight. It seems somewhat disingenuous to 
ask it tonight when we are trying to help school property tax 
payers but to not ask it when we are helping corporations. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons I am enthusiastic tonight, 
among others, is that I am embracing the politics of 
George Bush, Jr., down in Texas. Tonight, tonight, I want to give 
accolades, encomiums, and elegiac references to the Lone Star 
State, and I do not mean anything about 01' Tex back there near 
the back of the hall of the House. I am not talking about- Come 
on, smile back there. I am talking about George Bush; 
George Bush, Jr. 

Last year, George Bush, Jr., last year did what we are trying 
to do tonight. He had a big surplus down in Austin, Texas. The 
Bill Clinton economy was rollin' on. No suburbs in Houston and 
Dallas and Fort Worth; all this money was coming into the State 
treasury down at Austin. So what did he do?  He talked to his 
legislative partisan leaders, and they implemented the same k i d  
of legislation we are asking our Republican brothers and sisters to 
do tonight. In fact, wherever Ridge is tonight, I am sure he is in a 
quandary, because he wants to cozy up to George Bush, Jr. Well, 
so do I. I want to reduce property taxes for my school property tax 
payers back in Greene County and Fayette County and 
Washington County just l i e  they did down in Texas. So if it was 
good enough for George Bush, Jr., down in Texas, I think it is 
good enough for us. 

The honorable gentleman from Philadelphia, the 
majority leader, also lamented something about a freeze for higher 
education. We already have the second highest college tuition of 
publicly owned colleges among the 50 States. We are shifting, 
Mr. Speaker, we are shifting the resources of this Commonwealth 
away from working people, workiig families, school property @x 
paying families. They are getting the sh- stuff kicked out of 
them back home when they are paying their property tax bill, and 
then the boy or girl goes off to college and they are getting hit 
again with the second highest tuition in the United States. 

All we are saying tonight when we ask you to suspend the rules, 
l i e  old George Bush, Jr., down in Texas would want you to do, all 
we are asking you to do is reduce the property taxes back home. 
We have the money. It is in the revenue stream for the 
Commonwealth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend for 
one moment. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair does wish to grant both 

leaders considerable latitude this evening, but on motions to 
suspend we are somewhat limited, so if the gentleman would try 
to bring it back a little bit toward the motion that is on the floor, 
the Chair would appreciate it. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I understand the gentleman's admonition; I 
accept it. Unfortunately for my rhetoric this evening, I reached the 
apotheosisprematurely. 

I do want to say in closing, I hope that we can suspend the 
rules. Many of us on our side are tired of getting shifted on. 
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majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Well, Mr. Speaker, 1 do not want to bring up 

what was done in 1988, because we were shifted on back in 1988. 
But I did want to thank the minority leader, because you are going 
to have an opportunity to help us with the educational agenda that 
they have passed forward in Texas under George Bush, Jr., where 
they have taken their State from 47th in the nation to 4th, and that 
is not tonight; that will be another night in the future. You have all 
been sent a copy of what happened in Texas. 

But I did want to mention this, because it is important. In 1970, 
1980, and 1990, our population has been stagnant here in 
Pennsylvania. Our kids have been leaving, and they have not been 
staying. You all know that. Look around your neighborhoods, and 
look at the population losses all over the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. We changed the way we do business in 
Pennsylvania so there would be more jobs, so that the young 
people would stay in Pennsylvania for the rest of their lives and be 
here and love this State like we did, Mr. Speaker. We did that, and 
we have taken ourselves from 48th in the nation to 10th in new 
jobs and new manufacturing jobs in Pennsylvania, fiom almost 
dead last at 48th to number 10, and I am proud of that, and I am 
sure the members on my side of the aisle, and to be honest with 
you, Mr. Speaker, a lot of members on your side of the aisle, who 
did this. It was all of our collective doing that we have made 
Pennsylvania a better place to live. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to vote "no" on the 
motion to suspend the rules. This is about giving local 
communities the opportunity of voting whether or not they want 
the earned income, and then there is a back-end referendum if the 
school districts come back and want additional money. That is 
what this is about. I would urge a "no" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
 dale^ 
DeLuca 
Dermody 

DeWeese 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans 
George 
Giglionl 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
lames 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lescovie 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 

Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Olasz 
Pesci 
Pewone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Robe- 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Tnch 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washington 
Williams, C 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armswong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
DNCe 
Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 

Fleagle Major 
Flick Marsico 
Forcier Masland 
Gannon McGeehan 
Geist McGill 
Gladeck Mcllhanan 
Godshall Mcllhinney 
~ P P O  McNaughton 
Habay Micouie 
Harhm Miller 
Hasay Myers 
Hennessey Nailor 
Herman Nickol 
Hershey O'Brien 
Hess Oliver 
Honey Orie 
Hutchinson Peael 
Jadlowiec P~PPY 
Kenney Plans 
Krebs Raymond 
Lawless Reber 
Lederer Reinard 
Leh Rohrer 
Lynch Ross 
Maher Rubley 
Maitland Sather 

NOT VOTING-1 

Saylor 
Schmder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stain 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Sbimnaner 
Tavtor. E. 2. . . 
Taylor, J. 
T N ~  
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
Wright, M. N. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

I Thomas 

EXCUSED-I 0 

Allen Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaiuo Pewarca Speaker 
Butkovitz Dally Phillips 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the a fha t ive ,  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 to House 

amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 
members, I am going to read the list so that the members who have 
some time to go before they speak can take their seats for a while. 
I cannot promise you we are going to call the members up in 
exactly this order, because we have been accommodating the 
Democratic leader to some extent in the order in which we call up 
his members, but we are going to start with Representative Tigue, 
and then after thaf I have the following members: Gordner, Vitali, 
Surra, Preston, George, Belfanti, Rooney, DeLuca, Dennody, 
Stetler, and Williams. It will be roughly in that order. 

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

amendments ? 



majority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I do not want the members to fall into the trap of taxing 

Pennsylvania's senior citizens. This is one majority leader who is 
not going to make the mistake that the predecessors have made. 
When we passed that in tax reform in 1988, which was put on the 
ballot in 1989, it was defeated by 1 million votes, Mr. Speaker. 

I would l i e  to urge the members, my friends on both sides of 
the aisle, Republicans and Democrats, not to make that mistake 
again. They retired not having to wony about taxes eating away at 
their hard-earned savings accounts, Mr. Speaker, and that is what 
we are about to do if we suspend the rules here -go after savings 
accounts for senior citizens in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 

I would hope that the members have learned from history and 
do not repeat that mistake that was made by my predecessor and 
do not tax Pennsylvania's senior citizens. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Tigue. 
Mr. TIGUE. Mr. Speaker, the senior cltizens know they made 

a mistake in 1989. That is why AARP (American Association of 
Retired Persons), who was opposed to it in 1989, is for tax reform 
in 1998. 

We just passed a Tax Code bill or change, I should say, with the 
budget 2 weeks ago where people who make $25,000 in taxable 
income would not pay any income tax for a family of four. Senior 
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MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am trying to amend the current bill to give more 

options to local taxing authorities - in this case, the school districts 
-where in addition to an earned income tax, they would have the 
choice of having a personal income tax. I believe in simplicity, and 
I would l i e  to see us adopt a personal income tax the same as we 
have in the State, have the State collect it as a piggyback and 
return it. People understand what is taxed, how to file the taxes, 
and I t h i i  with simplicity, it is a better system that is in there. 

So I would ask for a suspension of the rules to offer amendment 
A2418. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Tigue, moves 
that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 
immediately offer amendment A2418. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 
defers to the gentleman, Mr. Tigue? The gentleman does. The 
gentleman, Mr. Tigue, is in order on h ~ s  motion. 

Mr. TIGUE. Mr. Speaker, I make a motion to suspend the rules 
to offer amendment 2418, which would give school districts the 
option of having an earned income tax or a personal income tax, 
and in this case, the personal income tax would be the same basis 
as the State income tax. Therefore, we would not have to worry 
about new rules and regulations. If you pay the State 2.8 and your 
school district adopted this, you would file it with your State 
income tax, in the same fashion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Buxton 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Colafella 
Corpora 
carrigan 
Cowell 
curry 
Daley 
Dernpsey 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B m  
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
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citizens, no matter how much money they make in pensions, no 
matter how much they receive m Social Security, do not pay 1 red 
cent in taxes on those things to this State, and that is why this 
amendment is drafted to do what the State does. 

Senior citizens- Let me give you an example. Husband and 
wife senior citizens, ifthey have $100,000 in the bank and they are 
fortunate enough to make 10 percent, which is $10,000, they do 
not pay a penny tax in the State of Pennsylvania, and that would 
retain this, because it is based on what we do in the 
Commonwealth, not what somebody locally would decide. This is 
a State income tax. 

The seniors in Pennsylvania do extremely well when it comes 
to taxation. This bill will help seniors lower property taxes, but this 
amendment will make sure that those who have substantial taxable 
income will pay their fair share so that low-income people will get 
a break on their property tax. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Perzel, for the second time. 

Mr. PERZEL. I will try to make this brief, Mr. Speaker. 
Pemsylvanla's senior citizens worked very hard for the right to 

secure their future. They worked hard for 30,40, and 50 years, and 
they sacrificed and they saved. 

We want to support our seniors and not tax their hard-earned 
pensions and their life savings. If you want to tax senior citizens, 
1 would urge you to vote for the motion to suspend the rules. If 
you are not for taxing senior citizens, join me and vote against the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS63 

Dermody 
DeWeese 
Evans 
Fairchild 
George 
Gordner 
GmiQa 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kirkland 
Laughlin 

Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Harhart 

Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Manderino 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Pesci 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 

Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 

Tangreni 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schrodei 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seraiini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Staback 
Stairs 
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Browne Hasay Nailor Steil 
Bunt Hennessey Nickol Stem 
Caltagimne Herman O'Brien Stevenson 
cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
COY 
DeLuca 
Dent 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
h u c e  
Eachus 
Egolf 
Fago 
Feese 

Henhey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 

Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzei 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
RobeN 
Robinson 
Rah~er  
Ross 
Sainato 

Swimnatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Trich 
T N ~  
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

NOT VOTING-:! 

Levdansky Myers 

Allen Cohen, M. ltkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaiao PeIrarca Speaker 
Butkovilz Dally Phillips 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, if I might just conclude. 
The rest of us are denied an-opportunity to debate the merits of 

these amendments when that kind of abuse occurs, and I hope you 
will caution both leaders or their designees then, because if we are 
going to debate the amendment, then we all ought to be allowed to 
debate the amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Cowell, the rule is that on a 
motion to suspend like this, the maker of the motion or the leader 
is entitled to a brief description of what is in the amendment and 
a brief discussion of why it should be supported. The leaders have 
been going a little farther than that. I would prefer that they not go 
farther, but we are going to give them a little bit of leeway tonight. 
It is an important issue. 

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

amendments ? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Dermody, is 
recognized. 

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will by to follow the rule, but I stand here 

tonight to try and give everybody here the opportunity to vote on 

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

an amendment that passed overwhelmingly last time concerning 
property tax reform. 

In the short time we have been allowed to review this bill, one 
thing becomes clear. and what becomes clearer and clearer each 

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

amendments ? 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 

gentleman, Mr. Cowell, rise? 
Mr. COWELL. A point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, we have just gone through two 

discussions limited to the leaders or their designees about motions 
to suspend the rules. In each case, however, we heard the 
majority leader give a lengthy speech about the content of the 
amendment rather than the issue of whether or not to suspend, and 
you have allowed that in each case, despite your comments 
following the f ~ s t  long speech. 

My parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker, is, ard you going to 
continue to allow that abuse of the courtesy that is given to the 
leaders or will you enforce the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. My response is that I intend to 

- 
moment is, we need to start over. We need to start over so that we 
can give the property tax payers the relief they deserve and they 
need, but it is also clear we need to start over to give our children 
the education that they desewe and that they are constitutionallv 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Dermody. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

give the same amount of courtesy to each of the two leaders. The 
Chair extended the same courtesy to the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 
for some time. I intend to do my best to apply that rule fairly and 
equally to both sides of the aisle. 

required to provide. 
So very simply, I want to suspend the rules to offer 

amendment 2421, which would prohibit school districts 
from imposing the property tax to pay for schools, effective 
June 30,2000. That way, there is no rush. We can come up with 
a plan that fairly answers the problems we have with property 
taxes in this Commonwealth, and it allows us to come up with a 
plan that allows every school district the opportunity to provide the 
education and the access to that education that our children 
deserve. It is not a sham like this bill. This is a real opportunity to 
provide adequate reform and a proper education to our kids. 

So I ask for support to suspend the rules to eliminate school 
property taxes in Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Dermody, 
moves that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 
offer amendment A2421. Is that correct, Mr. Dermody ? 

Mr. DERMODY. That is correct. 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, defer to the gentleman, Mr. Demody? The 
gentleman is in order and may proceed. 



homes, young people cannot purchase homes, and an education 
system that is not working. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman, Mr. Dermody, 
concluded his remarks? 

Mr. DERMODY. Excuse me, Mr. Speaker. There was some 
confusion with the amendment number. We will ny and make sure 
that is corrected before I fmish. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is 2421 ? 
Mr. DERMODY. It is amendment 2421, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is what we have. You may 
proceed. 

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you. 
So, Mr. Speaker, we did and we modeled after what happened 

in Michigan, and we have the same problems right here in 
Pennsylvania, and here we are tonight rushing to judgment on a 
bill that does not answer our problems. It does not answer our 
problems with regards to real estate taxes to pay for schools, and 
it certainly does not answer any of our problems with equity 
funding and the proper funding and fair funding for our school 
districts to make sure all our children have the access to the 
education that we are constitutionally required to provide. 

All I am saying is that we eliminate them. We have till 2000, till 
June 30 of 2000, to come up with a plan that makes sense, that is 
not shoved down our throats, that we all can discuss, and that we 
can do the right thing for the taxpayers and for the children. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as you will recall, we had a very extensive debate 

last time about this amendment that passed overwhelmingly, with 
over 170 votes, and it was modeled after what took place in 
Michigan, and they had faced the same problems we face with 
escalating property taxes, senior citizens being put out of their 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS92 

Cawley 
Colafella 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donahlcci 
Eachus 

Adolph 
h a l l  
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Brnar 

Evans 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
James 
Jarolin 
Joseohs 

Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrone 

~ a i s i r  Pistella 
Keller Preston 
Kirkland Ramos 
LaGrotta Readshaw 
Laughlin Rieger 
Lawless Roberts 
Lederer Robinson 
Leswvitz Roebuck 
Lloyd Rooney 
Lucyk Sainato 
Manderino Santoni 
Markosek Scrimenti 

Fargo Maher 
Feese Maitland 
Fichter Major 
Fleagle Marsico 
Flick Masland 
Forcier McGill 
Gannon Mcllhattan 

gentleman, Mr. PerZel. Benninghoff Geist McIlhinney 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, in order to stay closer to the ifm,"; Gladeck McNaughton 

Godshall Micoaie 
content, I am going to read the amendment, Mr. Speaker. It says, 
"Real property tax prohibition. School districts shall not levy real 
property tax for any purpose," Mr. Speaker. 

Last week I asked you to stop an irresponsible school 
superintendent from closing schools down, and the counter to that 
this week is to close them all down in September. 

I would respecfilly ask the members to please vote "no" on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Dermody for the second time. 
Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The effective date is June 30, 2000. We all know that is not 

going to happen. We all know what is going on here. The truth is, 
this plan is not going to work. This is a sham. It is not going to 
solve our problems. This gives us the opportunity and will require 
us to solve our problems. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Perzel for the second time. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this gives the voters a right to have a vote on the 

way in and a back-end referendum. It allows the voters to make the 
decisions about the taxes that they pay, not bureaucrats and not us. 
They will make that decision at the local level. That is not a sham, 
Mr. Speaker. For 33 years you have been trying to do that, and it 
is before you tonigh< and I would respectfully ask for a "no" vote 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 
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NOT VOTING-2 
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Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 

having voted in the aftiumative, 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 to House 

amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Rooney, on concurrence. 

Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am going to vote against SB 669, and 1 would 

encourage my colleagues to do likewise. 
We have heard a lot of talk so far this evening and in our 

respective caucuses about what the bill itself would do, but I think 
an issue that has not been talked about - it certainly has not been 
talked about sufficiently - is what potential this bill has to wreak 
havoc and literally decimate public education in this State. 

Now, if you were a conspiracy theorist, which none of us are, 
but if you looked at what we have done to public education over 
the course of the past 3% years, there is a pattern that has 
developed, and it is inescapable what we have done in this 
legislature or what we have attempted to do. 

First of all, over the course of 3 years, there has been a 
consistent pattern of underfunding basic education in this State, the 
result of which is higher property taxes - an issue that we are 
attempting to address with SB 669. 

There was also an attempt made to divert or shift $350 million 
away from public education and have that go elsewhere. Again, 
the inescapable fact is, in addition to underfundig our schools, we 
tried to shift an additional $350 million. 

Last week, last week, we took away local control from the 
Philadelphia School District. We had a long argument about 
whether or not that was a good thing. 

In cities ofthe third class, cities like Allentown and Bethlehem 
and Easton, our schools are old. Kids that attend schools in my 
dishict, in some cases, go to school in a trailer. Their classroom is 
atrailer. Ow kids, especially in cities like Allentown, Bethlehem, 
and Easton, learn in old buildings. 

Now, the fact of the matter is that there is a back-end 
referendum that is attached to SB 669, and we have heard 
arguments relative to the voter empowerment that such a back-end 
referendum may provide, and during the course of this evening, we 
will continue to debate the merits of such an attempt. But the thing 
that we cannot get away from is that my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle, Democrats and Republicans, care equally about 
quality schools; they care deeply about safe schools. Mr. Speaker, 
there are some provisions in SB 669 whereby there are exemptions 
imposed. There are six exemptions as the bill is written currently 
that would provide, again, exemptions to the referendum 
requirement. 1 t h i i  in the cases of those six that are laid out in the 
legislation, it makes very good sense. It talks about things - for 
example, natural disasters. It talks, again, about real things that 
may occur which would cause the Commonwealth and the local 
taxing authority, the school district, to have to go and become 
exempt from the referendum requirement, and I think that makes 
sense. The reality, the political reality tonight is that a back-end 
referendum will be part of whatever the fmal product of SB 669 is. 
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MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, along the lines of improving the 
legislation that we have before us, I think we need to do some 
thiigs to ensure that our schools remain safe; that if maintenance 
and improvements need to be done to schools, and especially in 
cities l i e  Allentown, Bethlehem, and Easton, or if a district, for 
example, is experiencing expenditures, having to expend money 
because of increased enrollment, that they should be allowed to do 
that and they should be exempt from the back-end referendum or 
should be added to the exemptions in the back-end-referendum 
requirement in SB 669. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in an effort to further that and to make the 
back-end referendum more compatible for this legislation and to 
allow our school districts to continue to provide safe learning 
environments for our children, 1 move to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of introducing and offering amendment A2417. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Rooney, 
moves that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 
immediately offer amendment A2417. 

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

The SPEAKER pro ternpore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, yield to the gentleman, Mr. Rooney? He does. 
You are in order, and you may proceed. 

Mr. ROONEY. Again, Mr. Speaker, you cannot escape the fact 
that Democrats and Republicans care about our kids. There is 
nobody on either side of the aisle that does not want a safe 
environment for our kids. They want safety in terms of security, 
things that some school districts have had to implement, and they 
also want to make sure that the structures themselves are sound 
and secure. 

I submit to you that my amendment, A2417, again, would add 
four very specific additions to the back-end referendum 
requirement, to, again, allow our kids to learn in safe 
environments. This amendment would allow for that, and I know, 
in that we all care about the safety and quality of our kids' schools, 
that this should be a vote that would not overburden anybody's 
conscience. I would respectfully ask for a "yes" vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, this weakens the back-end 
referendum, and we need it strong for the taxpayers of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and for the senior citizens of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania so that they can make the 
decisions at the local level. 

I would urge a "no" vote on the motion to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the second time, Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, there is a lot 

of back-ending going on here, and it has nothing to do with the 
issue of tax reform. 

Just as, just as the existing exemption requirements in SB 669 
are inserted for good,, fundamentally sound reasons, 1 would 
submit to you that it is not in any way, shape, or form an attempt 
to weaken any back-end referendum. 
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protect students and personnel; maintenance and improvements to 
existing facilities; expenditures caused by increased enrollment or 
maintenance of the existing per student expenditure level. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe anybody in good 
conscience could suggest to the members of this House that in any 
way, shape, or form these additional exemptions from the 
back-end-referendum requirement would weaken the process. The 
people of Pennsylvania want our kids to learn and be educated in 
safe environments and structurally sound buildings, and I believe 
so, too, do the members on both sides of this aisle. 

Let me just read, if you would, Mr. Speaker, what my 
amendment says; it is very simple, again, adding to the exemptions 
for the back-end-referendum requirement: Security measures to 

I would once again respectfully ask for a "yes" vote on 
amendment A2417. 

DemPseY Krebs ROSS ~oungblood 
Dent Lawless 3ub ley  Zimmetman 
DiGirolamo Leh Sather z u g  
D~~~ Lynch Say101 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Colafella 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
curry 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
Donahlcci 
Eachus 
Evans 
George 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 

Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Harhai 
Horsey 
lames 
Jarolin 
losephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

Egolf 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fiehter 

Barley Fleagle 
B m  Flick 
Benninghoff Forcier 
Birmelin Gannon 
Bishop Geist 
Blaum Gladeck 
Boscola Godshall 
Boyes ~ P P O  
Browne Habay 
Bunt Hanna 
Cawley Harhart 

YEA'S80 

McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 

NAYS-111 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manico 
Masland 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Shlrla 
s u m  
Tangreni 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, C 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sevfert 

Mayemik smith, B. 
McGill Smith, S. H. 
Mc l lham Snyder, D. W. 
Mcllhinney Steil 
McNaughton Stem 
Micoaie Stevenson 
Miller Shimatter  
Nailor Taylor, E. Z. 
Nickol Taylor, I. 
O'Brien Thomas 
Orie Tieue 

 hadw wick Hasay Penel ~ i e  
Civera Hennessey P~PPY Tulli 
Clark Herman Plam Vance 
Clymer Hershey Raymond Waugh 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Readshaw Williams, A. H. 
Camel1 Hutchinson Reber Wilt 
COY Jadlowiec Reinard Wrighc M. N. 
Daley Kenney Rohrer Yewcic 

NOT VOTING-2 

Buxton Levdansky 

Allen Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaizzo Petrarca Speaker 
Butkovitz Dally Phillips 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
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 to House 

amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Sturla, on concurrence. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it has been said several times here tonight that we 

are going to be doing more on tax reform; you know, just pass this 
tonight, and we will eventually get to the other parts that we need. 
I talked to my mayor in my city today, and he said, "You do this 
without including municipalities and it's worthless," and it is. 

This is not a step forward today; it is a step to the side. We have 
dangled the bill out there, tax reform, and asked people to come 
embrace it, and as soon as they get close, we have stood aside and 
pulled it away from them, because no one is going to go for some 
of these things that are in this bill in their right mind. 

School taxes have continued to rise over the years, and it has 
been basically because the State has failed to fund its portion of the 
taxes necessary to run schools in Pennsylvania. 

So what do we do now? We say, if the State continues to not 
fund its portion, we are not even going to let the local 
municipalities and local school districts pick up the slack, because 
we are going to put a cap on what they can do. So you want to see 
the double whammy? Watch when there are no school taxes 
coming from the State and no school taxes coming from the locals 
e i ther  

Mr. Speaker, could 1 ask for some order, please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. It has 

been very good up to now, but it is getting noisy. The House will 
come to order. 

We have a very long list of speakers. You are only makimg the 
night longer. Conversations will cease. 

Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it has been alluded to that maybe this is the best 

we can do, but I do not believe that it is. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Walko, rise? 

Mr. WALKO. Mr. Speaker, I have a point of parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. WALKO. Mr. Speaker, is a fiscal note required on SB 669 

in that $25 million per year is being spent to give a credit to 
suburban Philadelphians in the bedroom communities of 
Philadelphia every year by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? 
Is a fiscal note required for that $25-million tax credit to those 
people ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised by the 
majority leader's office that one exists, if the gentleman would l i e  
to see it. 

Mr. WALKO. I would, Mr. Speaker. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Sturla, you are recognized. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have heard proponents of this legislation, 

includmg the majority leader, say that this will allow voters to 
make the decision. The fact of the matter is, it does not allow the 
voters that choice at all. When we had held out the promise of 
tax reform, we told voters in our districts that they would have a 
menu to look at and that their local officials would have a menu to 
look a t  It might be earned income tax, it might be personal income 
tax, it might be sales tax it might be a combination of those, it 
might he a whole host of things, but that they would get to make 
that decision. Instead, what we see before us is not a choice but a 
take-it-or-leave-it ultimatum. It is, do it the Harrisburg way or do 
not do it at all. The only choice that the voters locally are going to 
have is an up or down on whether to take something that we 
crammed down their throats. I think it is incumbent upon us to 
offer them some other choices. 

We promised that school districts and municipalities and 
counties would all have a part of this, and now we have said, well, 
we did not really mean that; we have got something else for you. 
Here is the one-size-fits-all attempt to do tax reform, and if it does 
not fit, well, beck, that is your problem. 

We do not give municipalities and counties a chance to try the 
one-size-fits-all. We have just said, you do not even get to come. 

This proposal reminds me of the "Emperor's New Clothes." It 
is the "Emperor's New Clothes" of tax reform. You can call it tax 
reform all you want, but when you parade it down the street before 
the taxpayers in the towns and the cities around this State, they are 
going to look at it and say, that is not tax reform at all. The voters 
will see through this. Meanwhile, those who voted for it will be 
able to beat their chests and say they have done tax reform. 

With this bill, there is the potential to help a few people - 
homeowners who do not have eamed income - and some of those 
taxpayers, actually, rightfully deserve relief, but we have also 
granted it to some who do not have any earned income but who are 
making more than other people who do have earned income, and 
we have not given anybody the option to choose on how we do 
those taxes locally. 

What the craften of this bill have done is to get those few who 
will get relief and pit them against the many who will not get 
relief. I am talking about working families where there are two 

wage earners but they own a home, and yes, they will have a little 
of their property tax reduced, but they are going to have their 
wages taxed to the point where they lose money on this deal. I am 
talking about working families that are renters, whether there is 
one wage earner or two. They do not get any relief out of this; they 
just get higher taxes. I am talking about senior citizens who are 
renters. They do not get any relief out of this; they just get higher 
taxes. 

When the proponents of this bill stand up and talk about how 
good this bill is, they say, "There's the potential to reduce property 
taxes. Isn't that what we've all been about?" And I keep waiting 
for the other shoe to drop when they say, "and the way you do it 
is to raise the earned income tax by 300 percent." "You might be 
able to get a 10- or a 20- or a 30-percent property tax decrease for 
a few people in your district," and I keep waiting for that other 
comment where they say, "and the way we do it is by raising 
earned income tax in the school districts by 300 percent" -not 
10 percent, not 2 percent, not 5 percent - 300 percent. I have got 
to give it to you, when you raise taxes, you really do it the right 
way. A 300-percent tax increase is what you are looking for from 
the voters on this one. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. STURLA. We have the opportunity to rectify that situation 
tonight, and to do so, I would like to suspend the rules to offer 
amendment ,42420. 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, moves 
that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 
immediately offer amendment A2420. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 
yields to the gentleman, Mr. Sturla. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, 
may proceed. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a pretty simple amendment. It is not a 

50-page bill; it is about 5 Sines. It simply says that the fust $10,000 
of the exclusion that we grant under any homestead exemption in 
any school district that adopts this, that the State will reimburse 
that fust $10,000 in property tax relief. That way, we do not have 
to shift the burden to the renters in the district, to the seniors in the 
dishict that are renters, to the working families in the district that 
are renters, and we can pay for it with the surplus that we are 
sitting on here in Harrisburg. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have been calling this, in case anyone missed 

it, we have been calling this the School Property Tax Control Act, 
where it lets taxpayers decide tax increases. We are implementing 
the homestead exemption. 

Mr. Speaker, 62 percent of the people of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania said that they wanted property tax relief. They did 
not say they wanted more taxes and new taxes, that the gentleman 
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I would ask for an affmative vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

majority leader for the second time. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I will keep this simple: If you want 

new taxes, support the gentleman's plan; if you want to go for the 
homestead exemption and you want to allow the voters and the 

has said a little earlier, at the local level; that is not what they said. 
You would he taxing people more under his amendment. 

We are not mandating anything, Mr. Speaker; nothing at all. It 
takes a vote to opt in, if they have opted in, and it takes another 
vote in order to raise the taxes again. It is giving people at the local 
level the decision about what the taxes will be on themselves, 
Mr. Speaker, and I would urge a "no" vote on the motion to 
suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Sturla for the second time. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is simply erroneous 

in his comments. This would relieve some of the shifting that is 
going on in this bill. The shiftimg that is going on in this bill would 
be replaced by actual reductions in property taxes with my 
amendment - actual reductions in the local outlay; actual 
reductions instead of just the shiftimg that goes on in the bill 
currently, the way it is. 

The speaker talked about the fact that 62 percent of the voters 
said they wanted property tax relief, and I believe they do. I also 
did a survey in my district, and more than 62 percent of them said 
they would prefer the sales tax instead of the income tax. Now, we 
are not going to get that tonight, and I am not even lookimg for 
that, because I know that the Republicans are not going to allow 
that to happen. What I am lookimg for is a way to reduce some of 
the ~ropertv taxes that are eoine to he paid by the local citizens 

Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 

NAYS-105 

Adolph Feese Lynch 
Armall Fichter Maher 
Armstrong Fleagle Maitland 
Baker Flick Major 
Bard Forcier Marsico 
Barley Gannon Masland 
B- Geist Mayemik 
Benninghoff Gladeck McGill 
Birmelin Godshall Mcflha!tan 
Boscola ~ P P O  Mcllhinney 
Boyes Habay McNaughton 
Browne Hanna Micozzie 
Bunt Harhart Miller 
carone Hasay Nailor 
Chadwick Hennessey Nickol 
Given Herman O'Brien 
Clark Hershey Orie 
Clymer Hess Perzel 
Cohen, L. I. Hutchinson Pippy 
Cornell Jadlowiec Plans 

~ : ~ p s e y  
Kaiser Raymond 
Kenney Reber 

DiGirolamo Krebs Reinard 
Druce Lawless Rohrer 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Lederer Ross 
Leh Rubley 

F B I ~ O  

NOT VOTING-2 

s&~,B.  
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stain 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Stinmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wilt 
wogan 
W"& M. N. 
Zimmerman 
Z'Jg 

Allen Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaiuo Petrarca Speaker 
Butkovitz Dally Phillips 

taxpayers hack home to make the decision, vote "no" on the Less than a majority of the members required the rules 
motion to suspend the rules. having voted in the a m a t i v e ,  the question was determined in the 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Corpora 
corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Eachus 
Evms 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGroua 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

YEAS-86 

McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olssz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrane 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainaro 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 

Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Studa 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Trav%lio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, A. H 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yeweie 
Younzbload 

negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

On the auestion recwine. -. 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

amendments ? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Trello, on concurrence. 

Mr. TRELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to suspend the rules. This amendment that I have has 

nothing to do with taxes; it has nothing to do with money; it has 
nothing to do with shifting. I believe there is an inequity in the 
farmstead provision. The language in the hill mandates that the 
county assessor must devise an application for all the qualified 
residents, farmland or homestead provision, hut it does not tell 
them where they can pick it up. What my amendment does is it 
mandates that the county assessor will mail the application to each 
qualified resident in the county, and that is all it does. 

I would like to make a motion to suspend the rules to correct 
the inequity in this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman  lease read - - 
Donatucci McCall I the amendment number. - 
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immediately offer amendment A2447. 

Mr. TRELLO. It is 2447. 
The SPEAKERpm tempore. .The gentleman, Mr. Trello, moves 

that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 

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

Bishop Gigliotti McGeehan Steelman 
Blaum 
Boscola 

Gordner Melio Stetler 
Gruitza Michlovic Studa 

~~~t~~ Haluska Mundv suns 
Caltagirone Hanna ~ y e ;  Tangteui 
Cappabianca Harhai Olasz Thomas 

Honey Oliver Tigue 
James Pesci Travaglio 

Cawley Iarolin Petrone Trello 
l o se~hs  Pistella Trich 

corpora 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, I co r r i~an  

yields to the gentler&, Mr.~rello. ~he~ent leman,  Mr. Trello, is 
recognized on his motion. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, there are an awful lot of men and 
women throughout this State that probably work every day and do 
not have any idea what is going on here in Harrisburg, and they 
probably qualify for the homestead provision or the farmstead 
provision. What this amendment does is it makes sure that they are 
notified that they qualify for a reduction in their taxes by 
mandating that the county assessor mail the application to each 
qualified resident in the county so that they will know what is 
going on with thii tax reform package, and I believe that there are 
a number of people that- Just l i e  our tax and rent rebate, there 
were a number of senior citizens, when it first came out, that h e w  
nothing about the tax and rent rebate or the prescription program. 
We had to deliver the message to them. I am sure there are a 
number of people that qualify for this reduction in their taxes 
under the homestead and farmstead provision that do not have any 
idea where to get this application and what to do. This will 
mandate that the county assessor send them the application and 
indicate to them what they have to do to qualify for the homestead 
reduction in their assessment, and I ask for an aftinnative vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion, the Chair 
recognizes the majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, we do not have mandates in this 
bill, and I do not thii it would be fair, as someone who has been 
opposing mandates for quite some time, to now put a mandate in 
one of the first chances we have had to give people local property 
tax reductions in 33 years. So I would have to respectfully oppose 
the gentleman's motion and ask the members to vote "no." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Trello for the second time. 
Mr. TRELLO. Well, Mr. Speaker, I realize that the Governor is 

probably waiting to sign this bill, and I could appreciate the 
majority leader's remarks that this might just delay it, because it 
would have to go back to the Senate for concurrence, but I am 
going to tell you that each and every one of us in each of our 
districts is going to have a lot of property owners that are not going 
to get that application, do not even know how, will not even know 
where to go to get it, and they will be left out of the homestead in 
this tax reform package. 

I request an affirmative vote on this amendment. T h d  you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battisto Eachus Markosek Scrimenti 
Belardi Evans Mayemik Shaner 
Belfanti George McCall Staback 

~ a i i e r  
Keller 

C O W ~ ~ I  Kirkland 
COY LaGrolta 
CuW Laughlin 
Ddey Lederer 
DeLuca Lescovih 
Dermody Lloyd 
DeWeese Lucyk 
Donatucci Manderino 

Adolph 
Argall 
m t r o u g  
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Camne 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshdl 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Harhari 
Hasay 
Hemessey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lynch 

Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcilhinney 
McNaughton 
Micouie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
One 
Perzel 
P~PPY 
Plans 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 

Van Home 
Veon 
vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stain 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Strimnatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmerman 
2 %  

NOT VOTING-1 

Allen Cohen, M. Ilkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaizzo Penarca Speaker 
Butkovitz Dally Phillips 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affumative, 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 to House 

amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Stetler, on concurrence. 
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Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am curious as to if somebody would stand for a 

brief interrogation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whom does the gentleman wish 

to interrogate? 
Mr. STETLER. I do not know if it is the majority leader or- 

Whoever wants to, you know, answer questions. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader indicates that 

he is willing to stand. We will try that. The gentleman is in order 
and may proceed. 

Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I am reading through the legislation and I am 

trying to understand the tax credit for the surrounding suburban 
counties of Philadelphia, I understand that there is- Mr. Speaker, 
could I have order, please? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. 
The House will come to order. Members will please take their 

conversations outside the hall of the House. I would think you 
would all want to hear this. 

Sergeants at Arms will please break up conversations in the 
House. 

Go ahead, Mr. Stetler. 
Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, as I read through the portion of 

the bill that deals with the tax credits for the suburban counties of 
Philadelphia regarding the wage tax in Philadelphia, my question 
is, as I understand it, there is a possibility or an obligation on the 
part of the Commonwealth in the form of a credit, and I have heard 
different amounts of money involved with that, but my question to 
you is, will the taxpayers in York County be responsible to pay for 
that credit? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, the money comes out of the 
General Fund, and it does come from all the taxpayers of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and it is a provision only if that 
particular school district would opt into this program. 

Mr. STETLER So the answer is yes, Mr. Speaker? The answer 
is yes, Mr. Speaker? Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker, a second question: As I read through the 
legislation, I understand what is attempting to be done in terms of 
controlling- Mr. Speaker, could we have quiet, please? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. 
The House will come to order. Conversations along the back 

rail will break up. 
Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. STETLER. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, as I read through the bill, I appreciate the controls 

that are trying to be placed on school districts so that they cannot 
arbitrarily raise taxes to pay for increased spending, and I 
appreciate that. What my concern is, if we turn back the clock to 
1995, when the General Assembly and Governor Ridge signed a 
budget that offered no increases in terms of funding for school 
districts, I am concerned, what options will a school district have 
if we have a State budget similar to 1995-96? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, they can ask their taxpayers or give 
their taxpayers a choice of things that they would like to do. 

Mr. STETLER. So, Mr. Speaker, if we at the State level do not 
take the initiative to pay our fair share of school funding, then it 
will fall to a referendum at the local level? 
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Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, in answer to your question, in this 

year's budget we put $3 billion into education. There was an 
additional increase of $250 million in the budget that was passed 
1 week ago for basic education in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania 

Mr. STETLER. The question, Mr. Speaker, was 1995, not this 
current year. 

Mr. PERZEL. I cannot answer for 1995, Mr: Speaker. We put 
$250 million in this year's budget, and education is right now at 
$3 billion in the budget we voted on here last week, and that is 
what we gave to the school districts of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania for the children of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STETLER And I appreciate that, Mr. Speaker. As a matter 
of fact, I believe I voted for that budget. However, I did not vote 
in 1995 for that budget. 

Another question, Mr. Speaker: As I read through the bill, if 
this is enacted and a local school district votes to enact this 
legislation, it appears to me that even after the legislation is passed 
and enacted, that every year a school district could raise property 
taxes at the weekly wage rate increase, is that correct, without a 
referendum ? 

Mr. PERZEL. That is a local option, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. STETLER. So the answer is yes ? The answer is yes, 

Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, one last question: As I read through the 

legislation, I see nothing in the legislation that would protect 
renters. What it appears is that not only will renters pay the same 
rate of property taxes but they will also be faced then with wage 
taxes, an increase in wage taxes. Is that correct, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. PERZEL. In many of the areas, particularly around here, 
they have an occupational assessment tax, which can run between 
$600 and $800. That tax would be eliminated, and if you were 
someone making approximately $40,000, you would be paying 
$800. So it would be an offset. 

Mr. STETLER. So if I could just paraphrase you, what you are 
saying is that they would continue to pay the same rate of property 
tax and also face an increase in the wage tax. 

Mr. PERZEL. No. Mr. Speaker, you were talking about renters. 
They do not pay property tax. 

Mr. STETLER. Mr. Speaker, if I might just correct the 
majority leader, renters do pay property tax. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is interrogating. If 
you have concluded your interrogation, I will be happy to 
recognize you to speak. 

Mr. STETLER. Thank you. I would conclude my interrogation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized on 

concurrence. 
Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just beg to correct the majority leader in that renters do 

pay property taxes. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Mr. STETLER Mr. Speaker, the questions and the answers that 
have been offered here lead me to ask that we suspend the rules so 
that I might offer an amendment that protects the renters of 
Pennsylvania, and the amendment is A2445. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thank you. I was just going to ask I NAYS-98 

that. 
The gentleman, Mr. Stetler, moves that the rules of the House 

be suspended so that he may immediately offer amendment 
A2445. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 
yields to the Mr~te t le r .  Thd gentleman, Mr. Stetler, is 
recognized on the motion. 

Mr. STETLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the current proposal on local taxes has a huge hole 

in it, and that deals with the renters in Pennsylvania. In the city of 
York, almost 50 percent of the properties in the city are rental 
properties. Many of those are iivid in by seniors. What this 
legislation does not do is give any protection to those renters. What 
this amendment would do is basically give a monthly credit for 
renters to offset the properly taxes. 

I would ask for the support to suspend so that we may vote on 
amendment A2445. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the majority leader on the motion. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, renters would be getting relief 

under this piece of legislation, Mr. Speaker. They would be 
relieved of the occupation tax, and it would be replaced by the 
earned income tax. That is what I should have said the last time, 
and I made a small mistake, and I apologize for that. 

And I also oppose the motion, just for the members' edification. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

BaUisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Corpora 
conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
C U T  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 

Eachus 
Evans 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitl 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myen 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Penone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Riegcr 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armsmng 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Bmar  
Benninaoff 
Birmelin 
Boyes 
Browne 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
~ P P O  
Habay 

Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
Masland 
McGill 
McIlhanan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Micouie 
Miller 
Nailor 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 

Bunt ~ a r h &  Nickol Stevenson 
Chadwick Hasay O'Brien Strimnaner 
Civera Hennessey Orie Taylor, E. Z 
Clark Herman Perrel Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hershey P~PPY True 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Plans Tulli 
Cornell Hutchinson Raymond Vanee 
Dem~sev Iadlowiec Reber Waueh 
~ e n i  Kenney Reinard wilt- 
DiGimlamo Krebs Rohter Wogan 
Druce Lawless Ross Wright, M. N 
Egolf Leh Sather Zimmerman 
Fairchild Lynch Saylor Zug 
Fargo Maher 

NOT VOTING-1 

Levdansky 

Allen Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaizzo Petrarca Speaker 
Butkovin Dally Phillips 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangeni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, c. 
Wajnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

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

amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Beaver 
County, Mr. Veon, is recognized on concurrence. 

Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this bill here today. 
I have had the opportunity now to listen to a number of 

members on that side of the aisle, particularly the Republican 
leader, talk about the great benefits of this bill in cutting property 
taxes forthe people of Pennsylvania. I have noticed, as Republican 
members and certainly as this Governor, Tom Ridge, has talked 
about this bill over the last couple of weeks, he vely often refers 
to the property tax cuts that may occur in this legislation. I 
understand the fact that the Republican leader does not want to talk 
about the tax increases that everybody on this House floor knows 
are in this bill. The fact of the matter is, the reality is, that average, 
middle-income, middle-class, working taxpayers in your districts 
will get a tax increase in this bill. 

I understand the gentleman's desire to talk about the property 
tax cuts, and I will even , m t  the Republican leader that there are 
property tax cuts that could occur in this bill, but let us be clear 
with the people of Pennsylvania that the only way there is a 



credibility, some impartiality, all I did was take the same scenarios, 
the same profiles, offered by the Pennsylvania Economy League, I 
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the exact same profiles that they had, and, Mr. Speaker, when 1ran 
those profiles, you had some very interesting outcomes; no effort 
to slant the information. 

I took the Pennsylvania Economy League profiles, and in taking 
those profiles, they have a case A taxpayer - four typical taxpayers 
- and the case A taxpayer, Mr. Speaker, under this legislation, 
family of four, both parents working, combined income of 
$104,000, assessed value of the residence, $75,000, and the case 
A taxpayer profile, under this legislation, would receive a 
$387 real estate tax reduction, a $1,048 eamed income tax 
increase, a $320 nuisance tax reduction, for a total tax increase of 
$341. 

Case B taxpayer: family of four, one parent working, income of 
$34,600, of which $1,500 is dividend income, assessed value of 
their residence, $25,000. Case B taxpayer - what happens to that 
taxpayer under this legislation? Under this legislation, they get 
$129 total real estate tax reduction, a $346 earned income tax 
increase, a $100 nuisance tax reduction, for a combined total tax 
increase of $107. Case B taxpayer. 

Case C taxpayer. Case C taxpayer is a single person, income of 
$31,500, rents his residence in the State of Pennsylvania, is a 
renter, therefore does not receive directly any property tax cut. 
How any of us can explain any part of this hill to anyone that rents 
in our district is beyond me. There is no rational explanation for 
somebody who rents. And under case C, that taxpayer gets zero 
reduction in property tax, a $3 15 earned income tax increase, a 
$1 10 nuisance tax decrease, for a total increase of $205. 

Three scenarios, three tax increases. Above middle average, 
middle class, and a renter who would be considered probably 
slightly below middle class in the State of Pennsylvania, all with 
tax increases. 

property tax cut for anybody that lives in your legislative district 
is that their next-door neighbor is going to have a tax increase to 
pay for it. If we are going to talk about those property tax cuts, let 
us be clear and let us he honest with the people of this State that in 
order for one property tax cut to happen in your legislative district, 
their next-door neighbor is going to pay higher taxes, and by and 
large, their next-door neighbor is an average, middle-income, 
middle-class, workimg person. Their taxes are going to go up if any 
part of this bill becomes a reality. 

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to at least take the opportunity over the 
last couple of weeks as I thought about this and certainly over the 
last couple of days as it became clearer that it may happen and 
certainly over the last day when it became very clear and take a 
look at what in fact does it mean for the average taxpayers that I 
am trying to talk about, and fortunately, I had kept this 
Pennsylvania Economy League bulletin that every one of us 
received. Every one of us got this Pennsylvania Economy League 
bulletin, and I thii that members on both sides of the aisle, 
Republicans and Democrats, would admit that the Pennsylvania 
Economy League is, by and large, a nonpartisan, credible 
organization, and they put together a profile, a profile on four 
typical taxpayers in Pennsylvania. I thought about the idea of 
trying to make the point to this legislature when we debated this 
bill, how can we make a point about who gets hurt and who gets 
helped under this legislation? I think in order to have some 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

And I will grant to the Republican leader and to this Republican 
Governor that there is somebody who gets help, and that is case D. 
Case D taxpayer: retired family of two, neither working, no taxable 
income, assessed value of $15,000. Total reduction in taxes to case 
D taxpayer under this bill is $77. Now, I do not want to belittle 
$77 in tax cuts to anybody in the State of Pennsylvania, but to call 
this the great tax reduction, a historic effort by this Governor, 
Tom Ridge, to reform taxes in Pennsylvania, is just not accurate. 

Let us be truthful with the people of Pennsylvania: Yes, there 
will be some case D taxpayers who will receive a very slight 
reduction in property taxes, but there will be in every one of your 
districts - and we know it - well, at least one-half of your 
constituents will get a tax increase if this legislation passes and 
takes effect. Mr. Speaker, that is not tax reform; that is a 
tremendous, huge tax shift to the average, middle-income, 
middle-class, working people in Pennsylvania. 

And, Mr. Speaker, to do the right thing and to make sure that 
we do in fact deliver a property tax cut to the people of this S t a t e  
And I would disagree with my friend, the majority leader from 
Philadelphia, that the people in this State are asking for a tax cut 
by having a tax increase at the local level. I do not think that is 
true. I think they want tax reform. What they want are their 
property taxes reduced. Every one of us has beard them say that to 
us time and time and time again in our districts. 

Mr. VEON. To deliver that property tax cut, a real property tax 
cut, to make sure that average, middle-income, middle-class 
Pennsylvanians do not get socked with a tax hike and in fact get a 
property tax reduction, I want to move to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of offering an amendment that would in fact give a 
50-percent tax reduction, property tax reduction, to hardworking 
Pennsylvanians, 10 percent a year over 5 years. That would be tax 
reform, that in fact would be historic, and that is what we ought to 
vote for. 

I would l i e  to move to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
offering that amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman give us the 
amendment number, please. 

Mr. VEON. Mr. Speaker, that would be amendment No. 2424. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'Be gentleman, Mr. Veon, moves 

that the rules of the House he suspended so that he may 
immediately offer amendment A2424. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 
yields to the gentleman, Mr. Veon? He does. 

The gentleman, Mr. Veon, is recognized. 
Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, very specifically on this motion to suspend the 

rules. 
Now, we know that a lot of people in Pennsylvania are paying 

attention to this debate, and there is no question that there is 
tremendous interest in what this legislature is going to do on tax 
reform. 
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And, Mr. Speaker, I think I have said it very clearly to this 
House, if we are going to havean opportunity to deliver real tax 
reform, the kind of tax cuts that I think our people are asking us 
for, then you have to suspend the rules so that we can in fact offer 
an amendment that would produce a 50-percent property tax cut, 
10 percent a year over 5 years. 

Mr. Speaker, again, that in fact would be historic. That is 
something that average, middle-income, middleclass 
Pennsylvanians no question want and no question deserve, and I 
would ask for a "yes" vote on the motion to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of offering that very specific amendment. 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
But this is a historic evening. This is a revolutionary change, as 

I mentioned earlier, for the people of Pennsylvania. 
I heard what was being said, and I just wanted to mention that 

the taxpayers will have the fust word and the last word on tax 
increases in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. With their votes, 
local taxpayers will decide what to do with local school districts. 
Local taxpayers will make the decisions, not Harrisburg. Voters 
will choose whether or not to change how their school districts 
raise money for their local schools. This will force school boards 
to be responsive to taxpayers' concerns. Pennsylvania should be 
allowed to say no to unreasonable tax increases. 

I would urge a "no" vote on the suspension of the rules, and we 
have atready done it once, so I would ask the members to doubly 
defeat this one. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boswla 
Buxfon 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Evans 
George 
Gigliolti 
Gordner 
GruiUa 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Honey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kelier 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
LesMviIz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Markosek 

Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myen 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Rieger 
Robem 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 

Adolph Fargo Maher 
Areal1 Feere Maitland 

Serafini 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walk0 
Washington 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Baker Fleagie Manico Semmel 
Bard Flick Masland Seyfert 
Barley Forcier McGill Smith, B 
Blmir Gannon Mc l lham Smith, S. H 
Bcnninghoff Geist Mcllhinney Snyder, D. W. 
Birmelin Gladeck McNaughton Stain 
Boyes Godshall Micouie Steil 
Browne m P P 0  Miller Stem 
Bunt Habay Nailor Stevenson 
~ m n e  Harhart Nickol Strinmatter 
Chadwick Hasay O'Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Hennessey Orie Taylor, J. 
Clark Herman Peael True 
Clymer Henhey P~PPY Tulii 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Plans Vance 
Comell Hutchinson Raymond Waugh 
Dempsey Jadlowiec ~ e b e r  wilt- 
Dent Kenney Reinard Wogan 
DiGirolamo Krebs Rohrer Wright, M. N 
Druce Lawless Ross Zimmetman 
Egolf Leh Rubley zug 
Fa~rchild Lynch Sather 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaiuo Petrarca SpeaXer 
Butkoviu Dally Phillips 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the airnative, 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 to House 

amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the Chair entertains any 
further motions to suspend the rules for the purpose of offering 
amendments, the Chair would request that anybody who intends 
to do so, please take their amendment over to the amendment clerk 
so that we at least have some opportunity to see what we are doing. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Gordner, on concurrence. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
A parliamentary inquiry to begin with. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. GORDNER. This bill requires a fiscal note under 

rule 19(a). Is there a fiscal note available? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. I have one here and the 

majority leader has one at his desk. The gentleman is welcome to 
go view the fiscal note. 

Mr. GORDNER. Could I ask the Speaker what the end result of 
the fiscal note is ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. My suggestion to the gentleman 
would be that he interrogate the Appropriations Committee 
chairman, who prepares those notes, as opposed to interrogating 
the Chair. 

~ - - .. -. - . . . . . . . . . 
&strong ~ichter  Major Schuler I 
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It does not appear that the gentleman cares to stand for 

interrogation. 
Mr. GORDNER. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the bill? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On concurrence. 
Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to say several things with regard to the bill. When 

I fust was elected, I said back in my district that one of my main 
concerns was local tax reform, and when I came in in 1993, I was 
pleased that there was a bipartisan proup, a House local tax reform 
caucus. I went to many of the meetings, and there were often 30, 
40,50 legislators there, Democrat, Republicans, that were a part of 
that local tax reform caucus. 

As a result ofthat, we came about with HB 2202, back in 1993, 
and that bill had substantial bipartisan support, and there were 
many good parts to that bill in regard to local tax reform. First of 
all, that bill dealt with counties, municipalities, and school 
districts; it contained all of them, not just the school districts but 
the counties and the municipalities as well. 

Second, it had an option. You could either have a front-end 
referendum or a back-end referendum. It gave our local elected 
officials that choice, what they are elected to do to make those 
sorts of decisions. It also provided a menu of options to our 
municipalities and our counties and our school districts. It 
provided that they could choose a sales tax or an income tax, and 
it gave those local elected officials that choice. 

One also interesting provision was that it allowed the State, 
with the local elected officials' approval, to collect the tax at a 
minimal cost to our local jurisdictions so that our local 
jurisdictions would not have to hue the private collection services 
that I often hear complaints about from my constituencies, and that 
they could instead have the State collect those taxes, and it gave 
the local elected officials a lot of authority. That House bill passed 
the House; it had a lot of bipartisan support, and it went over to the 
Senate, and there was not any action. 

It is a shame that tonight we are doing the type of bill we are 
doing when we had, just a few years ago, a great piece of 
legislation that we could have been very proud of to pass and send 
on that really would have meant true local tax reform for all of our 
jurisdictions - our school districts, our counties, our municipalities 
-and would have given them options to choose what was best for 
their county or their municipality or their school district. 

I am very disappointed that that legislation is all but forgotten, 
and instead, today at some point we got a %-page amendment 
thrust upon us rather than that bill that so many of us, in a 
bipartisan way, worked so hard for just a few years ago. 

merefore, I am a "no" in regard to this legislation. Why? First 
of all, this is not true local tax reform. This only deals with 
schools; we know that. It does not deal with the counties and the 
municipalities, and that is why the county commissioners are 
opposed to it and the township supervisors organization is opposed 
to it. There are still going to be property tax bills. When our 
constituents get their property taxes for county and municipal taxes 
in March or in April, they are still going to be at an equal amount 
or a higher amount than they were the year before; they are not 
going to see any property tax relief. 

And, you know, I listened to the debate over in the Senate, and 
it was interesting to hear some of the Senate Republicans get up 
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and speak and say that they were reluctantly supporting this 
legislation; that they would rather it apply to all of the local 
jurisdictions, but it just was not possible, and I just honestly do not 
understand why it was not possible to do that. 

As stated previously, this will probably be our only chance in 
10,20, 30 years to address this, so let us take that chance. Let us 
nonconcur in this bill, send it to a conference committee, and work 
out the details so that it can apply to all jurisdictions. 

This does not provide any local option for the type of tax that 
we impose. It strictly thrusts upon our school board members and 
our constituents an earned income tax. We should give our local 
folks a menu so that they can choose the sales tax, if they wish; 
they could choose the personal income tax, if they wish; they 
could choose the eamed income tax, if they wish, depending upon 
their own circumstance. 

And why not make it simple? Why not piggyback what the 
State charges as far as a personal income tax? It would be very 
simple. We want to have simplicity for our constituents. That 
would be the most simplistic way of addressing this, to just do the 
same thing that the State does already. 

The earned income tax hits hardest on our middle-class wage 
earners, while other individuals can earn zero in wages yet literally 
make several hundred thousand dollars a year in investment 
income and not be affected in this tax. Why should we have 
individuals who are making $30,000 or $40,000 pay a 
disproportionate amount of the tax when we have individuals who, 
through investments, make $100,000, $200,000, $300,000 and 
they will not be paying any taxes under this earned income tax? 
That just does not make sense. 

This bill puts a cap on a local school board's ability to raise 
property taxes, and that may sound fme here, but what happens 
when the State does not provide a sufficient amount of moneys to 
our schools? Can that happen? Yes. Not only can it happen, 
it has happened. Twice in the last 10 years our State has provided 
a zero-percent increase to our local schools in subsidy money. As 
recently as 3 years ago, our State gave our local school districts a 
zero-percent increase, and as a result, they had to rely upon 
property taxes in order to make up their budget. So that action can 
happen. It has happened twice in the past 10 years. Why should we 
burden our school districts with that? 

The other thing I cannot understand is the State tax credit 
against personal income tax for all nonresidents of Philadelphia 
who pay the tax into the Philadelphia district, and I do not 
understand why we are doing that, why you are ask'mg constituents 
from Columbia County, or Huntingdon County, Allegheny 
County, or Sullivan County, or Luzerne County to pay for that 
cost. And I heard estimates over in the Senate that that could cost 
anywhere from $15 to $25 million of all of our constituents' taxes 
that they pay in for State income tax. Why are we giving some of 
the wealthiest individuals from some of the wealthiest areas ofthe 
State that sort of tax relief when the hard-earned people in 
Columbia County or Northumberland County or in Cambria 
County are not getting that sort of same State tax credit. It just 
does not make sense. 

Next, when I look at this issue in my own particular district, I 
have six school districts. Four out of those six school districts will 
see less than a IO-percent reduction in property taxes even if they 
enact the maximum I %percent earned income tax. Four out of six 
will see less than a IO-percent reduction in property taxes. I have 
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one school district that would have a .Ol-percent reduction in 
property taxes; a .01. That is less than a 1-percent reduction of 
property taxes even if they impose the maximum earned income 
tax allowed under this bill. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the back-end referendum is just 
unconscionable to me. People on this side of the aisle - and I am 
pointing to my right - often complain and moan about the Federal 
government and Congress and Washimgton passing on mandates. 
I hear them say, just allow us to make those decisions; why is 
Washington telling us what to do; let us, as elected officials, make 
the decisions for our constituents. 

Why % in God's name, would we do a back-end referendum 
and hamper and hamstring our local elected officials? And if we 
are going to do this, why are we not doing, as one colleague on 
this side of the aisle mentioned, put on the referendum the gas tax 
that we did a year ago - and I voted for the gas tax - why do we 
not put that on the referendum and let the people vote it up and 
down? Why do we not put the fishing license increase on a 
referendum and let the people vote it up or down? We are going 
to be seeing a hunting license increase sometime within the next 
year. Why do we not put that on thereferendum and let the people 
vote it up and down ? Why are we not doing that? 

Why are we saying to our local elected officials that get elected, 
just like we do, whether it is in the county, the municipality, or the 
school district, why are we telrmg them, we are sorry; we cannot 
b u t  you, so we have to have a back-end referendum ? If it is good 
for them, it should be good for us as well. 

For all those reasons I encourage a "no" vote on this bill. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Elk County, Mr. Surra, on 
concurrence. 

Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose a concurrence vote on this 

legislation. 
Here we are again, Mr. Speaker. It is late at night, and we are 

working on probably one of the most important issues that has 
come through this chamber in the last 30 years; it is certainly 
something that we have all been working for for 30 years. 

I join my colleague, Representative Gordner. I attended those 
bipartisan meetings where we all worked toward something that 
made sense on tax reform. And here we are again, Mr. Speaker; 
here we are again - late at night, ramming it through, the 
Republican leader ramming something through that we have no 
amendments; we cannot change. This is not what any of us agreed 
to, but it is going to pass because this is our only chance at tax 
reform. 

This is a gigantic, gargantuan mistake, and it is a tremendous 
tax increase for a large majority of our hardworking constituents. 
Make no mistake about that; this is a giant tax increase for many 
of our constituents. 

The majority leader mentioned that, who is left? Well, the 
taxpayers are left. The taxpayers have no choices, Mr. Speaker; 
they have no choice in this legislation. It is take it or leave it. 

Where are all the people that wanted the menu, the menu for 
local governments? Let us let our local government, locally 
elected officials decide; let us let them decide what is best - sales 
tax, business privilege tax, income tax. It is not there, Mr. Speaker; 
it is not there. 

JOURNAL - HOUSE APRIL 29 
Sixty-two percent of the people, Mr. Speaker, 62 percent of the 

people voted last year for thehomestead exemption to go down 
this path, and all of us went home and talked to o w  constituents. 
We did not tell them we were going to ramrod something through 
that said you have to do this. We were going to give them options, 
Mr. Speaker, and we were going to help the counties, Mr. Speaker, 
and we were going to help the townships, Mr. Speaker, and we 
were going to help our third-class cities. Our third-class cities, who 
are maxed out on taxes, that are struggling to survive, this does 
nothing for them. 

This is not what we worked on in no way, shape, or form, but 
we are all l i e d  up, Mr. Speaker, trying to suspend the rules to put 
some very good provisions in it; party lines. 

Why are we doing this? What is the rush? A 55-page 
amendment comes from the Senate, plopped down in front of us. 
This is another Trojan horse. Do you remember the gas tax? We 
did the same thing last year, and then we went home to read in the 
paper what we had voted on, and all the notaries called us up and 
said, what are you doing, makiig us verify the value of a car? Oh, 
what are we doing, letting the monster bucks- What is in this 
55-page amendment, Mr. Speaker? 

You are running the House in a terrible manner,.and this is not 
how tax reform should be going through this. That was a bipartisan 
effort. What happened? Where did it change? I want to vote for 
tax reform, but this is not what I want to vote for. 

Mr. Speaker, if we had the same commitment, some of the 
commitment that we have shown to the business community in this 
chamber for the last 3 years, we could have real tax reform. We 
tried to amend some of that amendment tonight with that language. 
If we had some of that commitment to drive some of our surplus 
to lowering property taxes and allowing the State to make up the 
difference, we would not be raising the taxes of our working men 
and women. 

The back-end referendum. Well, there is a good one. That 
sounds good. We are going to hamstring our local governments, 
our school districts. It is unconscionable that we are going to do 
that. What if we had a back-end referendum? What if we had a 
back-end referendum when we did the gas tax here last year? Let 
us let the voters decide. That is why we are elected, Mr. Speaker. 
We have a representative fonn of government. We are paid, and 
we come here and we work very hard to make those decisions, as 
do ow people on the school boards and townships and cities. 

Mr. Speaker, I really doubt that very few school districts will 
opt into this. I do not think there will be much participation, it is 
that bad. So if no one opts in, what historic thing did we really 
do? If no one participates, what tax reform did we give the people 
of Pennsylvania? 

Now, there is one group of counties that surrounds 
Philadelphia, the wealthiest counties in Pennsylvania, that are 
going to get some money from the State - $25 million or 
$30 million -the Sterling Act municipalities. That is coming from 
my taxpayers. In Elk and Clearfield Counties and every other rural 
county in this State, $30 million to the Philadelphia suburbs. The 
wealthiest suburbs in the State are getting tax reform. If they opt 
in, we will give them money so they do not have to pay more 
taxes. How do I justify that to my people back home? 

Mr. Speaker, I support tax reform. That is why I cannot support 
this measure. Thank you. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Preston, on concurrence. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In relationship to the Senate bill on concurrence, could I ask 

either the majority leader or the Appropriations chairman a couple 
of questions concerning my Pittsburgh School District? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Preston, has 
requested that either the majority leader or the Appropriations 
Committee chairman stand for a brief interrogation. 

The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, indicates that he is willing to stand 
for interrogation. You are in order and may proceed. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in relationship to the school district for the city of 

Pittsburgh, can you explain to me what benefit SB 669 on 
concurrence has for the city of Pittsburgh and the school district? 

Mr. PERZEL. The city of Pittsburgh already has higher taxes 
than this legislation would permit. 

Mr. PRESTON. So in other words, there is no tax reform for the 
city of Pittsburgh residents in here. 

Mr. PERZEL. They could do away with the occupational tax 
and go to this tax, but other than that, there is not much they would 
be left to do. 

Mr. PRESTON. The other question I have, Mr. Speaker, is, you 
have alluded to before in relationship to how this is so good 
because of the referendum and the people are going to be able to 
have a voice. If this is so good for all the people and it should be 
just as good for us then, when do you plan on offering the 
amendment then for any other future taxes that may come in front 
of the House as far as having a back-end referendum for the 
House ? 

Mr. PERZEL. That may be something appropriate for the 
future, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PRESTON. Anytime soon since it is so good for everybody 
else? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, you have the power, as a member 
of the General Assembly, to introduce a bill and ask us to take it 
up, if you would like. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you very much. 
Since he said it, may I address the bill ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On concurrence, the gentleman is 

recognized. 
Mr. PRESTON. First my challenge will be then I will draw up 

the bill next week, and I will ask him to cosponsor it for the House 
since he said it is so good for all the residents of Pennsylvania. 

I have always been a proponent that good government is, if it 
is good for one, it should be good for all, and if you have a 
leadership responsibility, do not say that it is good for everybody 
else but us. That is what they call a chewing gum - everybody else 
but me - and I will not really go into the scenario that concerns. 

1 have a concern, because this does not address, as the 
gentleman has said, true tax reform. If it was up to me, I would 
have my winter coat on and my gloves on, because basically, this 
is a form - we might as well- You know, I thought communism 
was dead. 1 thought that this was an area of inclusion. I have heard 
that we have had more openness as far as the budget is concerned, 
but when it comes to something for 35 years we have been trying 
to do, a lot of members would have liked to offer something, and 
I thought that the walls of communism had come down, but it is 
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obvious that some people are made to be excluded out of this 
process. 

Now, coming from a perspective of being a minority, I guess I 
am used to kind of being on the outside, and maybe some of the 
people on my side of the aisle are not used to that; maybe they 
have not gotten adapted to be able to understand what it is like to 
not be invited in someone else's household, to be able to sit down 
at the dinner table so everybody else could be treated fairly and 
equitably. I thought that the majority leader said that we were 
going to have a fair and open process, but as the walls of 
communism have come down across this country, it appears that 
we are building a long wall up and down the middle of this aisle 
where everybody is not being included. 

It is obvious here, right now, today, that SB 669 is not fair and 
equitable to everybody, because we are not even getting a chance 
to offer the amendments that are involved in it, but yet, in a sense, 
as he said, quote, unquote, "This is good for you because the 
people of Pennsylvania deserve it." But yet, in a sense, he has been 
here for a while. Last year we passed the largest tax increase for 
gas taxes in the history of Pennsylvania. He did not offer a 
back-end referendum. This Governor is all about referendums, but 
there is no referendum for the House of Representatives or all the 
other taxes. 

We gave $166 million to a gentleman not to go through with the 
auto emissions test; $166 million, and then we still raised taxes 
higher. And I have heard other members on the other side of the 
aisle say, we are tired of taw-and-spend Democrats. Whoa. Maybe 
the fingers really need to be pointed over on the other side of the 
aisle. I really thought communism was dead. I thought 
totalitarianism was dead. Dictators do not even do it this bad. 

I cannot even really believe this. This is a crying shame that 
members have not had a chance to voice and to implement or even 
vote up or down respective amendments, and they can say people 
have been waiting 35 years. 

Mr. Dermody offered an amendment for the year2000 for us to 
be able to try to effectively work out tax reform. We have been 
talking about tax reform, and all of a sudden we do not have a 
chance to participate. It is obvious what this is about. It is all about 
power. It is not about openness and it is not about fairness. 

The residents of the city of Pittsburgh, which has close to 
50 percent nonprofit, not-for-profit land, get no benefit out of this, 
so we have been excluded. He has already taken care of his home 
base. They have got a separate exclusion over in Philadelphia. 
They are not part of this. Somebody is going to have to make up 
the difference, and it is still going to fall, as normal, on the poor 
andthe beholden. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a bill of the people. This is a bill that we 
might as welljust bring back the old Khrushchevs. You know, we 
might as well all just bring the whips and whip everybody in place. 
There is no freedom here; there is no freedom here. 

I am going to vote against SB 669. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Clearfield County, Mr. George, on concurrence. 
Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to make a motion to suspend the 

rules in that I do not know how much more compelling an 
amendment would be than to offer Republicans and Democrats 
alike an opportunity to put true tax reduction for the people of 
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Pemsylvania. If in fact we can only get one Republican vote for 
that type of an amendment, I am sure mine will not get near that. 

But while I am up, I guess I have a right to discuss a couple of 
things that have been said, even though they would be somewhat 
redundant. And I am glad that I was here tonight to hear the 
majority leader, in his best fashion, insist that taxation, when it is 
excessive, should be on areferendum. I do not necessarily disagree 
withthe gentleman. I just wish when they put the tax increase for 
licenses and gasoline several months ago, we would have had a 
referendum. I daresay we would not have passed it, and the same 
thing applies when the gentleman, Mr. Suna, made mention of the 
$30 million that will be rebated by the citizens in central 
Pennsylvania and western Pennsylvania and north-central 
Pennsylvania for those very fortunate citizens in the bedroom 
counties. 

Now, the truth of the matter is, I see $30 million being spent for 
that. I look at the 70 schools that are in trouble, and I am trying 
very desperately to get them help, and I get a report back that it 
will cost $17 million that will enable these small schools to not 
need to pass excessive legislation or amendments and raise taxes, 
yet the majority leader says, it is the best way to do the job. Maybe 
it is. 

But, you h o w ,  it is not that. I do not want to use, again, tax 
shift tax displacement. The truth of the matter is, true tax reform 
should, in every manner, benefit the majority of the people in our 
Commonwealth. We should not be able, no matter how much we 
want to reduce taxes on a certain segment of our society and place 
it immediately on our work'mg poor, our men and women, 
sometimes both of them needmg to go out into the workplace, 
finding that thii bill will reduce their real estate tax by $250 and at 
the same time put up their taxes on a personal manner by $650 or 
$700. If that is true reform, all I can say is, it is too bad that this 
adminiitration does not really know the meaning of reform. 

Hopefully, what goes around will come around. Let us hope 
that all of us live long enough to experience that delight. It is l i e  
the card game - they are hollering deal and we are telling stories. 
The truth of the matter is, there will be many stories that we will 
tell in the future. And I can assure you there will be a day when 
they will be reconciled to what you are doing to the people in 
Pennsylvania. The careless negligence that you are insisting upon 
will come back to haunt you. On that you can rest assured. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman' from 

Northumberland County, Mr. Belfanti, is recognized on 
concurrence. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my next-door neighbor and colleague, 

John Gordner, made many of the comments that I wanted to share 
with the House, so I will abbreviate mine. 

But I would like to say that the measure that we have before us, 
you better look at the devil in the details. I think that we have 
before us a tick'mg time bomb that our voters and our constituents 
are going to know all about very, very soon, and it may not be 
until they get their next tax hill and see how much of a reduction 
they really get in their overall property tax bill, because, as some 
of the speakers have mentioned, there will be no reduction in 
municipal property taxes or in county property taxes. And for 
those school districts who opt into this program, even though the 
voters may opt to do that, the people will realize that they are not 
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going to get a dollar-for-dollar reduction in property taxes for the 
dollars they will have to pick up in earned income tax. 

But the main reason I stand here today is because the 
59,000-plus constituents that I represent have once again been shut 
out of one of the most important bills that this General Assembly 
has debated during the past session and a half, since the control of 
both chambers has shifted to one party. And in fact, 99 Democrats 
on my side of the aisle represent 5.9 million voters, 5.9 million 
citizens, who have all been disenfranchised from this process. And 
if we really want to be truthful, I would have to venture to guess 
that 90 percent of the Republicans on the House floor had 
absolutely no input into the fme details in this l-inch-thick 
document. That means that of the 14 million Pennsylvania citizens 
or 12 million, 11% million had no say in the crafting of this bill. 

Yes, whatever happened to the efforts of that bipartisan 
committee on tax reform? All of those many hundreds of hours of 
thoughtful consideration put into HB 2206 were down the drain for 
nothing. But my Democratic colleagues in the Senate at least were 
given the opportunity to offer their amendments. They were all 
defeated, pretty much on a party-line vote, but they had the ability 
to debate and offer the language contained in those amendments. 
We had some very good amendments here this evening, and each 
and every one of them were voted down, again largely on a 
party-line vote. 

Sixty thousand people that I represent have not been a part of 
this process. They have me here as their representative, and I am 
put in the position where I get to vote "yes" or "no." Well, I got 
26 calls between my district office and my Harrisburg office today 
when it became apparent that in the middle ofthe afternoon we 
would be handed what the Senate was going to hand us, and it was 
late afternoon, probably early evening, before we really saw some 
of the contents of this bill. All 26 callers asked me to vote "no." 
They knew more from the media what was contained in this bill 
than I did, because I had not seen it yet. We were up in the caucus 
room at 4 o'clock waiting for it. 

And I resent the fact that the most controversial and the most 
complicated legislation of this session and of the last session has 
been handed in this way, where skulduggery is played and we 
receive a bill that is positioned to go directly to the Governor 
without any input by the duly elected members of this House, and 
I resent that. We did not do that time and time and time again 
when we were the majority party in this State, and that is why I 
think a single party controlling the executive and both chambers 
is a prelude to disaster for the citizens of this Commonwealth. 

There will be a few districts that will gain something by this 
legislation, but I picked a few of mine out, and I would like the 
voters of Montour County, whose children go to the Danville Area 
School District, to know that if the school directors vote to 
increase their income tax by 1% percent, that they will see an 
8.8 reduction, an 8.8-percent reduction, in their property tax; 
that is, school property - I am sony; let me take that back - an 
8.8-percent reduction in their overall property tax, but because 
municipal taxes and county taxes are not going to change, a 
13.9-percent reduction in the school district portion of their 
property tax. Now, how could I tell my constituents in 
Montour County that I did them any favors if 1 vote for this bill ? 
They all get to pay a percent and a half income tax for a lousy 
8.8-percent reduction in their overall property taxes. 
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Now, my hometown fares a little better. If Mount Carmel 

School District increases one's.income tax by 1% percent, the 
constituents that send their kids there and constituents who live in 
that school district will see about a 33-percent reduction in their 
property tax. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, back in 1988 when the bill failed by 
a 3-to-1 margin in this State, the State was subsidizing the school 
districts by a much higher degree than they are today, and the 
numbers that were out there in the printouts back in 1988, for a 
1-percent addition in income tax, the residents of the 
Mount Carmel School District would have had an 80-percent 
reduction in their property tax. Here we are, 10 years later, a 
1%-percent increase in income tax is only going to equal a 
33-percent reduction in their property tax. And what is the reason 
for that? The reason for that is the fact that the General Assembly 
and the administration has co~tinually cut the level of support 
going back to the school disticts with the possible exception of 
this year. 

Mr. Speaker, on top of the fact that the Danville residents will 
receive an 8.8-percent reduction in property tax if they give 
themselves a 1%-percent income tax, they are going to watch 
$30 million travel to the wealthiest counties of this State - 
Montgomery County, Chester County - 30 million extra dollars 
just for opting in; no extra money traveling to Northumberland or 
Columbia or Montour, but $30 million to the richest school 
districts, the school districts that have millions of dollars in the 
bank. 

This should not be called tax reform. This measure before us is 
actually - should be called the fat-cat protection act, because that 
is what it is. It protects fat cats. It does nothimg for middle-income 
wage earners. A few people on the bottom of our income scale on 
fixed incomes will realize some savings, the richest people in this 
State will realize some savings, and the burden will be thrust upon 
those of us in the middle. 

I urge a "no" vote on this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. DeLuca, fiom Allegheny County on concurrence. 
The gentleman, Mr. DeLuca, is in order. Is the gentleman's 

microphone on? Try it now, Mr. DeLuca. 
Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose SB 669, and I do so with a heavy 

heart. 
I supported, went out and worked for the homestead exemption 

last year, and I told my constituents it was the frst phase to 
property tax reform. But, unfortunately, today - and I agree with 
the majority leader - it is a historic event today because we are not 
going to accomplish anything throughout this Commonwealth with 
this legislation. 

I doubt if very few of the citizens in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania will vote to change their form of taxation in our 
school districts. You take- The average is 26 percent of the 
people are renters. You take another 30-some percent, if not more, 
who are going to have their taxes increased instead of decreased 
because of the increase in the wage tax. That is over 50-some 
percent, and there is no way that this will even get on a referendum 
to be passed, because the legislation bas a flaw, and let me state 
why it has a flaw. 

Let me read what the public requirements are to initiate this 
process. If the governing body fails to initiate the process, the 

voters can petition, by 2 percent of the electorate of the Govemor's 
last gubernatorial election, to require the school diitict to establish 
atax study commission. Now, it does not say that we are going to 
elect a tax study commission. We are going to give the power to 
the school board to put some of their acts in there, and if it does 
not benefit the school district, they can come back and recommend 
that they do not want to change their form of taxation. 

And if they do, what do the voters have to say? Nothimg. There 
is nothimg in this legislation that says once the two referendums are 
not adopted, are not put on the referendum, even by 5 percent, 
there is nothimg to compel the electorate to go as a legislative 
initiative and referendum to place it on the ballot themselves. The 
only way it gets on the ballot, if a study commission decides that 
they should adopt the new tax structure and the school board does 
not act on it. Nothing in the legislation says, after that process, that 
we can put it on a referendum without that. 

We also say we are concerned about our senior citizens. 1 am 
very much concerned about the burden that we have placed on our 
senior citizens with property tax, the most unfair, but if this does 
not get on a referendum to be voted on, we give our senior citizens 
no tax relief. 

In 44 - and I have looked at this printout that our 
Appropriations Committee has given us - 44 school districts in 
Allegheny County, if they would adopt this, would end up losing 
money. The wage earner would end up paying more money than 
he would get in property tax reduction. Mr. Speaker, let me tell 
you, do not insult the intelligence of the voters out there. They are 
going to vote their pocketbooks, and who is going to be stuck with 
the hill and continue to pay these property taxes? Our senior 
citizens who we told that they are going to have property tax 
reform. 

We should not act on this legislation tonight. We can do better. 
And I can venture to say, when the press, in the next 2 or 3 weeks, 
dissects this 55-page bill, every one of the individuals who vote for 
it are probably going to be very regretful that they passed this 
legislation tonight. 

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

gentleman from York County, Mr. Platts, on concurrence. 
Mr. PLATTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
F i  I want to commend all those who have worked on moving 

tax reform forward over the past many years, and more recently, 
the leadership in the House and Senate and the Govemor's Ofice 
in coming together for a bill that I think is important and a good 
step in the right direction. I also want to commend my colleague 
from York County, Mr. Saylor, for his efforts as part of the tax 
reform caucus or task force in moving tax reform forward. 

As I said, I think SB 669 is a good and important step in the 
right direction, with two things in particular: the elimination of 
nuisance taxes, and in my district, the occupational assessment tax 
is a very inequitable tax, and I am favorable towards eliminating 
that. The back-end referendum I think also is a good idea and a 
good part of this bill the way it has been drafted. However, I do 
believe we can do better. 

Earlier this evening the gentleman from Luzerne County 
offered an amendment dealing with the personal income tax option 
at the local level. Personally, I favor a personal income tax at the 
local level. I think it is the most equitable tax. It is fair to all 
taxpayers as opposed to the earned income tax. First, the personal 
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income tax protects senior citizens. We do not tax pensions; we do 
not tax Social Security. 

I am going to give you an example that I think relates to why I 
support the PIT. My mom is a senior citizen, semiretired. She 
works to supplement her income as a cashier in a parking garage. 
She will earn, actually, I think I said earlier in caucus about 
$8,000 this year; it is probably more like $6,000 to supplement her 
Social Security. Under an EIT, we are going to tax every dime of 
that $6,000. 

One of my friends who lives in the same school district, a 
retiree, a wealthy individual, probably has between $100,000 and 
$200,000 in interest and dividend incomes, investment income. 
We are not going to tax a dime of his money, yet my mother, who 
is making $6,000, we are going to tax every dollar of it if we go to 
an EIT. I do not think that is appropriate. I think it is better than 
what we have, and in the end, whether I succeed or not, I am going 
to support the bill, because I think this bill is better than what that 
school district has today. 

I believe we should give a local option for a PIT, but I believe 
earlier a prior speaker addressed the concerns about taxing 
senior citizens' incomes, interest and dividends, that some rely on 
to meet their living expenses. What I think we should do is have 
a local PIT option in this bill that includes an exemption for the 
fust $10,000 of personal income for senior citizens - if they are a 
couple, $5,000 each - similar to HB 2202 when we put an 
exemption forthe fust I believe it was $12,000 of a senior citizen 
couple's personal income tax. So you have a local PIT option and 
you protect seniors who rely on their investment incomes for 
living expenses because their first $10,000 is allowed to be 
protected. That is a Local decision - whether to have a PIT and 
whether to have that exemption - similar to HB 2202 several 
sessions back. 

So I t h i i  the best plan- This is a good plan. We can improve 
it. And again, 1 commend where we are today. I think it is a good 
step in the right direction, and I would like to go one more step, if 
not today, hopefully sometime in the future, but I hope we can do 
it today. 

Mr. PLATTS. And thus, Mr. Speaker, I would move to suspend 
the rules to offer amendment 2461, which would allow for a local 
PIT option up to 1.5 percent, as well as allow for a $5,000 
exemption per senior citizen, $10,000 for a couple, at the local 
level to protect those who rely on their interest and dividends 
income. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Platts, moves 

that the rules of the House be suspended so that he may 
immediately offer amendment A2461. 
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are exempt, but had she lived in one of the other counties, being a 
waitress her whole life, she saved her money her whole life. She 
does not have the luxury of having a pension. So when she starts 
to draw down $200 a week or $10,000 a year, she would have to 
pay taxes on that money as a senior who is using their own money. 

If I were a farmer who put my money away in a savings 
account because I had no pension, when I drew down the money, 
the $200 or $400 a week, that would be counted as income under 
the Representative's plan, and it would be taxed. 

If I were somebody that was in a union that did not have a 
pension and I saved my money and put it away for the time that I 
retired, I would have to pay this tax as I was rollimg the money out. 
Yet a pensioner, somebody receiving a pension of $50,000, would 
be exempt under the very same provision the gentleman is talking 
about. And I want you to remember that it is a "may" provisior., so 
that means every senior citizen has the potential of being taxed. 

So I am asking you, for the same reason that I asked you to 
defeat the last one, that this is a potential tax on the senior citizens 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and I think it is the wrong 
way to go. And I would seriously ask the members, please, do not 
suspend the rules, for the sake of the people that saved their money 
and put it away and later on in life draw it down, and it is not fair 
to them, Mr. Speaker. 

I ask a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
To whom does the gentleman yield? The gentleman yields to 

the gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Sturla. The gentleman 
is in order. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman, Mr. Platts, is trying to do is 

to make sure that people in Pennsylvania are taxed in a fair 
manner. If in fact Mr. Platts' amendment is not fair, as the 
gentleman from Philadelphia had suggested earlier, then neither 
are the taxes that we levy in the State of Pennsylvania on all 
citizens every day of the week, that flat tax called the State income 
tax, because what Mr. Platts wants to do is have the taxes that he 
is looking at more closelv oarallel what we do in the State of 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is debatable by the leaders. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I had not intended to do this, but I have to get back and use my 

mother, and I realize that I live in the city of Philadelphia and we 

- , . 
Pennsylvania every day of the week when we tax citizens on their 
State obligation. Mr. Platts is looking for some modicum of 
fairness in terms of what is actually there. 

I can sympathize with the gentleman from Philadelphia 
when he says his mom put a little money away and now, under 
Mr. Platts' amendment, she mi& get taxed on that when she goes 
to take it back. Butthe fact of the matter is that if we go along with 
Mr. Platts' amendment, the person who is getting excessive 
amounts of income from putting some of that money away will be 
paying something back into the pot also, because they have the 
ability to pay back into the pot. 

And as a result of the gentleman that Mr. Platts talked about 
who may have $100,000 in unearned income paying a little bit 
back into the pot, Mr. Perzel's mother, Mr. Platts' mother, 
everyone else's mother who is getting a modest and meager 
income right now will be able to have less taxes imposed on them 
as a result of the bill that we are talking about today. So the idea 
that if we just do not tax people that are making $100,000 a year, 
people that are taking modest amounts of Social Security will save 
huge amounts of dollars, is just fallacious. 
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I would urge that we support Mr. Platts in his attempt to try and 

bring some fairness to what is.an otherwise wholly unfair bill. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, 
seek recognition ? The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. PERZEL. I just want to remind the members, Mr. Speaker, 
that this is a new &x and it is on seniors. We promised todeliver 
on the enactment of a homestead exemption. This provides the 
taxpayers with a voice in the way those schools are run and how 
the money is spent. 

I would urge the members to vote "no," Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the second time, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This will allow taxpayers to decide on how some of this gets 

done, for one thing. 
Secondly, the idea that this is a new tax. By doing it the way 

that Mr. Platts is suggesting with his amendment, we will not have 
to levy, in some cases, the 300-percent increase that is being 
proposed under this bill, the 300-percent tax increase that will be 
not imposed on the person that is making the $100,000 but the 
300-percent tax increase that will be imposed on Mr. Platts' 
mother, who is makmg $6,000, or on other seniors that have 
to go work at the McDonald's part time to supplement their 
Social Security or to just get by and take in a little bit of earned 
income. We are taxing the living daylights out of them under the 
proposal that Mr. Perzel is supporting. What Mr. Platts wants to do 
is to bring some sense of equity back into this process. 

I would urge that we support his motion to suspend the rules for 
his amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: I 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Birmelin 
Boscola 
Buxton 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Calafella 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 

Adolph 
Argall 
ArmShOng 
Baker 
Bard 

Evans 
Fairchild 
George 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Hennessey 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdanslcy 
Lloyd 
Manderino 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Farcier 

Barley Gannon Mayernik Smith, B. 
B m  Geist McGeehan Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti Gigliotti McGill Snyder, D. W. 
Benninghoff Gladeck Mcilhattan Steil 
Blaum Godshall McILhinney Stem 
Boyes ~ P P O  Miwzzie Stevenson 
Browne Habay Miller Taylor, E. Z. 
Bunt Harhart Nailor Tavlor. J. 
Caltagirone Hasay 
Chadwick Herman 
Civera Hershey 
Clark Hess 
Clymer Hutchinson 
Cohen, L. I. Jadlowiec 
Cornell Kaiser 
Cov Keller 

Nickol ~ & h  ' 

O'Brien True 
Oliver Tulli 
Orie Vance 
Perzel Walko 
Pehone Williams, A. H. 
P~PPY Wilt 
Ravmond Woean 

Debt Kenney ~ e k s h a w  ~ r i i h t ,  M. N. 
DiGirolamo Lawless Reber Yewcic 
Dmce Lederer Reinard Youngblood 
Eachus Lucyk Ross Zimmeman 
Egolf Lynch Sainato Zug 
Fargo Maher Sather 

NOT VOTING-3 

Bishop Honey Thomas 

Allen Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan, 
Bebko-Jones Colaiao Peharca Speaker 
Butkovie Dally Phillips 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
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 to House 

amendments ? 

YEAS-83 I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

McCall 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olasz 
Pesci 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Rubley 
Santoni 
Saylor 

Maitland 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 

Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Strimnatler 
SNrla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, C 
Wojnaroski 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 

gentleman from Cumberland County, Mr. Masland, on 
concurrence. 

Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to do something a little bit different. I am not going 

to offer an amendment; I am going to speak on concurrence, and 
to the surprise of some people on this side possibly, I am going to 
speak in favor of concurrence. 

I listened to the Senate debate earlier today, and a former 
colleague of ours, Jim Gerlach, started off by talking about a song 
that came to mind, a Beatles song, the "Long and Winding Road." 
It is an appropriate song. But he started back in 1993-94 when he 
was the head of the tax reform caucus over here with another 
former colleague, now Senator Kukovich, and he talked about 
HB 2202 and all the work we put into that, and then how in 
1995-96 we had SB 2 and then again this session we had SB 2. But 
the fact is, the angst over local tax reform did not start in 1993; it 
did not start in 1990; it did not start in 1980. It started way back in 
1965 right after the Local Tax Enabling Act was passed, and the 
problem, I would suggest, was not with property taxes, not at that 
time. Property taxes have been with us forever. Property taxes are 
a part of the system, part of our heritage. The problem was all 
those nuisance taxes. 
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And back in 1993, my first term here, when I was part of that 

caucus, a very bipartisan effort,.many of you will remember we 
had a uniform survey that we all sent out, Republicans and 
Democrats alike, to our constituents. I sent that survey out to mine, 
and I asked what the most burdensome, unfair form of tax was, 
and the number one return was not surprising to me - the 
occupational assessment tax. In fact, it was tops for number one, 
number two, and number three in the rankimg. Seventy-six percent 
of the people said the occupational assessment tax must be done 
away with. 

Now, I could relate to that, because the fust time I ever called 
my Representative, who was my predecessor, John Broujos, was 
after I got my first occupational assessment tax as an attorney and 
found out I was supposed to pay the same amount that the senior 
partners were paying who made approximately 10 times what I 
was making. I did not think that was fair. I know a lot of people in 
here do not have a whole lot of sympathy for lawyers, but the fact 
is, you can have that same analogy for any number of other 
professions. The occupational assessment tax is inherently unfair. 

But there are problems with this bill; I will admit that, because 
my survey also indicated, as probably many of yours did, 
57 percent of the respondents said, if you are going to do tax 
reform, involve all units of local government; do not do it in a 
piecemeal fashion, and that is what I think we should be doing. I 
think we are making a mistake in that aspect. But I could be 
wrong, because when push came to shove and in that survey we 
asked the so-called push question - if you have to do them one at 
a time, which one goes first?- not surprisingly, 77 percent said if 
youare going to dothem one at atime, do school districts, because 
it is the school property tax that is the most onerous. That is what 
they said, and I think they would say the same thing today. 

But I would have to agree with some of the comments tonight 
and some of the comments I heard from the Senate. I would like 
to see a more comprehensive bill; I would like to see a bill that is 
more flexible, because frankly, my school districts do not benefit 
that immensely from the early tigures from a property tax point of 
view. You can look at the districts in Cumberland County, look at 
the ones in Dauphin County. Some of these ones here in the center 
part of the State do not get that big bump from a real estate tax 
reduction like other areas do, and that is because we have a 
significant occupational assessment tax. 

Some earlier speakers have talked about what I would like to 
call legislative heartbum, and let me tell you, in 1993-94 1 was in 
the minority, and I went back over my notes. I actually had a little 
diary there for a time where I kept track of what was going on. I 
thought I would publish it, but then I realized that I would be 
better offjust taking excerpts of the Democrat leader's speeches 
and publishing those; I think I would get a little bit farther with 
that, so I did not keep my diary going. But there was a lot of 
legislative heartbum back then in the minority, and it has not 
gotten a whole lot better in the majority. 

The process still is not a good process. The process still stinks. 
For that matter, I had the wisdom and the foresight, because of 
what I thought our agenda looked like, to plan two town meetings 
in May to talk about property tax reform, local tax reform, and I 
told everybody in my press release, come on out on May 7 and 
give me your input. Well, obviously the agenda is going to be a 
little bit different because we are voting a little bit sooner than I 
thought, but I will have.to be flexible whether or not SB 669 is. 

JOURNAL - HOUSE APRIL 29 
I am not in favor of Machiavelli. I do not think that the ends 

always justify the means, an&I certainly am not happy with the 
means in this situation. But let me suggest that local tax reform is 
the stereotype of a Gordian knot. Now, we have all heard about the 
Gordian knot, but let me refresh your recollection. There was a 
king named "Gordius," and Gordius tied a very intricate knot, so 
intricate and so large was it that an oracle claimed, if anyone can 
untie that knot, they will become the ruler of Asia. Alexander the 
Great heard about that. Alexander the Great took a look at that 
Gordian knot, and Alexander the Great took out his sword and cut 
it in half. You cannot untie the Gordian knot. A lot of us, like me, 
would like to spend a couple days on the floor of this House and 
try to untie the Gordian knot of tax reform and come up with 
something perfect, but when it comes right down to it, SB 669 may 
be about as good as we can do. 

I have read this. It is another fault of mine. If I had to try to 
forge a consensus on local tax reform with 203 members of the 
House, 50 members of the Senate, and a Governor, I do not know 
that I could do much better than SB 669, even though I would like 
to see some changes. If I looked, though, at just the stark numbers 
and focused solely on property tax reform and focused solely on 
the residents of my district, of my school districts, I could easily 
justify voting "no" - easily. I could say the best estimate that I 
have for any of my school districts of a property tax reduction is 
11 to 14 percent, and that may be high, and that is the best. 

Now, on the other hand I have got to admit, if you can make the 
system more equitable, and by switching from the occupational 
assessment tax to another I-percent income tax you are doing that, 
you are makimg it more equitable, but it would be simple to say, it 
is not fair; we do not get enough; I am going to vote "no." But that 
would be disingenuous, and I would be inconsistent, because it 
was just 2 days ago that I was before a separate audience, and I 
said to them, I quoted from Edmund Burke. Many of you have 
heard of Edmund Burke, a very famous 1700s English politician 
who was very, very much admired by our founders, by the 
founders of this nation, and Edmund Burke urged us to get beyond 
the individual concerns and interests of those who have sent us 
here, of those who have elected us. In fact, he said the duty of each 
member is to reason and judge about the good of the whole; the 
selfish wishes of parts of the nation have nothing to do with it. 

This is not a perfect bill, but it has a lot of elements of a good 
bill. It is not as simple as it should be, but it is simpler than a 
whole lot of other versions. It does give the taxpayers some 
choices, maybe not as much as they should have or would like to 
have, but it does give them some control. It does give some more 
equity to local taxes than we do have now. Is it as equitable as it 
could be or as each one of the 203 of us would have it? No, but 
each one of the 203 of us together would only create another 
Gordian knot. 

Let me suzest in closing that if we cannot pass this modest or, 
as it has been described by those on the other side of the aisle, 
meager form of tax relief, then we could never hope to do anything 
geater. We could never hope to have the reform that will give the 
property tax reform to my constituents, and I could sit back and 
say I will vote "no" because it does not help me as much, but that 
would hurt many of you, many of you who are also representing 
the whole Commonwealth and, 1 think like me, have to remember, 
as Edmund Burke said to his constituents in Bristol, he said, and 
I will paraphrase, you elect a member indeed, but when he is 
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elected, he is not a member from Cumberland or Greene or 
Columbia or Lancaster; he is a member of the General Assembly. 

For that reason I think this is the best we can do, the common 
good for the Commonwealth, and I urge an affirmative vote. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Cowell, on concurrence. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, when most of us have campaigned arguing for tax 

refonn, we usually have made the argument that we wanted to give 
to the locally elected officials more discretionary authority to 
decide what kind of mix of taxes would be most appropriate and 
most fair in their community or their school district, and that is a 
pretty simple approach. This bill that is before us now has some 
80 pages, 50 pages of which are devoted to this issue of tax 
reform, and the net effect of it, after 50 pages of words, is that in 
fact we give to locally elected officials less authority and less 
discretion than they have under the current law. We take so many 
pages to do so little and actually so many pages to in some ways 
take steps backwards. 

We will miss the opportunity, if we pass this bill, to address 
some of the really important issues that taxpayers have said ought 
to be a part of a tax reform package. In this package we do nothimg 
for counties; we do nothing for municipalities; we do nothing 
about assessment reform, something that so many have said must 
go hand in hand with any kmd of property tax, real property tax, 
reform; and again, we do nothing really to even enhance the 
authority of our locally elected school officials, those local school 
officials to whom we are often so deferential, around whom we so 
typically rally in the name of local control. Well, in this instance, 
we violate anything that has ever been argued on the floor of this 
House about local control when we meant it to reside in those 
locally elected officials; in this case, school officials. 

I think there are two major things wrong with the issue as it is 
presented to us today. The first is the process that we have 
followed, and a number of speakers have addressed this. I just 
underscore a couple of the points that we have not been allowed to 
debate, and I wonder why the majority leadership does not want us 
to debate some of the critical issues that are in this bill. We are 
here with a process that has denied Democratic and Republican 
members an opportunity t o  offer any amendment. It is as though 
some small group of people know it all and have all the answers. 

The previous speaker said that he was going to have to be kind 
of flexible in going to a town meeting that was supposed to be for 
the purpose of getting some input about tax reform. Anybody that 
has argued in favor of more citizen input, more taxpayer input, 
about what this legislation ought to look like, anybody that has 
made pronouncements about an interest in a bipartisan approach 
or an approach where there would be lots of fingelprints, lots of 
ownership of the ideas in the bill, they are going to really have to 
be flexible in explaining this one, because there are not very many 
fingerprints; there has not been very much input. Taxpayer and 
citizen scrutiny of this idea or this set of ideas is not welcome 
again here. We could put up a big sign: We do not want to hear 
from the constituents, we do not want them to think about this and 
inform us before we vote, and certainly we do not want any kind 
of bipartisan participation. And in fact, if we are a rank-and-file 
Democrat or Republican, our suggestions are not welcome, our 

amendments are not to even be offered, because that is the way the 
process has been structured. 

Why should we not be discussing on the floor, by discussing an 
amendment perhaps, whether we ought to extend these issues and 
these concepts to property tax reform as it applies to counties and 
municipalities as well as school districts? Those who argue for a 
very narrow approach may prevail, but why should we not debate 
it and let us decide with a majority vote on that issue what the 
scope of this tax reform will be? Why should we not really be 
discussing whether we want to give to local officials or even to the 
taxpayers a menu of options or whether we are going to prescribe 
in a very limited way the options they have available, and that is 
what this legislation does. It even says to the taxpayers - and we 
have heard that so many times; this is going to let the taxpayers 
decide - it really does not let the taxpayers decide much. It says 
they are going to get to vote on a couple of issues, important 
issues, but they are not really in community after community as 
taxpayers or as elected officials going to have the authority to craft 
answers that are most appropriate to that community. 

Why should we not have an opportunity to discuss here through 
amendments whether we will not only protect the dividends and 
the interest earnings of millionaires but also protect the salary that 
may be earned by some high school kid trying to save for 
college? Because this legislation does not provide, it does not 
mandate, an exemption for that high school kid's earnings, or the 
senior citizen who hies to make a couple of extra bucks to 
supplement. It does not prescribe, it does not mandate, protection 
there, but it surely protects the dividends and the interest earnings 
ofthe millionaires. We have heard the impassioned pleathat we do 
not do anything to touch the senior citizens. We heard that 
argument used to shoot down the Platts effort and 1 believe it was 
the Bill Lloyd effort or the Stetler effort to suspend the rules. 
We rallied around senior citizens there. But we are not really 
allowing a discussion here about protecting the salary that some 
senior citizen may be earning while working at McDonald's or 
Burger King while they try to supplement what they get from 
Social Security, but surely we protect the millions or the hundreds 
of thousands that are made in the form of unearned income by the 
millionaires in this State or those who are most wealthy, and I 
wonder if we would really come to the same conclusion that is 
represented in this bill if we had a chance to debate that issue alone 
in the form of an amendment. 

Surely it would make for a very interesting debate if there was 
an amendment that was allowed to be discussed where we asked 
all of us, Republican and Democrat, whether we want the 
taxpayers in most of our communities to support a $30-million tax 
credit that will go to a limited number of people, many of whom 
live in some of the richest school districts in this State. Where 
would you vote if that amendment were presented, and why have 
you not supported an opportunity for that amendment and the 
amendment to protect the earnings of the high school kid or the 
senior citizenworking at McDonald's or any of these other issues 
to be debated here? Why will the majority allow this to be shoved 
down your throat as well as ours? 

And it is your vote that has allowed this scenario to come into 
play and to be played out, because you have protectedthe interests 
of those who do not want to allow a debate, do not want to allow 
any of us, Republican or Democrat, to look at these issues, issue 
by issue by issue, because if we do it that way, this language in this 
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bill will not withstand public scrutiny. It will not withstand 
legislative scrutiny. It will not withstand the legislative vote, the 
legislative test of a vote, issue by issue by issue. It will fall; it will 
crumble pretty quickly. 

The other problem with this bill is it is absolutely wrong for 
school districts. There has been a lot of rallying around the issue 
of property taxes again and that this is going to allow property 
taxes to be reduced. Let us remember why there is a property tax 
problem in this State. It has its roots here in this House and in this 
Senate, in this General Assembly. It has its roots in Harrisburg. 
The high property taxes that exist in so many of our school 
districts, property taxes that have been raised even higher in recent 
years, have been caused by decisions made here. When we gave 
our school districts no increase at all just a couple of years ago, we 
caused them to raise their taxes. When special education costs go 
up by hundreds of millions of dollars but we pat ourselves on the 
back when we give no increase or a $20-million increase or even 
a $43-million increase, let us remember that we are driving up the 
property taxes in those school districts by the decisions that we 
make here. So what is our answer? Instead of stepping up to the 
plate and using some of the hundreds of millions of dollars of 
surplus that we have available now to really provide property tax 
relief, to provide tax relief to our local taxpayers, we instead allow 
them to argue among themselves about who will pay the bill. 

We are ducking the real issue; we are ducking our real 
responsibility to pay for some of these thiigs. We are ignoring the 
fact that we have caused school taxes to go up all over this State, 
and so we are going to pat ourselves on the back because we 
passed something that will allow some of the burden to be shifted 
from some homeowners, in some cases, to the newspaper boy who 
is saving for college, or to a senior citizen working at McDonald's 
who is renting and working at McDonald's trying to supplement 
their Social Security earnings, and we are shifting some of the 
burden to them, and we are going to pat ourselves on the back and 
say we did something about local taxes? Shame on us. 

Mr. Speaker, the worst impact will be felt by some of the 
districts that are already distressed or nearly distressed, because we 
are going to say to those districts and to the kids in those districts 
as well as the taxpayers, we have not been willing to adequately 
fund you, and we know 200 of our school districts, many of them 
rural, poor districts, are suing the State. We are going to say to 
them, we are not going to just stop at not giving you enough 
State money, we are not going to just stop at not providing you 
a fair share of State money, we are going to cripple your ability 
to solve the problem yourself by the k i d s  of caps that we 
create in this legislation, caps, again, that we have not been 
willing to debate as a separate issue because they are buried in this 
take-all-of-it-leave-all-of-it package. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am really curious, and I would ask everybody to 
think how your district will handle this. I am curious how the 
calendar will work in terms of these issues. This legislation says 
that a school district that needs to take to the referendum, needs to 
take to the voters in their district, a proposed tax increase that 
exceeds the modest cap here must do it in the primary preceding 
the fiscal year when that will take effect. That means this year they 
would have to do it in May; in some years they would have to do 
it in April. They are not required to pass their budget until the end 
of June, of course. In a typical year in Harrisburg, we do not pass 
the State budget until May or June or even July, and of course, it 

is what we put in that State budget for schools that ultimately 
determines how much any oneof our school districts will have to 
raise locally. How, realistically, can we say to school officials in 
any one of our districts, you have to know how much you are 
going to bave to raise and you are going to have to determine if 
you need to go to the taxpayers through this referendum route in 
April or May in your district when we have not told you in May or 
June or even July bow much we are going to send to your school 
district ? How is that going to work ? 

Last week we reacted, a majority reacted here, in an effort to 
silence one school director who got a little too noisy advocating 
for his district, and we took extraordinary measures to make sure 
that no school will close. I would predict that we are creating a 
scenario with this legislation where we may cause schools to close. 
We may cause, we certainly will, we certainly will cause school 
districts to dramatically cut back on the quality of their education 
program, because we will make decisions in May or June, if not 
this year, and this year is pretty well moving by, but next year or 
the year after or some year in the not too distant future, we will 
make decisions in May or June or July telling them that they are 
getting something, or maybe, as we did just a couple of years ago, 
telling them that they are getting nothing, but then also having 
expected them to anticipate that a couple months earlier. The logic 
does not work; the calendar does not work. We are doing a 
disservice to those school officials, those elected school officials, 
whom we typically rally around and want to defer to. 

Mr. Speaker, this bas been a bad process, because we have not 
had the opportunity to debate the real issues tbat we ought to be 
debating, Republican and Democrat, as part of a tax reform 
package. Republican and Democrat alike, we have been denied the 
opportunity to debate any specific issues, to consider any specific 
amendments. Some other tiny group of people in some comer of 
this Capitol believe they know it all and they know best and the 
rest of us have nothing to contribute, and we do not need to bother 
with the public reading this stuff for even 24 or 48 hours. And the 
effect of all of this sooner or later, and I would argue it will be 
sooner than we think, will be to cripple our school districts, 
particularly in districts that are already hard pressed, where 
students do not have computers, do not have advanced placement 
courses, do not have certified teachers, to cause in those school 
districts a further erosion of the education programs for mose kids. 

In closing, I am almost tempted to urge the Republican 
members to vote for this, because keep in mind, it says those 
referendum questions have got to be on the ballot at primary time. 
You are going to be up for reelection not this year but probably in 
the spring of 2000, just about the time this really starts to take its 
toll, and if school officials are able to put the tax-increase question 
on the ballot, the issue will be to vote for the tax increase or to 
replace the guy or gal who did not bring enough money back from 
Hanisburg that would have avoided the need for the tax increase. 
It will be an interesting dilemma for those of you who will be on 
tbat primary ballot. Good luck. 

But in the meantime, I would urge a more altruistic view. Let 
us change this process, let us allow a more meaningful process, 
and let us work to effect tax reform legislation that in fact will be 
fair, tbat will be significant, and at the same time let us not use it 
as an excuse to abdicate our own responsibility to have the State 
pay amore fair share so that even without this legislation, property 
taxes could decrease in every one of our school districts if only we 
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would spend some of the State money, or I should say the local I have a voice in this legislation, that we were never given the 
money &at has accumulated andbeen hoarded at the State level by 
us for the last couple of years. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. McCall, 
seek recognition ? 

opportunity to have input on-this legislation, and I resent that, 
Mr. Speaker. I resent the fact that the members on this side of the 
aisle, who represent at least 5 million people in this 
Commonwealth, our voices were not heard when it came time to 
have input on SB 669, and that is wrong. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD I This legislation does absolutely nothing - zero - for county 
governments and for local govemments, and the county that I 

issue on the minds of my constituents. 
Few nuisance taxes are more despised than the occupational 

assessment tax. This bill proposes a method by which the occupational 
assessment tax, as well as other nuisance taxes, can be eliminated. 

The amusement tax is very beneficial to my district. SB 669 proposes 
to freeze the revenue our school districts may generate from the 
amusement tax. I would have preferred that no changes were made to the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. While the gentleman is 
approaching the microphone, the Chair understands that the 
gentleman, Mr. Maitland, has remarks to submit for the record. If 
the gentleman would submit those to the clerk. The Chair thanks 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MAITLAND submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, 1 rise tonight in support of SB 669, the School Property 
Tax Control Act. From my first campaign for office in 1992 to this very 
day, local school property tax reform has been the single most important 

amusement raw, but the compromise contained in this bill is far preferable 
to a total repeal of the amusement tax. I believe that my municipalities can 
accept this aspect of the bill. 

1 approve of the back-end referendum as a necessary taxpayer 
protection measure. There are safeguards in the bill for rapidly growing 
school districts l i e  mine which ensure necessary revenue for expansion. 

No hill such as this can be "perfect" in the eyes of 
203 Representatives, 50 Senators, a Governor, or all 12 million people in 
Pennsylvania Certainly SB 669 is not perfect. However, I do see this hill 
as a beneficial measure and a step in the right direction for the citizens of 
the 91st Legislative District. 

I urge your affirmative vote for SB 669. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

- 
represent, Carbon County, we are going through a court-ordered 
reassessment as I speak at this microphone right now, something 
that has been mandated by the courts. This legislation does nothing 
for assessment reform. It is something that I think should have 
been addressed in this legislation. The commissioners in 
Carbon County certainly need the tools for them to do their job, 
and they need the tools now more than ever to reform the tax 
structure on the county level, and we are not giving them the tools 
and we are not giving the tools to the local governments as well. 

And I think when you listened to the debate from the 
gentleman, Mr. Veon, I think one of the things, one of the most 
important things, is that this bill does absolutely nothing for 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Carbon 
County, Mr. McCall, is recognized on concurrence. 

Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand and ask the members of the House to 

oppose SB 669, and I, too, do it with a lot of reluctance, because 
I think most of us who are debating the issue of tax reform have 
talked to our constituents pretty much on a regular basis about the 
importance of tax reform in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
And I supported the homestead exemption last year, and I went 
around to the people in my district and told them how important it 
was to pass the homestead exemption, and I think we all did that, 
and we did that, I think, with the anticipation that we were going 
to do comprehensive tax reform in the Commonwealth. That is not 
occurring with this legislation. 

We all understand that it is a difficult task, that we walk a fine 
line, and that this issue really is an issue that has to be 
compromised by all of the individuals in this House of 
Representatives, and I think the thing that irks me the most and the 
thing that 1 resent the most is that the people I represent did not 

- 
working men and working women in this Commonwealth, and I 
would challenge the members 011 the other side of the aisle to just 
sit down and do the math. Do the mathematics on what you are 
trying to shove down our throats tonight, and you are going to find 
out that you are picking the pockets of working men and working 
women again in this Commonwealth, and again 1 think that is 
wrong. 

The question I t h i i  we have to ask is, when are we going to do 
something for working men and working women? When are we 
going to stop picking their pockets? Three and a half billion 
dollars in tax decreases to our largest corporations, we increase the 
taxes on gasoline, property taxes have increased by almost a 
billion dollars under this administration because of the lack of 
support for school districts, and here we are implementing a tax 
reform bill that is just going to increase taxes on working families, 
working men and women, and, Mr. Speaker, that is wrong. 

I think what really adds insult to injury to me personally is 
when I look at section 8713, the State-tax-credit section of this 
legislation, and it reads, "A CREDIT AGAINST PERSONAL 
INCOME TAX DUE TO THE COMMONWEALTH UNDER 
SECTION 302 OF THE TAX REFORM CODE SHALL BE 
GRANTED TO ALL NONRESIDENTS OF A CITY OF THE 
FIRST CLASS WHO ARE SUBJECT TO A TAX IMPOSED BY 
A c I n  OF THE FIRST CLASS PURSUANT TO THE ACT OF 
AUGUST 5, I932 ... REFERRED TO AS THE STERLING ACT." 
And we know what the Sterling Act is; it is a wage tax paid by 
persons who work in the city of Philadelphia. "THE CREDIT 
SHALL EQUAL 0.2756% OF SALARIES, WAGES, 
COMMISSIONS, COMPENSATTON OR OTHER INCOME 
RECEIVED FOR WORK DONE OR SERVICES PERFORMED 
WITHIN A CITY OF THE FIRST CLASS. THE SECRETARY 
OF REVENUE SHALL PROMULGATE SUCH REGULATIONS 

1 AND FORMS AS ARE NECESSARY TO IMPLEMENT THE 
PROVISIONS OF THIS SUBSECTION." And I guess the 
question you have to ask is, where does that money come from? 
If I lived in Bucks, Montgomery, or Delaware County, I think I 
would be voting for this bill, but 1 do not. The people that I 
represent are golng to foot the bill for this, and the people in 
Cumberland County, the people In Lebanon County, the people in 



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

Mr. McCALL. Again, Mr. Speaker, I think the simple fact that 
the residents of Carbon County and the residents of northeastern 
Pennsylvania, the residents of Allegheny County, have to foot the 
bill for the imposition of this tax credit, and therefore, under the 
uniformity clause of taxation, "All taxes shall be uniform, upon the 
same class of subjects, within the temtorial limits of the authority 
levying the tax, and shall be levied and collected under general 
laws." and. Mr. Soeaker. I think it violates that section and that it 
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should be declared unconstitutional. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, 

seek recognition? 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. PERZEL. -under section 1 of the uniformity it says, 

"All taxes shall be uniform, upon the same class of subjects ...." 
This is the same class of subjects, Mr. Speaker, and I would like to 
remind the members that this is about giving local people the 
opportunity of deciding what their tax structure should be. This is 
implementing the homestead. That is entirely constitutional. It is 
about a front-end referendum and a back-end referendum, and that 
is constitutional, Mr. Speaker. 

1 would urge the members to vote "no" on the motion that this 

Lancaster County, Lehigh, Northampton County, Allegheny 
County, Luzerne County, Lackawanna County, the people in all 
those counties, all the counties outside of that four-county area, are 
going to pay that $30 million. That is not fair. 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. McCALL. As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, I think it is 
unconstitutional. So what I want to do is, I want to move that this 
bill violates the uniformity clause of the Constitution. I will cite 
Article VIII, section 1, of the Pennsylvania Constitution and ask 
that this bill be declared unconstitutional because it violates the 
uniformity clause of our Constitution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. McCall, 
raises a point of order that SB 669 is unconstitutional. The 
Speaker, under rule 4, is required to submit questions affecting the 
constitutionality of a bill to the House for decision, which the 
Chair now does. 

Would the gentleman please restate the section of the 
Constitution that he relies on ? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes, Mr. Speaker. It is Article VIII, section 1. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Article VIII, section 1. 

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

Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Buxton 
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Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
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Boyes 
Browne 
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Civera 
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CIYmer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Come11 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGimlamo 

Druce 
Egoif 
Fairchild 

cuny  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Eachus 
Evans 

Allen 
Bebko-Jones 
Butkovitz 

HOUSE 
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Flick McGill 
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Henhey Plans 
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Hutchinson Raymond 
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Krebs Reinard 
Lawless Rieger 
Leh Rohrer 
Lynch Ross 
Maher Rubley 
Maitland Sainato 
Major Sather 

George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
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larolin 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrona 

Manderino 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
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Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Strimnaner 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Waugh 
Wilt ~~. 
Wogan 
Wright, M. N 
Yewcie 
Zimmerman 

Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 

Laughlin Roberts Walko 
Lederer Robinson Washington 
Lescovitz Roebuck Williams, A. H. 
Levdansky Rooney Williams, C. 
Lloyd Santoni Wojnaroski 
Lucyk Scrimenti Youngblood 

NOT VOTING-3 

Horsey Kaiser 

Cohen, M. Itkin Ryan. 
Colaluo Petrarca Speaker 
Dally Phillips - 

is not constitutional. It is constitutional, Mr. Speaker. I 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill ? On the question recurring, 

Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those voting "aye" will be voting 
to declare the bill to be constitutional; those voting wno,3 will be 
voting to declare the bill unconstitutional. 

The following roll call was recorded: 1 amendments ? 

The majority having voted in the affumative, the question was 
determined in the affmative and the constitutionality of the bill 
was sustained. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Dauphm County, Mr. McNaughton, on 
concurrence. 

Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, tonight we have an opportunity to implement the 

homestead amendment, and, Mr. Speaker, I h o w  that 
implementing the homestead amendment is what the taxpayers of 
this Commonwealth told us to do last November. 

Is this a perfect hill, Mr. Speaker? I would submit to you that 
it is not. In my opinion, this hiU does not go far enough to help the 
majority of taxpayers. I would suggest that we owe it to the 
taxpayers to control property taxes at the county and municipal 
levels as well, and I am disappointed that this piece of legislation 
does not address these taxing authorities. However, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not helieve that I should stand in the way of implementation 
of the homestead amendment, and this bill is a good first step in 
giving school districts new revenue options, because it gets rid of 
nuisance taxes for taxpayers whose dishicts choose a new tax 
structure. 

In some of my school districts, if you make $1,000, you pay 
$250 in taxes. That is a tax burden of 25 percent, Mr. Speaker. If 
you do not helieve that a 25-percent tax burden on $1,000 of 
income is ridiculous, I do not know what is, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill also gives the local taxpayers more 
control over how schools are spending tax dollars and raising 
revenues. And lastly, Mr. Speaker, we must keep in mind that this 
plan is strictly voluntary. 

My constituents sent me here to do a job, and that part of my 
job is to vote their voice, Mr. Speaker. I was told overwhelmingly 
by my constituents that they want the homestead amendment 
implemented. This is the first step hut not my fmal step in 
implementing the homestead amendment. I would urge my 
colleagues to work, as I will, toward providing local taxpayers a 
similar choice to control property taxes at the county and 
municipal levels. We owe it to the citizens of the Commonwealth 
to provide relief at all levels, and, Mr. Speaker, I would urge my 
colleagues to vote "yes" on concurrence. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Adolph, on concurrence. 

Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to speak on concurrence. I had a real long speech tonight, 

but Representative Masland picked it up and he took my speech. 
1 have been talking about local tax reform since I have been 

here, and 1 am glad after tonight we will not have to speak about 
local tax reform in this chamber again. My fmt  6 years up here, I 
saw how we played ping-pong with one hill, sent it to the Senate, 
the Senate sent it hack here; we get another hill, we vote it, we put 
all our amendments in there, the Senate hever moves it; the Senate 
sends us a hill, the taxpayers never got any relief. As a local public 
official for 9 years, as a townsh~p commissioner, my phone calls 
came in to me not about township taxes or about county property 
taxes, it was still school taxes. 

It would be nice if we had property tax relief for county and 
township taxes as well, hut without a doubt, school property taxes 
is the number one problem out there. I just want to remind my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle what we will accomplish with 
t h ~ s  bill. It is not a perfect bill, hut you know something? As a 
politician, you have to compromise. In order to accomplish 
something up here, you have to he willing to compromise. I fought 

like heck to get something done today with the Philadelphia city 
wage tax; we got it accomplished. 

Now, people in my district that have been working in the city 
of Philadelphia for 20 or 30 years will receive tax relief with this 
hill. They will receive approximately 20-percent tax relief. They 
will also have an opportunity to vote at the ballot whether the rest 
of the school dishicts will also receive additional money from the 
State so everybody will receive additional tax relief. 

Will some taxpayers receive a windfall from this? Yes, they 
will, but the people that we really tried to help with local tax 
reform, and that is the senior citizens living on fixed incomes, they 
will receive tax relief; they will receive a tax reduction. Will 
Bill Adolph pay more taxes as a result of this if it passes hack 
home? Yes, I am going to pay more taxes. Will my mother and 
€ather pay less taxes as a result of this? Absolutely, they will pay 
less taxes. So we are accomplishmg somethmg here tonight that we 
were not able to accomplish with prior leadership. 

I heard the same thing the night we were here for workers' 
compensation, how this is not going to work. Well, I just want to 
remind my colleagues on both sides of the aisle that workers' 
compensation rates in the State of Pennsylvania have gone down 
close to 30 percent since we passed that law, and I think 4 years 
from now those senior citizens that we came up here to help with 
local tax reform, we will help them, and they will appreciate it. 

I urge my colleagues to support SB 669. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Walko, on concurrence. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It has indeed been a long and windmg road to tax reform, hut 

I want to say the bridge is out. This is not the way to go. 
First of all, with regard to process, process in a democracy is 

important, and frankly, I am personally disappointed in the body 
in which I am involved for the processes we are using to enact 
very important legislation. We are failing to seize opportunities. 
We are rushing thmgs through. This hill is still warm, and I think 
that is a shame, and on that basis alone I could vote "no." 

This legislation leaves renters out of the picture, and if anyone 
believes that renters do not pay property taxes, I think they helieve 
Peter Pan is going to sail down from that gallery and swoop up to 
the rostrum, because they do, and their taxes are not going to go 
down. 

The city of Pittsburgh, which I represent, is not helped; we are 
left out. At first blush, this legislation would seem to he simply 
irrelevant to Pittshurgh, hut with a closer look, we can see that it 
will probably hurt Pittshurgh if this is enacted. Any tax change - 
any tax change - which the taxpayers may adopt will not even 
permit the city of Pittshurgh to reduce real estate taxes, and 
certainly the people of Pittshurgh do need lower real estate taxes. 

All the while, we are not dealing with one of the major property 
issues which the city of Pittshurgh, like Johnstown, Washington, 
PA, Bethlehem, Allentown, Erie, and so many other cities in 
Pennsylvania face, we are not dealing with the mother of all 
unfunded mandates - the State-mandated real estate tax 
exemption. Cities like Pittsburgh, with 50 percent of its assessed 
real estate being tax exempt, are victimized by that State mandate, 
and this legislation does not even begin to address it, and that State 
mandate allows regional facilities, regional serving facilities like 
universities, hospitals, State and Federal office buildings, to escape 
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any city taxation without any mechanism for the city to recoup the 
cost of fue and police and other services rendered to them. 

And at the same time, this legislation is a windfall of $18 to 
$25 million per year to the residents of the suburban bedroom 
communities of Philadelphia. Some of the wealthiest school 
districts in Pemsylvania are going to get a windfall of $18 to 
$25 million, and my city of Pittsburgh is going to be zapped. 

I urge nonconcurrence, Mr. Speaker. Let us give the taxpayers 
the fmt  word, the last word, and all the words in how they shape 
their tax reform. Let us not pick and choose as this bill does. Let 
us not force them to reduce certain k i d s  of taxes fust. Let us let 
them decide on what taxes to reduce. Let us let them decide which 
are the most onerous in their municipalities. 

I say fmally, let us nonconcur on this bill, and let us take the 
opportunity of 8 weeks ahead before June 30, let us take the 
opportunity to work on real tax reform, real property tax reduction. 
Carpe diem; seize the day. Let us seize the day for real property 
tax reduction. Let us address unfunded mandates in Pemsylvania. 
Let us address school equity financing. Let us address the need for 
the State to pay more of its fair share of educating our young 
people. 

Carpe diem, Mr. Speaker, and thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Luzeme County, Mr. Jaroli, is recognized 

on concurrence. 
Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am not going to be long winded in any way whatsoever. 

Glancing over this bill, I think the State would have been right if 
we had increased the subsidy to the school districts a percentage 
each year so we could get up to the 50-percent funding. That is 
number one. 

You know, we predicted a $580-million surplus last year. 
That is not counting the surpluses that were in the other 
depments.  This particular year, as it stands right now, in excess 
of $400 million, and that is not counting the surpluses in each and 
every department in Pennsylvania. 

Our people up there in northeastern Pennsylvania are being 
taxed to the hilt as far as the school districts are concerned, and 
gosh, they need it. My particular area school disnict, Nanticoke up 
there, has just broken ground for a new high school or a new 
elementary school, whatever is necessary. However, with the 
amount of money that we are going to be appropriating through 
this particular piece of legislation, it is certainly going to help. 
However, the city of Nanticoke is in the same straits. They are just 
as bad off as the school district. 

This will help my school district, and I reluctantly am going to 
vote "yes." Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. Michlovic, on concurrence. 

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I find it ironic in these debates about fiscal policy 

in this Commonwealth that the administration and the 
Republicans' position about the state of our fiscal state has always 
been rather conservative, underestimating the numbers throughout 
the budget process when we are dealing with state figures. 
~ ~ ~ ~ h i l ~ ,  the predictions for the school districts and the 
economy that they are to be confronted with appears from the 
contents of this legislation to be a very rosy picture indeed. In fact, 
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there is no circumstance or there is no condition prescribed in the 
legislation for an economy tirat is failing, an economy that is in 
recession, and we are not always going to have a rosy picture on 
the national, State, or local level. Indeed, that can change at any 
time, as we have seen in recent revelations about the Corestates 
moving out of the southeastern part of the State. Any day we may 
hear of a takeover of Mellon Bank out in western Pennsylvania. 
Those kinds of developments can change an economy in a region 
or even in the district that are dramatic. I know; I come from a 
district that has abandoned steel mills, and we had dealt with 
shutdowns some 15 years ago. We are trying to recover from that, 
but we have still not recovered from those kinds of economic 
changes in our local economy. And if that were to occur in a 
region or a school district - it could be your district; a company 
shuts down, is bought out, moves out -there should be some ~ m d  
of an arrangement in this legislation to allow that school district to 
change their tax system without going through a long; drawn-out 
referendum, and there is none. Now, that is a fatal weakness that 
one of us or some of us are going to face before too long after this 
legislation is passed, and we are going to rue the day that we voted 
for this piece of legislation. 

I think this weakness, along with the shifting of the tax burden 
from business to wage eamers, the other problems that people have 
brought up earlier about the Sterling tax, giving tax credits to some 
of the wealthiest, wealthiest parts of the State from all the rest of 
the State, all the rest of us have to pay that bill. Now, 1 m i a t  agree 
that you have a problem with your taxes in southeastern 
Pennsylvania, but I do not think the solution to that problem is for 
all the rest of us to pick up the bill, to pick up the tax credit, and 
that is exactly what you are foisting on us in this legislation. 

The bait-and-switch premise and promise in this legislation is 
another part of it that gives me pause. The promise of tax relief, 
but then to take it away with this rear-end referendum, I think, is 
a really bad precedent. I think it is something that is going to really 
thwart public trust in our promises, in our delivery of those 
promises. 

And again, the other flaw that was mentioned: A great many of 
Pennsylvanians are not homeowners, are not property owners, but 
renters. 

For all of those reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am going to oppose 
SB 669, and I would ask my colleagues on the floor to do likewise. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from Tioga County, Mr. Baker, has remarks which he 
would l i e  to submit forthe record. The gentleman will submit the 
remarks to the clerk. 

Mr. BAKER submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Thank you; Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to reluctantly support this bill. 1 believe this bill does not go far 

enough. It does not help our counties. boroughs. or townships. and 1 doubt 
that it will help some of our school districts. Bu5 it is yet another first step 
to achieve local tax refom. This le_eislation is a first step in addressinp 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

local citizens' concerns in favor of school district property tax reform. 
Yes, it is a beginning but not a totalsolution or panacea 

SB 669 provides an element of choice for taxpaying citizens and 
school districts. 

SB 669 increases potentially taxpayer participation through front- and 
back-end referenda The legislation requires an option in and approval 
of future increased taxes by voters through a back-end referendum. 
Research indicates that real estate school taxes have increased 
statewide by twice the rate of inflation. All across my legislative 
district, encompassing five school districts, citizens have asked for 
school district property tax reform. They want a reduction on the 
reliance of prop- taxes and more on the ability to Pay (a tax shift to 
income rather than real estate). 
This legislation will allow dollar-for-dollar reductions. . Nuisance taxes could be abolished. 
SB 669 encourages greater taxpayer participation by allowing 
voters~taxpayers to approve certain future tax increases or to reject 
them. 
Allows less government control and more taxpayer control - high 
priority issue. 
Pro-taxpayer. Majority of citizens who pay the bills for school districts 
approve of some form of tax reform. 
Allows potential significant property tax reductions for some school 
districts. . Senior citizens and our farmen could substantially benefit. A 
farmstead exemption is provided within SB 669. 
SB 669, although not as strong, flexible, or comprehensive as tax 

reform passed earlier in the Pennsylvania House of Representatives when 
we approved HB 2202, is yet another first step in tax reform to give our 
taxpayers more options and control as it applies to enhanced participation 
in school district local tax decisions. This is a very historic step in tax 
reform and reflects the majority will of my constituents. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Note: 62 percent of the people voted in Pennsylvania for homestead tax 
exemption in last year's referendum ballot. 
Note: This legislation passed the Senate on 4/29/98 by a vote of 27-23. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Coy, who requests that 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen, be taken off the 
leave list and placed back on the master roll. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

some thanks going out to them - people like Chairman Boyes and 
Chairman TreUo, who have worked very hard and diligently over 
the years as of the r i c e  committee to bring this issue 
to the forefront; people like Tommy Tigue, from your side of the 
aisle, who has worked very hard on this issue, to not only bring 

but who has the State and to 
&Payers with Our task force as we have traveled. 

Also, 1 would like to thank Senator Hart, Sewtor Jubelirer, and 
our majority leader, Representative Perzel, for finally bringing this 
vote to the House floor. 

Again, I ask tonight that we end what we have been doing for 
32 years - and that is, yelling to bring tax reform to the voters of 
Pennsylvania - and pass this bill and finally deliver tax reform. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Pistella, on concurrence. 

Mr. PISELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As the gentleman has most recently pointed out, this has in fact 

been a very long, long trip. I recall when I f m t  came to the 
legislature a number of years ago people like Jack Seltzer, who 
was serving as the speaker, and at the time M~~ R~~ was the 
majority leader. On our side of the aisle, the minority leader was 
Lee Irvis. The Finance Committee at that time was chaired by 
Ben Wilson on the Republican side and Jackie Brunner from 
Burgettstown On the side the aisle. At that time 
Ben Wilson talked about an effort to undertake tax reform. That is 
going back now about 20 years or so. Since that time, this 
discussion has taken place in different forums on both sides of the 
aisle and in an unbiased fashion with the formation of a local tax 
reform caucus. 

But what seems to have been the impetus to move this 
legislation forward was something that was referred to by the 
majority leader earlier in his debate and discussion, which was the 
homestead tax vote of November of 1997, and quoting the 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 669 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Mr. Saylor, on concurrence. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Tonight I I going to keep my remarks short and just basically 

say that I believe that this bill does a lot of things that we need to 
do back home in ow districts with tax reform. As earlier you heard 
all the %reat things and some of the shortcomings of this 
legislation, that may be true, but this legislation has been 30 years 
in coming to this point, and for once we can go home to the voters 
and taxpayers of our districts and say we have started something 
and we have accomplished something that we promised you we 
were going to do for the last 32 years. 

But before we end this session and cast our fmal votes tonight, 
I think certain people of this General Assembly deserve to have 

majority leader this evening, he said not once but on G o  s e k t e  
occasions, including a response to the gentleman, Mr. Sturla's 
comments in an attempt to suspend the rules, that 60 or 62 percent 
of the voters in Pennsylvania that voted in November of 1997 
wanted local tax reform. That is what this issue is about, that is 
what this legislation is about, and that is what he is asking you to 
concur upon. 

I would like to read into the record, Mr. Speaker, the following: 
"Shall the Pennsylvania Constitution be amended to permit the 
enactment of legislation authorizing local taxing authorities to 
exclude from taxation an amount based on the assessed value of 
homestead property, with the limitations that the exclusions shall 
not exceed one-half of the median assessed value of all homestead 
property within the taxing jurisdiction and that the taxing authority 
may not increase the millage rate of its tax on real property to pay 
for the exclusions?" 

Mr. Speaker, that was what 62 percent of the voters in 
Pennsylvania voted upon in November of 1997. They did not vote 
in favor of shifting to an earned income tax, they did not vote for 
a front-end or back-end referendum, and they did not vote to 
eliminate nuisance taxes in school districts. They voted for a local 
homestead tax exemption. And I realize the majority leader will 
probably take the microphone at some point and stand up and say, 
well, that is included in here. He is absolutely right; it is included 
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in here. This piece of legislation, SB 669, is 80 pages long. Let me 
tell you, right now section 8584, on pages 53 to 57, and 
section 8586, on pages 58 and 59, a grand total of 6 pages, deal 
with the issue of the homestead tax exemption. That is what 69 or 
62 percent of the people that voted in November's 1997 election 
on the constitutional question voted on. Because there is no 
language addressing all of the other material contained in SB 669 
does not give this legislature permission to do all the other things 
contained within this hill. I have said this publicly to the 
newspapers, and I say it again here on the floor of the House. 

Instead, what has happened with the conspiracy of the 
Republican leadership in the Senate and the Republican leadership 
in this House is that they are prepared to perpetrate upon our 
constituents a bait-and-switch tactic. This is the type of classic 
tactic that our constituents loathe as consumers, and I am afraid 
they will come to loathe this bait-and-switch tactic on this piece of 
legislation as taxpayers. 

It is because this legislation goes far beyond what we were 
given as a mandate by a referendum question that I respectfully 
rise to say that I am not going to vote to concur, and I would 
encourage my colleagues not to concur on this legislation also. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Indiana County, Ms. Steelman, on concurrence. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have been following the debate so far with considerable 

interest, particularly the remarks from the other side of the aisle 
that have emphasized how very important it is that we should let 
our constituents across the State decide in what manner they would 
wish to be taxed and how critical it is that we should do this 
through a referendum, and I agree, and indeed, I am very happy, 
since I am generally interested in referenda, to hear so much 
support, particularly from the majority leader, for the idea of 
putting important policy questions before the voters. 

I would l i e  to propose a front-end referendum that asks a very 
important hut very simple question. The question is, do we want 
simply to shift taxes -do we want to increase earned income taxes 
by 200 percent for renters, for working seniors, for working 
families with children - or do we actually want to fulfill the 
promise of the homestead exemption and reduce property taxes 
without tax shifting to other members of our constituency? We 
could in faet do that. We have a surplus, we have natural revenue 
growth, and in future years, we could, by instituting reasonable 
economies such as the abolition of tens of millions of dollars 
tucked into current budgets to support the current incarnation of 
WAM (walking-around money) grants or the incalculable savings 
that could be realized by competitive bidding for bond counsel, we 
could continue to reduce property taxes without tax shifting to 
other members of our constituencies. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

Ms. STEELMAN. So, Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask for a 
suspension of the rules in order to introduce an amendment that 
would put a referendum question before the population asking, 
shall the Commonwealth reimburse school dimicts for revenue 
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The SPEAKERpro tempore. Is it the Chair's understanding that 

the lady's amendment number is A2429? 
Ms. STEELMAN. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady, Ms. Steelman, moves 

that the rules of the House be suspended so that she may 
immediately offer amendment A2429 to SB 669. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, defer to the lady, Ms. Steelman ? The gentleman 
does. The lady is in order on her motion. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Mr. Speaker, the question is very simple: Do 
you want to give your constituents the opportunity to decide on 
their taxing system? Do you want to give your constituents the 
oppomity to decide whether they should increase their own taxes 
or whether they should reduce their own taxes? That is the 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. I will make it quick, Mr. Speaker. 
There is already a referendum in the bill, Mr. Speaker, that the 

people can vote up or down. I would strongly urge the members to 
vote against the motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the second time, 
Ms. Steelman. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The majority leader has become so accustomed to forcing 

members of the House to vote either up or down that he believes 
that he can safely force the same k i d  of choice on the citizens of 
the Commonwealth, hut it is within the power of the members of 
the House to offer to our constituents a greater freedom and a 
greater power of decision than most of us at this point are able to 
assume for ourselves. And if the opportunity to control one's own 
destiny is a good, let me remind you of another British political 
philosopher, Jeremy Bentham, and his comment that the role of 
representative government is to seek the greatest good of the 
greatest number, and by permitting this referendum, by offering 
your constituents the opportunity to choose whether they want 
their taxes reduced or only shifted, you will indeed he promoting 
the greater good. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-92 

Banisto Eachus Markosek Shaner 
Belardi Evans Mayemik Staback 
Belfanti Georse McCall Stairs 
Bishop Gigliani McGeehan Steelman 
Blaurn Gordner Melio 
Boscola 

Sterler 
Gruitza Michlovic Studa 

Buxton Haluska Mundy Surra 
CalWirone Hanna Myers Tanoreni 
Cam Harhai Olasz Thomas 
Cacorio James Oliver Tieue 
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Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Daley 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 

Adolph 

Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Mandenno 

Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 

~ r g a i l  ~ e e s e  Maitland Schroder 
Armsvong Fichter Major Schuler 
Baker Fleagle Marsico Semmel 
Bard Flick Masland Serafini 
Barley Forcier McGill Seyfert 

Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, A. H. 
Williams, C. 
Wojnaroski 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Saylor 

Barrar 
Benninghaff 
Birmelin 

does not come back to that four-county area in services. We really 
do - the four-county area - subsidize all the other areas of this 
great Commonwealth. 

I ask for concurrence on SB 669. Thanks. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman *om Fayette County, Mr. Shaner, on concurrence. The 
gentleman waives off. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, for the second 
time on concurrence. 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, rise for a brief 

Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Camne 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Comell 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lynch 

Mcllhattan 
Mdlhinney 
McNaughton 
Micowie 
Miller 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Orie 
Perzel 
P~PPY 
Platts 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 

Stem 
Stevenson 
Strimatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waueh 
wilt- 
wogan 
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmeman 
zug 

interrogation ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, 

indicates that he is willing to stand for interrogation. The 
gentleman is in order. - 

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, under the definition of what qualifies for a 

homestead, if I have a constituent that has a lease-purchase 
agreement on their house, would they qualify for the homestead? 

Mr. PERZEL. Page 27, lime 5; I believe your answer is there, 
and the answer is yes. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
And does that lease-purchase agreement need to be in place at 

the time that the homestead is fust established, or can that be just 
like any other purchase of a home, whenever I establish that 
lease-purchase, so if I am renting a property now and I get my 
landlord to agree to lease-purchase it to me, why, I am okay then. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. PERZEL. When he has a signed binding agreement, 

NOT VOTING-3 

Cappabianca Honey Rieger 

EXCUSED9 

Allen Colaiuo Petra~ca 
Bebko-Jones Dally Phillips 
Butkovitz Itkin 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the afiiiative, 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 to House 

amendments? 

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

Mr. MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
f would just like to suggest to my colleagues who have gotten 

up and talked about the unfairness about the Sterling Act and the 
unfairness of subsidizing the wage earners who live in the 
four-county area surrounding Philadelphia, if you would take the 
amount of money of the so-called fat cats from the four-county 
area, their income, and multiply it by the 2.8 percent that comes to 
Harrisburg, you will find that the money that comes to Harrisburg 

Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on page 29 there is a reference to the amusement 

tax, and on lines 12 through 17, it talks about that the amusement 
tax would be frozen at the level that it is currently being assessed 
but that it may continue and that it may continue at a rate not to 
exceed the effective rate as collected by the municipality as of 
December 3 1, 1997, or 5 percent, whichever is greater. Are there 
any municipalities that currently have amusement taxes that are 
less than 5 percent? 

Mr. PERZEL. I have to rely on the research people. They are 
telling me that there are a number of them that are less than 
5 percent. 

Mr. STURLA. Then, Mr. Speaker, my next question is, if the 
municipality is now allowed to levy that amusement tax on other 
businesses at a rate of either less than 5 percent or 5 percent, 
whichever is greater, when they levy that amusement tax on other 
new facilities that are locating in their district, do they have to levy 
it at that greater rate, the 5-percent rate? 

Mr. PERZEL. They have to levy it at the same rate for everyone 
in order for it to be uniform, is what the research people are telling 
me. 

Mr. STURLA. Well, Mr. Speaker, the wording says that it must 
be at that rate or 5 percent, whichever is greater. 

Mr. PERZEL. That grandfathers in those that have higher than 
5 percent at this current time. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay, Mr. Speaker. I mean, I will go along with 
that. I think it may violate the uniformity clause. 

A couple of other quick questions. 
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Does the homestead calculation apply to, when you are fi,wing 

out the mean value of homes in a given area, under this legislation, 
does it apply to the school district, which may include multiple 
municipalities, or does' the mean value apply to individual 
municipalities within the school district? 

Mr. PERZEL. It is the medium for the entire school district. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on the farmstead, we give an exemption to land in 

excess of 10 acres, land and building in excess of 10 acres, over 
and above the homestead. Do we give any other kinds of steads to 
businesses that have large acreages or other buildings? 

Mr. PERZEL. The answer to your question is no. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if I could be recognized for a few comments, 

please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The one question that I did not have to ask about was the 

Sterlimg Act, and I spoke to a member earlier who is from 
suburban Philadelphia and explained to him that actually there is 
probably one good thing that wiU come out of this legislation, even 
though I pmbably intend to vote against it, and that is the fact that 
when the Representatives from suburban Philadelphia in the past 
years have attempted to repeal the Sterling Act, I have always said 
no, because you know, it makes sense, if somebody goes and 
works in Philadelphia, they use the police service and the fire 
protection and the street cleaning senices; they benefit from those 
services, so they should help pay for some of those services. But 
now as a result of this legislation, it is not just those people that go 
work in Philadelphia that are going to have to pay that tax, it is 
everybody in the State of Pennsylvania that is going to have to pay 
that tax. Every citizen in my district is going to have to help pay 
that tax, and so in the future, when the Representatives from 
suburban Philadelphia offer that legislation to repeal the 
Sterlimg Act, I will not vote against them anymore; I will be a 
hearty "yes" to vote with them, so that I can alleviate taxes on 
citizens in my d i s ~ c t .  So we can see perhaps a shift, and I will try 
and work to convince other members also who have in the past 
supported allowing Philadelphia to levy that tax to now vote 
against it, and I hope that the message gets sent that if you are 
going to put this tax on people who may never set foot in 
Philadelphia, there will be Representatives who will come here and 
try and repeal that tax faster than we ever have before. 

Fmally, Mr. Speaker, it has been said that a "no" vote is a vote 
against tax reform. A "no" vote is not a vote against tax reform 
but, instead, a vote for sendiig this to conference committee, 
where we have a chance at true tax reform and at true tax 
reductions. 

Earlier tonight we had the opportunity to help seniors in an 
equitable way, and the other side of the aisle said no. Earlier 
tonight we had the opportunity to lower property taxes without 
increasing the earned income tax 300 percent, as it is being 
proposed by the Republican leadership in this bill, but the other 
side said no. We had the opportunity to provide relief for 
municipalities in this legislation, but the other side said no. We had 
the opportunity to provide options and alternatives to locally 
elected officials to craft true tax reform that would help a majority 
of local taxpayers, but the other side said no. We had the 
opportunity to help renters, but the other side said no. 
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Mr. Speaker, I am left with only one option - the option that I 

believe taxpayers will exerciseif they ever have the misfortune of 
being presented with the consequences of this bill on a 
referendum. I intend to vote "no." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. Buxton, on concurrence. 

Mr. BUXTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, I want to join the chorus of those who have 

spoken this evening condemning this legislation for not including 
our counties and local govemments. I believe it is going to be very 
difficult for our school districts in Pennsylvania to attain any type 
of property tax relief without the participation of our county 
governments, as outlined in SB 2, which would have provided 
25 percent of a sales tax to support our school districts. 

It is particularly troubling to me, coming from a large urban 
area, that no relief is mentioned in this bill for those individuals 
who rent real estate. In the city of Harrisburg, for example, over 
5 1 percent of our occupied dwelliig units are occupied by renters, 
and those people will get hit the worst under this type of 
legislation. We passed a budget last week which contained a 
$25,000 exemption for a family of four, who would not have to 
pay the Pennsylvania income tax, but yet a family of four living in 
a rental property, under this legislation, would see a tax increase 
of $250. To me, that is not fair. 

I am particularly concerned that Pennsylvania has not learned 
a lesson from some of its neighboring States when we put into this 
legislation a back-end referendum. I perceive in the future, with 
some school districts having to go before the public on a 
referendum issue because they have to increase taxes due to 
unforeseen economic conditions at the local level, that that school 
district will be spending taxpayers' money to fight a referendum 
issue against their own taxpayers, and to me, that should not occur 
in Pennsylvania. 

I understand that the train is leaving the station tonight on the 
so-called tax-shifting issue. Mr. Speaker, I am not prepared to be 
a part of that train leaving the station. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Luzerne County, Mr. Tigue, for the second time 
on concurrence. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I heard, as we all have sat here and we have. 

listened to the debate all evening - and I heard about the process, 
which, believe me, I am not happy with - I heard about what is not 
in the bill. Help for counties and municipalities is not in the bill. A 
number of other thimgs are not in the bill, but let us talk about what 
is in the bill. What is in the bill is a chance for some school 
districts to adopt a system where they can move from the onerous 
property tax, which is unfair because it is not based on an ability 
to pay, to a wage tax; to a wage tax. I would prefer - and I made 
a motion earlier this evening - if it were a personal income tax. 
Unfortunately, it is not. But moving from a property tax, especially 
for those who are low-income people- And it is not only 
senior citizens. Heaven forbid that someone were to lose their job 
because of a disability or because of a merger or because of a plant 
closing, but when your income goes down, you have problems 
paying your property tax, because it has no correlation to your 
ability to pay. If you lose your job and your property taxes go up, 
you end up losing your home. With a wage tax, if you lose your 
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job, you do not have to wony about the property tax going up. It 
is a fairer system. 

I heard a lot about referendum. It is interesting. The only reason 
we are debating this tonight is because of a referendum. In 1989 
when the Democrats - and I was here and I supported tax reform 
- voted on a proposal that had a referendum, the people, as 
Mr. Perzel mentioned earlier this evening, overwhelmingly 
defeated it, and I think in error, and I think many of those people 
realize it was an error. This past November we had a referendum. 
Those people voted to change the Constitution for a homestead 
exemption on residential property. 

Each one of our districts is different. This bill, no matter what 
it included, some people would be opposed to it. What is included 
in this bill this evening will help many of the people in my area 
who are having problems paying an ever-increasing property tax. 
I asked my school districts this morning to give me the numbers on 
the property tax and on the wage taxes that they do collect. It is 
significant property tax reduction. In fact, in my home district: 
some, some residential property owners, their property tax can be 
eliminated - not reduced 50 percent; eliminated. 

We talk about the counties, and I am for trying to help the 
counties with the sales tax, and I am trying to help some 
municipalities. We cannot help all the municipalities, especially 
those whose wage taxes are higher than what we are allowing them 
to go, not with this proposal. But in all honesty, the counties and 
the municipalities have a way to do this on their own. It is called 
home rule. The school districts do not. And also interestingly 
enough is that home rule mandates that there must be a 
referendum, approved by the people. In Luzerne County, there 
were two attempts to have home rule for the county that were 
defeated, and we kept the same system we have. 

The people have more common sense and much more sense of 
fairness than we give them credit for. I do not believe that 
referendum will stop people from doing what is right. Maybe it 
will slow down the ever-increasing school spending, as it should. 

Two States are interesting. One is New Jersey, and one is 
New York. The people in those States vote on school budgets. 
Their teachers are paid more than the teachers in Pennsylvania. 
How does that happen? Maybe they t h i i  they should be paid that 
way. Maybe we think they should not. The electorate is not that 
stupid. We have to stop teI l ig  them that one side or the other is 
wrong because we want to do this. Is this going to increase my 
taxes? Absolutely, and anyone who has a wage, if my school 
district, which I hope they do, increases the wage tax, I will pay 
more taxes. Is this going to reduce everybody's taxes? Absolutely 
not, and anyone who said that that is tax reform from the 
beginning did not tell people what tax reform is all about. 

Tax refom is about shifting from an unfair, burdensome 
property tax, which is not based on a person's ability to pay, to a 
system where if you make money and you have the ability, you 
pay the taxes now. It is kind of like the old Fram filter commercial: 
"Pay me now or pay me later." Someone said earlier they are 
willing to pay increased taxes so that their parents will pay less. I 
am willing to pay more taxes now so that when I retire and I may 
not have the income I have now, 1 do not have to worry about my 
properly taxes continuing to go up. 

1 would ask each and evely one of you to support this shift in 
taxation from a property tax to a wage tax. I support the 

concurrence in this bill, and I would ask my colleagues to do the 
same. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Trello, for the second time. The gentleman waives 
off. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Veon, seek recognition? The 
gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. VEON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just very briefly. 
I understand what the Republican Party in this chamber bas to 

do. This is a program and a plan that their Governor, Tom Ridge, 
is requiring, asking for, and demanding of this legislature. I have 
tried to make it very clear that I think that this is a tax hike on 
working people, and I would disagree with my colleague, the 
previous speaker, and I know he referred to the fact that this is a 
tax increase for every member of the legislature that is in tbis 
chamber. We are in fact wage earners; we earn a good living; we 
are going to pay more taxes under this program and under this 
plan. 

But let us take us out of it. Let us look around this chamber at 
the other people in this chamber, average working people that 
work for this legislature, and I would be willing to bet, using any 
of those case scenarios that I have developed and talked about on 
this House floor, take the members of the legislature out of it, look 
at the people that work for this legislature,, and I t h i i  it is very fair 
to say, using those same scenarios from the Pennsylvania 
Economy League, that this is going to be a tax hike on the working 
people that work in this legislature. Those are the people that are 
going to pay for those property tax cuts that some people in this 
chamber claim will be a result of this bill. These are average 
working people that will pay more, and I feel very strongly about 
that. If we are going to tell the people of Pennsylvania about this 
tax cut, I think we have to tell them that there is a tax bike that is 
paying for it - a tax h i e  for average workimg people. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a "no" vote on concurrence. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

Democratic leader, the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is hard to amplify the remarks of the gentleman from 

Beaver County, and it is an empirically clear picture to me, along 
this front row and along this second row - administrative, clerical, 
secretarial, support people that work with us - according to the 
Pennsylvania Economy League's studies, most ofthese folks, solid 
middle-class workers, will be paying higher taxes. 

1 am not going to dwell on the process or lack thereof. You 
folks should be used to the way we do business around here. A gas 
tax comes at us out of nowhere, in the middle of the night, without 
public hearings, without committee meetings, without a series of 
opportunities in our caucus. Again and again and again, we have 
no time to do the business of government that our Assembly 
should be doing in the committee system. 

I thimk if I were a committee chairman on the Republican side 
of the aisle, I would feel more ignominious than Tim Reeves. 
Tim Reeves is the Governor's spokesperson, and once I referred 
to him as a lickspittle, toady of the Governor. 

I cannot fathom how any Republican committee chairman will 
be able to shave tomorrow morning. You folks absolutely allow a 
small cabal of legislative leaders in your caucus to take whatever 
comes flying over from the Senate and pop it out here for a vote; 



most decent and worthy people, have told me in sidebar, privately, 
that probably no one will out into this. That is lamentable. You are I REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 
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no committee meetings, no statewide hearings, nothing, nothing. 
"Republican committee chairman" is almost an oxymoron. 

The papers this week, Mr. Speaker, say it all: "Surprise tax 
reform vote looms" - "Surprise tax reform vote looms." We 
should not be surprised about a tax reform vote. 

The Philadelphia Inquirer says in a major headlme, "Legislature 
to begin debate on shifting school taxes." There is no doubt, 
Mr. Speaker, as has been said innumerable times tonight, that it is 
a shift; it is a shift. 

But the most important words that you should remember when 
you go home thii weekend are "tax hike"; "tax hike." Millions of 
Pennsylvanians are going to be paying higher taxes if this sony 
proposal is ever ratified by the school districts. 

But the quintessential comments tonight, I tbii, came from the 
gentleman in back of me, the gentleman from Elk County, the 
75th Legislative District. This gentleman's comments tonight were 
that if this is not adopted, if this proposal that you folks have 
concocted is not adopted, is not adopted around the State, in the 
hundreds and hundreds of school districts, that it will be a failure; 
then tonight's event will be a failure and we will be back here on 
this floor again. Some of your most senior people, some of your 

Now, you have Dick Tilghman from the suburbs - 
United States Marine, Iwo h a ,  World War 11, Silver Star - 
Dick Tilghman, Dick Tilghman votes "no" from the suburbs, 
trying to protect his suburbanites; Clarence Bell, Clarence Bell - 
Harvard Law, World War I1 also, Motorcycle Corps - votes "no," 
Clarence Bell votes "no," protecting whom ? The senior citizens. 
A great protector of the senior citizens. There is something- I 
hate t e  I do not want to get into Burke, but I might here in a 
minute. I will go back to "Hamlet": "There is something rotten in 
the state of Denmark." Well, there is something rotten going on 
here. How can suburban Republican Senators vote "no" and 
en masse suburban rank-and-file legislators vote to concur? 

I think you are shortsighted. I think you are wrong. I think no 
one, hardly, in the State of Pennsylvania will opt in, and therefore, 
ipso facto, it will be a failure. 

I realize that the vote will countervail my remarks tonight, but 
nevertheless, nevertheless, as Benjamin Disraeli said in his maiden 
speech on the floor of Parliament, someday, someday, you shall 
h o w  I was right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

adopting a quasi, ersatz tax deform, instead of tax reform, that 
nobody is going to opt into. They are not going to opt into it; 
therefore, it will be a failure. 

And I have to give credit to some of the lions of the Grand Old 
Party on the other side of the building. If this was such a great deal 
for the suburbs, my worthy friend, why, why was the number one 
numbers cmcher of the Senate Republicans, Dick Tilghman, not 
on board for this vote ? Senator Tilghman of the Republican 
suburbs in Montgomery County said, no way; no way; 1 am not 

to support this. so I guess all you other folks from 
Montgomery County have some knowledge that Senator 
Dick Tilghman, Republican from the suburbs, guardian, guardian 
of the suburban purse strings, somehow you have prescience 
that he is Now, I see some pretty bright back 
there along the brass rail, so I will have to assume You know 
something that Dick Tilghman dues not know, and I see you 
shaking your head and showing that wonderhl conviviality with 
which you are blessed. B U ~  ~ i ~ k  l-ilghrnan voted and I 
challenge some of you Republicans from the suburbs to think 
twice. Why did he vote "no"? Because of the reason that the 
gentleman from Beaver, Mr. Veon, indicated - because a lot of 
suburbanites are going to have their taxes raised, and I mean raised 
substantially, people with good jobs, paying wage taxes, if 
anybody does opt into this, which I doubt they will, but ifthey do, 
and I ~ i ~ k  ~ i l ~ h ~ ~  was perspicacious; he saw beyond the 
curve. 

~ ~ , j  one more I have heard, I have heard my worthy 
colleague, the Republican floor leader from Philadelphia, and I 
how his sentiments are ,,,,diluted in their idealism and in their 
spirit for senior citizens, H ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  however, as a caveat to my 
compliment, Mr. Speaker, because the preeminent senior citizen 
on the other side of the building, clarence ~ ~ 1 1 ,  my pal, 
Clarence Bell of the suburban counties, Delaware county, voted 
"no." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman, Mr. Hennessey, has remarks which he wishes to submit 
for the record. The gentleman will submit the remarks to the clerk. 

Mr. HENNESSEY submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

MI. Speaker, in a few moments I will vote to support SB 669, to give 
Some long-awaited relief to our senior citizens on fixed incomes and other 
homeowners with limited incomes who have shuggled to pay the 
escalating school property taxes of recent years. While the bill is not 
perfect it does deliver some needed relief to those who need it the most, 
and for that reason it should be passed, 

In politics, as in life in general, you cannot always get everything you 
want. Within this House, there are some members who cannot accept the 
other alternatives which have been offered, for reasons of their own or for 
reasons specific to their districts. It appears that SB 669 is the best we can 
pass at this point, and recognizing that, let us pass it and deliver the 
property tax relief it provides to the homeowners of our Commonwealth 
who need it and deserve it. 

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

Mr. PEEEL.  Mr. Speaker, I had to ask my colleagues, when 
the minority leader was talking about Senator Bell, whether that 
was World War I or World War I1 that he was involved in, and I 
was assured it was World War 11. 

This was about serving taxpayers and the senior citizens of the 
COmmOnwealth not government, Mr. 
That was a point missed by many in this debate. It was not about 
the townships, it was not about the cities, and it was not about the 
counties. It was about property tax payers in the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania and whether or not they should have the right to 
decide what the taxes they were going to be ~ay ing  are. 'That is 
what it was all about. We have been fighting here for taxpayers. 
Some people here have seemed to be a little bit more interested in 
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The reason that this document was 80 pages long is there are 
15 pages in here devoted to a taxpayer bill of rights that 
Representative D N C ~  was able to get through this General 
Assembly, and that is an important factor, Mr. Speaker. And when 
you get to the end of the taxpayer bill of rights, there is another 
section that talks about estate tax deferment program for seniors, 
which uses up another 5 pages. So that was a big piece of this bill 
that a lot of people seemed to have missed, Mr. Speaker, and it is 
an important facet of this bill. 

Again, we are concerned about the hardworking taxpayers of 
Pennsylvania. Let us not forget what this is all about. This is about 
the homestead exemption, and this is about local control of taxing 
and taxes. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank the members of the 
Finance Committee on both sides of the aisle. Although I know 
that they are not as firmly happy about everything that we were 
able to do here, I know that they are happy. I would like to 
especially thank Karl Boyes, who at times I get mad at for not 
voting with us, but on this particular issue, be did a masterful job; 
Stan Saylor; Fred Trello. I would also like to thank our chief of 
staff of the Finance Committee, Mark Ryan. 

This was a tough, tough effort, Mr. Speaker, and we have come 
a long way. It is 33 years to get here. I would urge a "yes" vote. 

protecting government, and I believe that we are voted to represent 
and protect the taxpayers and their rights. 

On the question retuning, 
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. 

Fairchild Maher Ross Zimmerman 
Fargo Maitland Sainato Zug 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Caltagirone 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Comell 
COY 
Daley 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
DNCe 
Eachus 
Egolf 

Fichter 
Fleqle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGroua 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Major 
Manderino 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhaUan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Micouie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
OlasZ 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perrel 
Pesci 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Plans 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Steelman 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Bard 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Buxton 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
cuny  
DeLuca 
Dempsey 

Dermody Lloyd 
DeWeese Markosek 
Evans McCall 
Feese Melio 
George Michlovic 
Giglioui Nickol 
Gordner Pistella 
Gmitza Preston 
Hutchinson Robinson 
James Rooney 
Iosephs Rubley 
Lawless Scrimenti 
Levdansky Staback 

Stain 
Steil 
SteUer 
Shimnaner 
Shlrla 
Suna 
TangreUi 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, C 

NOT VOTING-1 

Honey 

Allen 
Bebko-Jones 
Butkovifz 

Colaizzo Petrarca 
Dally Phillips 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There will be no further votes. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Kaiser, rise? 

Mr. KAISER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the record. 
Mr. Speaker, on final passage of HB 332, I wanted my vote to 

be recorded in the afirmative. You bad already locked out the 
vote, so I would like the record to reflect that. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 

For what purpose does the lady, Ms. Boscola, rise? 
Ms. BOSCOLA. To correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady is in order. 
Ms. BOSCOLA. On SB 669, amendment 2461, motion to 

suspend the rules, I was recorded in the affumative, and I would 
like to be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Ross, rise? 
Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I was incorrectly recorded on 

HB 2459. I wish to vote in the negative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 

spread upon the record. 



The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Trich. 
Mr. TRICH. T h d  you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to offer remarks for the record. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will submit the 

remarks. 
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Mr. TRICH submitted the following remarks for the Legislative 
Journal: 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

There is little question that the tactics used by Ridge and the 
Republican leadership circumvented the traditional committee and 
amendment process. They effectively cut out any oppomity to make this 
reform effort better. That is very unfortunate, but it is a political fact of 
life. The majority party was wrong to do so, but we cannot change that. 

For me to support this measure, it had to meet three specific objectives. 
First and most important, it had to reduce our dependency on property 
taxation. Second, a real opportunity to actually lower current property 
taxes must be included. Lad but not least, it had to provide for local voter 
approval, so that any change, to any new tax system, would be agreed to 
by a majority of those affected. This particular measure, even with its 
many flaws, did meet those objectives. That is why my vote is in the 

Many will say that the reform effort does not go far enough. Perhaps 
they are right. But for now, so that we can actually start the process of 
giving tax relief to those who need it the most, our elderly, it was time to 
take action. Others complain that is not atme tax cut but is rather a tax 
shift, and I would agree 100 percent. Truth is, however, in my opinion, 
that is all many of us have been stating from the beginning. It has been my 
intention from the very start of the debate, nearly 10 years ago, that we 
should develop a new taxing system that is designed to be fair - one that 
shifts the burden from those who can least afford to pay to those who can 
afford to pay more. My next-door neighbor, who might be a senior citizen 
living on a fixed income, should not be expected to pay as much school 
tax as I do. Even if our homes were identical, my children are attending 
school; his are not. I am making a good income and he is not. Therefore, 
I should be expected to pay more of a share. And when I am fortunate 
enough to retire, then I, too, will receive that same lower tax 
responsibility. That to me is fair. 

Local property tax reform has been a high agenda item on my list for 
virmally all ofmy public life. It would have been easy to merely complain 
that many on my side of the aisle were not given the chance to offer 
amendments. It would have been easy enough to cast a protest "no" vote. 
But at the end of the day, I would have to consider the fact that I did not 
do all that I could to bring about change. We owe it to the taxpayers to 
change our outdated, extremely unfair propem tax system. My "yes" vote 
today is to allow that change to begin. 

I urge all members to vote for final passage - not for the process; for 
the good that can and should come about by our action. Vote "yes" on 
SB 669. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY I 
Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Is tomorrow a token session or not a token 

session? Tomorrow is today. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the Chair's understanding that 

tomorrow will be a nonvoting session day, and it is scheduled for 
11 o'clock. That is what the Chair has been advised. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Wogan, rise? 

Mr. WOGAN. To correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
On HI3 2459 I was inadvertently recorded in the affirmative. I 

wish to be recorded for the record in the negative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 

spread upon the record. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
gentleman, Mr. Hutchinson, has remarks to submit for the record. 
The gentleman will submit the remarks to the clerk. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to express my opposition to SB 669. Although 
within this legislation there is an opportunity for local school property tax 
reductions as well as allowing the public the meaningful participation in 
the process though front- and back-end referendums, 1 regret that we 
have not allowed any relief for taxpayers regarding their municipal and 
county taxes. My only hope is that we will soon take up a more 
comprehensive local tax reform package in the immediate future, and I 
look forward to working with my colleagues on the Finance Committee 
toward that end. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

BILLS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, all remaining 
bills on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. McNaughton. 

Mr. McNAUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 
now adjourn until Thursday, April 30, 1998, at l l  a.m., e.d.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was ageed to, and at 12:50 a.m., e.d.t., April 30, 1998, 

the House adjourned. 


