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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES I HOUSE BILLS 
The House convened at 11 a.m, e.d.t. INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(J. SCOT CHADWICK) PRESIDING 

PRAYER 

REV. BRUCE D. McINTOSH, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives and assistant pastor of Faith Bible Fellowship 
Church, York, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

No. 2634 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARMSTRONG, 
CLARK, COY, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GORDNER, 
HENNESSEY, JOSEPHS, LAUGHLIN, McNAUGHTON, 
MILLER, ORIE, RAMOS, SCHRODER, SERAFINI, TRELLO, 
WILT and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act amending the an of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing an additional exclusion from real 
property transfertax for c a i n  transfers benveen partnerships and limited 
liability corporations. 

Thank you. I Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 2,1998. 

I ask, Lord, today, as there is much business to accomplish, that 
You will look at each piece ofbusiness; Lord, that You will think 
of each member here by name. And even though some of the 
business will appear to be inconsequential, I am sure, and many of 
it, very consequential, Lord, I ask though that You know better 
than we do, and those that will have far-reaching effects, Father, 
that You will preserve and protect Your cause and use us as Your 
instnnnents in accomplishing that purpose. 

I thank You in advance for all of those things, and it is in Your 
name that I ask it. Amen. 

Anytime I am doing something new, I anticipate learning 
something. Yesterday I did. I learned the new word "dubiety." The 
same root word is "dubious." My prayer this morning will have no 
dubiety in it. 

Let us pray: 
Father, I thank You for Your grace and Your patience and Your 

love for each one of us. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

No. 2635 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG 
and BENNINGHOFF 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the approval 
of the Journal of Monday, June 1, 1998, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

An Act repealing the act of May 23, 1919 (P.L.255, No.l36), entitled 
"An act authorizing the county commissioners of any county and the 
corporate authorities of any city of the third class located within such 
county, to erect a joint county and city building or buildings to be used for 
hospital purposes; providing for the selection of a site by purchase, 
condemnation, or othenrise; authorizing the county or city to sell real 
estate under certain conditions; providing for the contracts and agreements 
to be entered into by the county and city; and authorizing the county and 
city to issue bonds for certain purposes." 

Refmed to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 2, 1998. 

No. 2636 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG 
and BENNINGHOFF 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1937 (P.L.2017, No.3961, 
known as the County Institution District Law, repealing the duty of 
counties to provide treatment to indigenrs for hydrophobia. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 2, 1998. 



An A n  repealing the act of April 26, 1893 (P.L.24, No.19), entitled An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130). 
"An act to provide for the licensing and regulation of lying-in hospitals." known as The County Code, repealing provisions relating to tuberculosis 

sanitariums for the indieent. 
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No. 2637 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 

CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ONE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG 
and BENNINGHOFF 

No. 2638 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHKD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG 
and BENNINGHOFF 

No. 2641 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ONE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

An Act repealing the act of May 17, 1929 (P.L.1805, No.598), 
entitled-An act authorizing municipalities otherthan township to acquire 
by g i4  devise, or bequest, lands, chattels, securities and funds for the 
establishment and maintenance of a hospital; to appoint trustees of such 
properly and funds, subject to the approval of the orphans' court; to 
operate and maintain such hospital through and by means ofsuch trustees; 
and to expend municipal fbnds to aid in the establishment and 
maintenance of such hospital." 

- 
Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 

1998. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2639 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG 
and BENNINGHOFF 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, further providing for county hospitals for 
tuberculosis. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2640 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN, ZUG 
and BENNINGHOFF 

An Act rewaline the act ofJulv 24. 1913 (P.L.994. No.453). entitled 
"An act to prbvide ibr the appoiitme"t of r~gisnan'of eleciin to be 
deputy poll-tax collectors in cities of the fim class of this Commonwealth; 
a method of collectine such taxes: venalties for violation of its ~rovisions: 
and to repeal acts or&m of acts inconsistent therewith." 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2642 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.l3O), 
known as The County Code, repealing general provisions relating to 
public health. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2643 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

An Act repealing the act of April 17, 1981 (P.L.17, Uo.6). entitled 
"An an authoridngthe Township of H~borcreek Erie County. to utilize 
a ~ortion of land acauired ounuant to the ~rovisions of the 'Proiecr 70 
L & I ~  Acquisition and ~ o = o w i n ~  Act' fir other than the preicribed 
recreation, conservation and historical purposes." 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2644 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

An Act amending the act of March 31,1949 (P.L.372, No.34), known 
as The General State Authority A n  of one thousand nine hundred 
forty-nine, repealing provisions relating to bonds of the General State 
Authority, remedies of bondholders, leases and exemption from taxation. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 
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No. 2645 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 

CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, MCKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, repealing provisions relating to county and 
joint county hospitals. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2646 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIE, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

An Act rewaline the act ofNovember 10.1959 (P.L.1400. No.4971. 
entitled "An ~ ~ ~ p r o ~ d i n g  for the annual r e g i k o n  bf organi&d camp; 
for children, youth and adults; defining the duties of the Department of 
Hcalth ofthe Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: and prescribing penalties." 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES. June 2, 1998. 

No. 2647 By Representatives SEYFERT, ARGALL, 
CORRIGAN, EGOLF, FAIRCHILD, FARGO, GEIST, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, KENNEY, McNAUGHTON, NICKOL, ORIF,, 
PESCI, PIPPY, ROSS, SAYLOR, SERAFINI, STERN, 
STEVENSON, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

I An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for personal injuries of I perpetrators of criminal conduct. 

I Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 2,1998. 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for parental 
participation in juvenile proceedings. 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1937 (P.L.2017, No.396), 
known as the County Institution District Law, further providing for the 
abolishment of independent p r  districts. 

No. 2648 By Representatives ARGALL, FORCIER, 
McNAUGHTON, WALKO, STABACK, VAN HORNE, 
HARHAI, ROBINSON, LAUGHLIN, GEORGE, ROHRER, 
M. COHEN, TRELLO, DEMPSEY and VEON 

No. 2651 By Representatives CASORIO, M. COHEN, 
GIGLIOTTI, TANGRETIT, OLASZ, PISTELLA, 
WOJNAROSKI, MELIO, HARHAI, M.N. WRIGHT, ARGALL, 
TiGvE, STABACK, HALUSKA, DALEY, LEDERER, PLATTS, 
YEWCIC, STERN, CORRIGAN, ROBINSON, McCALL, 
SEYFERT, WALKO, RAMOS, CORPORA, CNERA, 
STEELMAN, THOMAS and WASHINGTON 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, June 2,1998. I 

An Act amending the act of October 27, 1955 (P.L.744, No.222). 
known as the Pennsylvania Human Relations Act, further providing for 
freedom from discrimination. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

No. 2649 By Representative VEON 

No. 2650 By Representatives GODSHALL, WOGAN, 
BELFANTI, FARGO, NAILOR, HASAY, BOSCOLA, FEESE, 
HALUSKA, CLYMER, E. Z. TAYLOR, DALLY, DEMPSEY, 
BAKER, WAUGH, ZUG, HUTCHINSON, FICHTER, 
PETRARCA, LEH, TRELLO, PLAlTS, CURRY, FAIRCHILD, 
PHILLIPS, BLAUM, STEELMAN, STERN, RAMOS, 
READSHAW, TRUE, SAYLOR, WOJNAROSKI, SHANER, 
STABACK HORSEY, KAISER, BROWNE, EGOLF, LWERER, 
HARHAI, SEMMEL and ZIMMERMAN 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statures, further providing for creditable nonschool service. I 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 2,1998. 

No. 2652 By Representatives CASORIO, M. COHEN, 
GIGLIOTTI, TANGETTI, OLASZ, PISTELLA, 
WOJNAROSKI, MELIO, HARHAI, M. N. WRIGHT, ARGALL, 
TIGUE, STABACK, HALUSKA, DALEY, LEDERER, PLATTS, 
YEWCIC, STERN, CORRIGAN, ROBINSON, McCALL, 
SEYFERT, WALKO, RAMOS, CORPORA, CIVERA, 
STEELMAN, THOMAS and WASHINGTON 

An Act amendine Title 42 (Judiciarv and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania consoiddated stakes, f&er providing for or 
guardian attendance at juvenile hearings. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 2,1998. 

No. 2653 By Representatives NICKOL, STETLER, 
CARONE, DALEY, HALUSKA, LYNCH, FAIRCHILD, 
WAUGH, SAYLOR, PLATTS, MASLAND, RUBLEY, 
MAITLAND, SEYFERT, E. Z. TAYLOR, WOJNAROSK1, 
CNERA and MILLER 

An Act amending the act of November 1, 1971 (P.L.495, No.113). 
entitled, "An act providing for the compensation of county officers in 
counties of the second through eighth classes, for compensation of district 
attorneys in cities and counties of the fim class, for compensation of 
district election officers in all counties, for the disposition of fees, for 
tiling of bonds in certain cases and for duties of certain officers:' further 
providing for the salary ofjury commissioners. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, June 2, 
1998. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 2, 1998. 
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FOR CONCURRENCE I HB 2523, PN 3436 By Rep. GANNON 

SENATE MESSAGE 

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the I An Act providing for coun-appointed receivers to bring residential 
following extract from the J o d  of the Senate, which was read as buildings into municipal code compliance when owners fail to do so. 

BILLS REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON URBAN AFFAIRS 

follows: 

In the Senate 
June 1,1998 

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That when 
the Senate adjourns this week, it reconvene on Monday, June 8, 1998, 
unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and be 
it further 

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives adjourns this 
week, it reconvene on Monday, June 8, 1998, unless sooner recalled by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

JUDICIARY. 

HB 2524, PN 3437 By Rep. GANNON 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, establishing a cause of action for 
building, housing and health code violations. 

JUDICIARY. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of ON AND 
Representatives for its concurrence. I REREFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
Resolution was concurred in. 
Ordered, That the clerk informthe Senate accordingly. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 2189, PN 2885 By Rep. GANNON 

HB 413, PN 3613 By Rep. GEIST 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) ofthe Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for restitution for personal or 
property injuries, for arson and related offenses and for agicultural 
trespass; and prohibiting transportation of passengers in open trucks. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME. AND TABLED 

By Rep. REBER I cax-exems bond authority &d for Federal law' ciange; and providing for 
powers and dutles of the Deparrment of Community and Economic 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for obscene and other sexual 
materials and performances. 

JUDICIARY. 

SB 1013, PN 2035(Amended) By Rep. HASAY 

An Act amending the act of December 20, 1985 (P.L.483, No.113). 
entitled Tax-Exempt Bond Allocation Act, further providing for purposes 
of the act for definitions. for selection of ~roiects. for allocation of 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY. I VOTE CORRECTION 

An Act amending the act of October 4, 1978 (P.L.864, No.167). 
known as the Storm Water Management Act, fulrher providing for failure 
to adopt certain ordinances, for duty of land developers and for granu to 
counties; and making an editorial change. 

HB 2612, PN 3591 By Rep. REBER 

Development. 

COMMERCE AND ECONOM~C DEVELOPMENT. 

An Act providing for the establishment, operation and administration 
of the Commonwealth Watershed imorovement Fund: authorizing the 
incuning of indebtedness, with the approval of the electorate, 10 
funding for improving this Commonuealth's land and water resources on 
a watekhed b&is including stonn water management and elimination of 
acid mine drainage; creating the Watershed Improvement Sinking Fund; 
imposing additional powers and duties on the Department of 
Environmental Protection; and making an appropriation. 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Pistella, for the purpose of correcting the record. 
The Chair understands the gentleman was not recorded as having 
voted on amendment A2628 to SB 100, which was voted on May 
6, 1998. The gentleman wishes to be recorded in the affirmative. 
The Chair thanks the gentleman. The gentleman's remarks will be 
spread upon the record. 
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LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair turns to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder, who requests 
the following leaves of absence: for the gentleman from Schuylkill 
Comty, Mr. ALLEN, for the day; for the gentleman from Warren 
County, Mr. LYNCH, for the day; for the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. MAHER, for the day. W~thout objection, 
the leaves will be granted. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
leaves are granted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, who requests a 
leave for today's session for the lady from Montgomery 
County, Ms. WILLIAMS; for the lady from Erie County, 
Ms. BEBKO-JONES; for the gentleman from Washington County, 
Mr. DALEY; for the lady from Philadelphia County, 
Ms. MANDERINO. Without objection, the leaves will be granted. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the leaves are granted. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

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

If the members are aware of any other member who is not here 
other than the ones who are already on leave, please advise the 
Chair. Otherwise, you will be recorded as being present. 

The following mll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armsuong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Baniso 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bunon 
Callagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 

COhen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaino 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cornisan 
Cowell 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foxier 
Gannon 
Gein 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G m i m  
GNPPQ 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
HarhaR 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 

Major 
Markosek 
Marrico 
Masland 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olau  
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Peuarca 
Pemne 
Phillias ~~~ ~ 7 ~ 

P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 

Schmder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmei 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Sletler 
Stevenson 
Shimnatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangetti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Treilo 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulii 
Vanee 
Van Home 
Venn 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Wilt 
Wogan 

Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
Dmce 
Eachus 

LaGrom 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Le rov ib  
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainaro 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmennan 
z u s  

Ryan. 
Spea*eI 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Daley Maher Williams. C. 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Manderino 

LEAVES ADDED-5 

Donatucci Itkin Leh Scrimenti 
Gannon 

LEAVES CANCELED-2 

Maher Manderino 

ACTUARIAL NOTES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of an 
actuarial note for amendment 2827 to SB 1269, PN 1972; the Chair 
is in receipt of an actuarial note for amendment 2800 to HB 1289, 
PN 3300; and the Chair is in receipt of an actuarial note for 
amendment 2798 to SB 1269, PN 1972. 

(Copies of actuarial notes are on file with the Journal clerk.) 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1013 be removed 
from the tabled calendar and placed on the active calendar. 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1203, PN 1794, be 
removed from the table and placed on the active calendar. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 
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The following bill, having been called up, was considered for 
the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for third 
consideration: 

CALENDAR 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1203, PN 1794, be 
recommiued to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CALENDAR 

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

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1423, PN 1922, be 
removed from the tabled calendar and placed on the active 
calendar. 

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

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: 

SB 1423, PN 1922. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1423, PN 1922, be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

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

I BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

HE 1887, PN 3503; SB 185, PN 2022; HB 1715, PN 2139; SB 
1262, PN 1916; SB 1292, PN 1672; HB 2024, PN 2636; SB 
1269, PN 1972; HB 2243, PN 2965; HB 2247, PN 2969; and SB 
1163, PN 1858. 

I BILLS RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. The Chairrecognizes the majority 
leader. 

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

HB 1887, PN 3503; 
HB 1715, PN 2139; 
SB 1262, PN 1916; 
SB 1292, PN 1672; 
HB 2024, PN 2636; 
HB 2243, PN 2965; 
HB 2247, PN 2969; and 
SB 1163, PN 1858. 

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

I STATEMENT BY MS. JOSEPHS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the lady 
from Philadelphia, Ms. Josephs, rise? Will the lady suspend. We 
are going to have to get some order if we are going to get into that 
Hold on. 

The House will come to order. The lady from Philadelphia, 
Ms. Josephs, is seeking recognition. Members will please take their 
seats. The conversation in the back comer will please break up. 

For what purpose does the lady rise? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Mr. Speaker, 1 guess it is personal privilege. Is 

that the right term? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Yes, please. 
We are operating here under very difficult circumstances. We 

do not really have room; we do not have a board. 1 do not know 
how we can take votes that are genuine and constitutional. But I 
think that it would be a help and a respect for the people who at 
least clean up after us if we could have some wastebaskets at the 

1 end of each row perhaps. Would you please see if we can have that 
accommodation? Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro ternpore. The Chair will take that matter up 1 with the Chief Clerk. The Chair thanks the lady. 
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BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 1 is specified in the contract and the currencv is no longer in 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2193, PN 
3392, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 12 (Commerce and Trade) ofthe Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for continuity of contract under the 
monetary union in member states of the European Union. 

On the question, 
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 final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

On that question, the Chair recognizes the lady from 
Montgomery County, Mrs. Cohen. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to have introduced this bill, 

because I believe it is one of the most significant pieces of 
legislation that we will be dealing with this session. I say that not 
because I have introduced it but because the concept was brought 
to my attention by my daughter, who just graduated from Fordham 
University with an M.B.A. (master of business administmion) in 
global policy. She came across this issue, which will save the 
people ofthe Commonwealth of Pennsylvania thousands ofjobs in 
the Comhonwealth. Additionally, we are dealing with 
billions -that is with a '%" - billions of dollan will be affected by 
this particular issue. It has to deal with the European currency, the 
euro dollar, which on January 1, 1999, will be instituted among 
nine nations, nine countries, in Europe. It means that there will no 
longer be existing individual currencies among these nine States, 
these nine coumieq such as the German mark or the French franc; 
they will disappear. What this European Union Currency 
Equivalency Law will do is to ensure a continuity of contracts that 
exist currently among the businesses in Pennsylvania doing 
business with any of the European countries that will convert in 
January 1999 to the euro dollar. 

The euro dollar, as I said, will be introduced on January 1. It 
will become the singular monetary unit for a union of sovereign 
European nations. While the benefits to the European cornunity 
include the promotion of European tourism and the elimination of 
foreign exchange transaction costs between the participating 
nations, the introduction of  the new currency may have profound 
consequences on international contracts affecting Pennsylvania 
businesses. The substance of contract law is primarily left to the 
States. Therefore, a preemptive remedy to avoid such conflicts 
would start in this General Assembly. 

"In theory" -and this appeared in the National Law Journal in 
1997 -"In theory, any business contract to be executed in the old 
currencies could be at risk; a foreign business that received U.S. 
goods or services could argue that it was impossible to pay because 
the currency that the contract stipulates no longer exists. But in 
reality, the contracts that are most vulnerable to this risk are those 
for currency swaps, derivatives, bonds or securities." 

Even traditionally less complicated contracts, such as contracts 
for the sale of goods, may become convoluted. Where the currency 

- 
ci&ation, the time it takes toebtain the specked currency or to 
determine the e m  currency conversion is time in which "both 
sides attempt to hedge against losses that could accompany 
currency inflation or devaluation." 

HB 2193 targets a very specific legal issue and provides 
guidance to parties to an international contract This bill establishes 
a "commercially reasonable substitute and substantial equivalent" 
requirement in instances where the existing European monetary 
unit is replaced with the ECU (European currency unit) and 
provides that a change in currency wilI not excuse performance- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the lady suspend for one 
moment, please. 

The Chair has just been advised by the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, 
who sits near where the lady is speaking, that he cannot hear her. 
Please, take your conversations outside the room 

Will the members from Allegheny County assist in breaking up 
that conversation in your general vicinity. The Chair would 
appreciate it very much. The Chair thanks the gentlemen. Please, 
take conversations outside the hall of the House. 

The lady may continue. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thank you, 

Representative Thomas. 
Basically, this bill provides that a change in currency will not 

excuse performance of a contract or create any unilateral rights. 
1 urge my fellow members to vote in the affirmative for this in 

order to save blllions of dollars and thousands of jobs in the 
Commonwealth. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On final passage, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Luzeme County, Mr. Hasay. 

Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, HB 2193 came to the House Commerce 

Committee at the advisement of Representative Cohen and the 
articles that have been written in the industrial newsletters and 
business newsletters throughout this Commonwealth, and 1 feel that 
it is important that we get a step ahead, our industries and our 
companies get a step ahead in this Commonwealth on this euro 
dollar that is coming very shortly, and it is important that our 
industrial bases, those that export and do business, are treated fairly 
and honestly. 

So I urge support of HB 21 93 unanimously. This is an important 
piece of legislation to our business community. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recuning, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKERpro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Any member who intends to vote in the negative, please stand 
up. If you are standing up, the clerk is going to read your name and 
ask if you are voting in the negative. If you are not standing, we are 
going to record you in the affinmtive. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Major Schmder 
Ar@l Evans Markosek Schuler 
Armsuong Fairchild Marsico Scrimenti 
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Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
BelFanti 
Benninghoff 
Bimlin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bowola 
Boyer 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bvdon 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohm, M. 
Colafells 
COlaiaO 
Comell 
capora 
Coni&an 
Cowell 
COY 
cw  
Dallv 

Fargo 
Feere 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglintti 
Giadnk 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruim 
G ~ P P O  
Habar 
Halurka 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Hahri 
H=Y 
Henneswy 
H e m  
Hershey 
H w  
Honey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Jowhs  
Kaiser 
Kella 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmtta 

~ e i u c a  Laughlin 
Dempwy L ~ W I ~ S S  
Dent Ledern 
Dermody Leh 
DeWeere Lewavie 
Diiirolamo Levdansky 
Donatucci Lloyd 
Dmce Lucyk 
Eachus Maitland 

Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Mffiill 
Mcllhmn 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micome 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myen 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olau 
Oliver 
orie 
Pmel  
Pexi 
PevMa 
P-ne 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
P l r n  
PreStOn 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Riega 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 

Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyferi 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
StrimMMr 
Sturla 
Sum 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, 1. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
wogrm 
Woinrnoski 

Rohrer wight, M. N. 
Rwney Yewcic 
Ross Youngblood 
Rubley Zimmerman 
Sainato Zug 
Santoni 
Sather Ryan. 
Saylor Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-7 

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

The SPEAKER pro ternpore. It is the understanding of the Chair 
that all amendments to this bill have been withdrawn. If any 
member knows otherwise, please advise the Chair now. 

For what purpose does the gentlem, Mr. George, rise? 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I am not certain that your 

advisement is accurate. I would like to speak to the chief sponsor 
before I make that decision. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is why the Chair asked. The 
House will stand at ease momentarily while the gentleman has that 
discussion. 

For what purpose does the gentlem, Mr. Lucyk, rise? 
Mr. LUCYK. Just as a followup to Representative George's 

comment, I would like to know why these amendments were 
withdrawn, and ifthe primary sponsor of the amendments withdrew 
them, I am interested in picking up some of these amendments, 
because I am interested. Would it be possible for me to offer the 
amendments ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would only be appropriate if 
the prime sponsor of the bill agrees to allow you to do that - prime 
sponsor of the amendment. The Chair apologizes. If the pnme 
sponsor of the amendment allows you to do it, you may offer their 
amendment. 

Mr. LUCYK. Well, why do you not get on with Representative 
George's question first and then come back to me, because I would 
like to carry this forward. 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Obviously, we are not where we 
thought we were on this bill. The bill will be over temporarily. 

BILL PASSED OVER EMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. SB 672, PN 714. SB 672 will be 
over temporarily. 

I RULES SUSPENDED 
Allen Daley Maher Williams, C. 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Manderino The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

I gentleman, Mr. snyd=r, for the purpose of d i n g  a motion. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1142, PN 
1288, entitled: 

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

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

An Act amending the act o f  March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2). known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971. further providing for transfers not subject 
to inheritance tax. 

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
M, Speaker, I move that we suspend rule 21 for immediate 

consideration ofHB 238, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, 

moves that the rules of the House be suspended so that the House 
may immediately take up consideration of HB 238. 

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

The SPEAKER pro temporerrhose in favor of the notion will 
remain seated. Those who oppose the motion will please stand, and 
the clerk will call your name off, and then you may sit down. 
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The foll 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butltavitz 
B u m  
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
C i v m  
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
D ~ P S ~ Y  
Dent 
D e d y  
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

Boxola 
Carone 
George 

Allen Daley Maher Williams, C 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Manderino 

LEGISLATIVE 
owing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-186 

Eachus Major Saylor 
Egolf Markosek Schroder 
Evans Marsico Schuler 
Fairchild Masland Scrimenti 
Fargo Mayernik Semmel 
Feese McCall Serafini 
Fichter McGeehan Seyfert 
Fleagle McGill Shaner 
Flick Mc l lham Smith, B. 
Forcier Mcllhinney Smith, S. H. 
Gannon McNaughton Snyder, D. W. 
Geist Melio Staback 
Giglioni Michlovic Stairs 
Gladeck Micouie Stem 
Godshall Miller Stetler 
Goniner Mundy Stevenson 
h im  Myers SVittmatter 
G N P P ~  ~ a i ~ o r  Sturla 
Habay Nickol S u m  
Haluska O'Brien Tangretti 
Harhai Oliver Taylor. E. Z. 
Harhm Orie Taylor, J. 

P a e l  Thomas H-Y 
Hennessey Pesci Tigue 
Herman Peuarca Travaglio 
Hershey Petrone Trello 
Hess Phillips Trich 
Horsey P~PPY True 
Hutchinson Pistella Tulli 
Itkin P l m  Vance 
Jadlowiec Preston Van Home 
James Ramos V a n  
Jarolin Raymond Walko 
Josephs Readshaw Washington 
Kaiser Reber Waugh 
Keller Reinard Williams A. H. 
Kenney Rieger Wilt 
Kirkland R O W  Wogan 
LaG~otta Robinson Wojnamski 
Laughlin Roebuck Wri&t. M. N. 
Lawless Rohrer Yewcic 
Lederer Rooney Youn~blocd 
Leh Ross Zimmerman 
Lescovitz Rubley zug 
Levdansky Sainato 
Lloyd Santoni Ryan, 
Maitland Sather speaks 

NAYS-I 0 

Hanna Olasz Steil 
Krebr Steelman Vitali 
Lucyk 

NOT VOTING4 

- - 
guys run over like a railroad. I am not. They can if they want, 
but I am not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. George, the vote was taken, 
and members were given the opportunity to vote "no" by standing, 
and I believe the gentleman did do that, and a number of other 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. TANGREITI. I guess just an explanation as to what we are 
doing and why we are doing it. We tried to get the attention of the 
Chair before the vote was cast to find that out. Can the Chair 
enlighten the membership as to why we had to suspend the rules as 
opposed to consider this bill tomorrow or whatever the process is? 
What is the urgency? 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. Yes. The bill was not on today's 
voting schedule, and pursuant to our rules, when a bill is not on 
today's voting schedule, you must make a motion to suspend the 
rules to consider it. 

Mr. TANGRElTI. Mr. Speaker, I understand that. My question 
is, what is the motivation for that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I would recommend that the 
gentleman take that up with the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. May I inquire as to Mr. Snyder? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, 

indicates that he is willing to stand for interrogation. You are in 
order and may proceed. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Just an explanation, Mr. Speaker, fromthe 
gentleman from Lehigh as to why we are doing what we just did. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, HB 238 was to be voted several 
weeks ago, but there was a technical problem because of a fiscal 
note that was required for the bill prior to us considering it. 
Because of the commitment that we made to run this bill, after 
dealing with the fiscal note issue, we had promised to run it this 
week. It had not been put on the voting schedule in time, and 
because oftomorrow potentially being a token day, we have asked 
for a suspension of the rules so we can vote that today. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. GEORGE. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. GEORGE. The point is, Mr. Speaker, it is bad enough to be 

in this area, with all the conhion, but what I am concerned about 
is, we are now deliberating on a bill by suspending the rules that 
was put on the calendar at 3:55 yesterday for the purpose of 
keeping honest amendments off. So what purpose can we stand 
here to represent those we claim we represent if we are going to 
continue with this kind of demagoguery, and that is exactly what i t  
is, and therefore, what I am saying is, what do I have to do to ask 
for a voice vote. because we are not going to continue to let vou 

members did takeadvantage of the opportunity to stand up and 
A majority of the members required by the rules having voted vote 'ho." We are not going to record any vote until any mmber 

in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative who wishes to vote tho7, has had the opportunie to do that. 
and the motion was agreed to. I Mr. GEORGE. The ~roblem, if I ma; Mr. speaker, is, we hied 

to get your attention sothat we could &k the individual who made 
the motion to suspend the rules to explain why a bill had been 



The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the the question, 
gentleman, Mr. Snyder, rise? Will the House adopt the resolution? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. S~eaker. I iust want to clarifv something, 
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. . 
This is a bill that was dtroduced by ~e~resentati;e ~isho~,: 
member of the Democratic Party. There were six Democratic 
amendments pmposed to this bill. We were told that the 
amendments that had been filed were not going to be nm with this 
bill, so that is why we were putting it on the schedule for now, 

changed that was definitely a labor relations bill to an open-end bill 
so we can get a tax document o w  there to bring back. That is all 
I am trying to say. 

Now, if my leaders do not want to join with me, that is okay, but 
I am going to tell you, this is just not right. 

because we felt that the bill w& ready to be considered by the full 
House. Thank you. 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. DiGIROLAMO called up HR 474, PN 3583, entitled: 

A Resolution commemorating the centennial anniversary of 
Philippine independence from Spain. 

The SPEAKER pm tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Colaizzo, rise? 

Mr. COLAIZZO. Would Mr. Snvder stand for interrogation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of the resolution 
will vote "aye"; those opposed will stand. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Major Schroder 
A m 1  Evans Markosek Schuler 
Armstrong Fairchild Marsic0 Scrimenti 
Baku Fargo Masland Semmel 
Bard Feese Mavemik Serafini 

are standing. All right. Belfanli Gannon Mcllhinney Snyder, D. W. 
Benninghoff Geist McNaughton Staback 

Who told you that we were going to withdraw all the Bimelin George Melio Stairs 
amendments? Where did that come from? Bishop GiglioUi Michlovic Steelman 

- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, 

indicates that he will stand for interrogation. You m y  proceed. 
Mr. COLAIZZO. Mr. Speaker, I cannot see you; I imagine you 

Mr. SNYDER We were informed by the prime sponsor of that 
information. 

Mr. COLAIZZO. And who is the prim sponsor on this? 
Will Ms. Bishop please stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair believes you have 

directed your interrogatory in the right direction. The lady indicates 
that she will stand for interrogation. You m y  proceed. 

Mr. COLAlZZO. Mr. Speaker, why did you indicate that these 
amendments were being withdrawn? Did the members say that 
they were going to withdraw them? 

Ms. BISHOP. I talked with each individual member, who 
agreed to withdraw their amendments. 

Mr. COLAIZZO. Okay. Thank you. 
Ms. BISIIOP. Thank you. 

Fichter ~ c k a l l  Seyfert 
Banar Flcagle McGeehan Shaner 

Flick McGill Smith, B. 
Belardi Forcier Mcllhattan Smlth, S. H. 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the members' information, 
there is one amendment that remains, and it is Representative 
Bishop's amendment. It has not yet been distributed, so we are 
going to go over the bill temporarily. 

For what purpose does the gentlem, Mr. Sma, rise? 
Mr. SURRA. Mr. Speaker, because of the conkion and 

because members on our side of the aisle tried to get your attention 
prior to the vote to suspend the rules and because under normal 
situations this bill could have been amended up until 2 o'clock 
today, I would ask that we redo the vote to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not an appropriate motion 
at this time. 

Mr. SURRA. What would be the appropriate motion? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman would please 

come to the Chair, we can discuss that with you. 

~ l a u m  
Borwla 
B0yer 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Capp~bianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civna  
Clark 
Clyme1 
Cohen, L. I. 
COhen, M. 
Colafella 
Colain0 
Comell 
coqwra 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolarno 
Donatucci 
Druee 
Eachus 

  la deck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhm 
H=Y 
Hennssey 
Herman 
Hmhey 
HesS 
H o w  
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrolta 
laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
LeseoviQ 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Micauie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
P e m c a  
Pemne 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plam 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rwney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Sanloni 
Sather 
Saylor 

Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Sm'tUMUer 
Sturla 
Suna 
Tangreui 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vanee 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
wow 
Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zirnmerman 
zug 

Ryan. 
Sneaker 
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Bebko-Jones ~ y n i h  Manderino 

EXCUSED-7 

Allen Dalev Maha Williams. C. 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determine6 in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

i t *  

Donatucci Lloyd Sather Ryan, 
h c e  Lucyk Savior Speaker 
Eachus Maitland 

Mr. HABAY called up HR 476, PN 3608, entitled: 

A Resolution designating July 7 through 11, 1998, as "National 
Veterans Wheelchair Games Days" in Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKERpro tempore. Those in favor will remain seated; 
those opposed will rise. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-196 

Adolph Egolf Major Schroder 
A@ Evans Markosek Schuler 
A m m n e  Fairchild Marsicn Srrimenti 
BakeI 
Bad  
Barley 
Barrar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Brnninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Bowola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltapimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwiek 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Calafella 
Cola im 
Comell 
corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
CUT 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 

Fargo 
Feae  
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Geo%e 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordna 
Gmitza 
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harha* 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Kxbs 
LaGrona 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Mvndy 
 MY^ 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
P e m  
Pmone 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plat& 
Prenon 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Rcber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfert 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Staler 
Stevenson 
s t r i m m  
Smrla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
W 0 ~ a n  
Wojnaroski 
Wright M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngbload 
Zimmerman 
zug 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-7 

Allen Daley Maher Williams. C 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Manderino 

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. GORDNER called up HR 478, PN 3621. entitled: 

A Resolution recognizing June 1998, as "Dairy Month" in 
Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor 
those opposed will rise. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Ammong 
Baker 
Bad  
Barley 
B m  
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanri 
Bcnninghoff 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Calta@mne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Farso 
Feese 
FichIer 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geirt 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordncr 
Gmitla 
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Halush 
Hanna 
Harhai 
HaIhiuf 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
H O T  
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 

Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
Mffieehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olau  
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pexi 
P e m  
Pemne 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plat& 
Preston 
R a m s  
Raymond 

will remain 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Staler 
Stevenson 
Strinmauer 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigve 
Travaslio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tme 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 

seated; 
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Comell Josephs Readshaw Walko 
Corpora Kaiser Reber Washington 
Comean Keller Reinard Wauzh 
cow21 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
D - ~ Y  
DeWme 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
Dmce 
Eachus 

Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmm 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lerovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Rieger w i l l ~ m ,  A. H. 
Robms Wilt 
Robinron W o w  
Roebuck Wojnamskl 
Rohrer Wrighf, M. N. 
Rwney Yewcic 
R o s  Youngblood 
Rubley Z i r n m e m  
Sainato zug 
Santoni 
Satha Ryan. 
Saylor Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING-O 

Allen Daley Maher William& C 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Manderino 

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

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 238, PN 
3619, entitled: 

An Act providing for the exclusion from taxable personal income of 
supplemental unemployment benefit plan benefits for employees. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has been advised that 
the Bishop amendment has been withdrawn and that there are no 
further amendments. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

Those in favor will remain seated; those opposed will rise. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Major Schrcder 
Argall Evans Markosek Schuler 
Armsuong Fairchild Marsico Scrimenti 

-- 

Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
c m r i o  
Cawley 
Chadwiek 
C i v m  
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
C o h m  M. 
Colafella 
Colaieo 
Comell 
Corpora 
Conigan 
Cawell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
k m w e r  
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucei 
Druce 
Eachus 

Fargo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gwrge 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruiua 
G W P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hers 
HOW' 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Joscphs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmtta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledem 
Leh 
Lexovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhanan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 

Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
PetIarca 
Pmone 
Phillips 
PIPPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Pnnon 
RamOS 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Rwbuck 
Rohnr 
R W 9  
R o s  
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

NAYS-O 

I NOT VOTING4 

JUNE 2 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strinmaner 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travag,lio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnamski 
Wright M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
z u s  

Ryan. 
SDeaker 

Daley Maher Williams. C. 
Manderino 

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

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lehigh County, Mr. Snyder, for the purpose of 
making a motion. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I request the House suspend rule 
21 to allow us to bring up SB 1 164 for imnediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Snyder, 
moves that the rules of the House be suspended so that the House 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

may immediately take up consideration of SB 1164 on page 6 of 
today's calendar. 

The SPEAKER p o  tempore. On the motion, those in favor will 
remain seated; those opposed will rise. The clerk will call off the 
names of the members who are stand'mg. When your name has been 
called, please sit down so that we can make sure we get everybody. 

sirmefin Fonier Melio Smith. S. H. 
Bishop Gannon Michlovic Snyder. D. W. 
Blaum Geist Micozzie Staback 

(Members proceed to vote.) 

VOTE STRlCKEN 

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

gentleman rise? There is nothing in order but the taking of the roll, 
which we are attempting to do at this moment. 

The clerk will strike the vote. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder, on his motion. 
Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that we are doing today that 

should raise any suspicion. What is happening is that many 
members have asked us to move the hills that were scheduled for 
tomorrow's vote till today so that tommow's session could either 
be very short or perhaps not even require a voting session, and the 
votes that we are asking for a suspension on under rule 2 1 are the 
votes that were scheduled for tomorrow morning, by the request of 
the sponsors of the legislation so that these bills could be 
considered this week. That is why we are asking for consideration 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman, Mr. Snyder, still has a motion to suspend before the 
House. Does the gentleman wish to pursue that motion or to 
withdraw it? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, the motion is still on the floor. We 
would like to have a vote on thaf but I believe that the Democratic 
leader would also like to speak on this motion. 

Mr. DeWEESE. I would support the gentlemn's motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Once again the Chair is going to take a vote on the motion. 

Those in favor of the motion to suspend the rules will remain 
seated; those opposed will rise. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfati 
Benninghoff 

Donatucci Major 
Dmce Markosek 
Eachus Marsico 
Egolf Masland 
Evans Mayernik 
Fairchild McCall 
F-0 McGeehan 
Feese McGill 
Fichter Mcllhattan 
Fleagle Mcllhinney , 
Flick McNau~hton 

Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schmder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfelr 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 

Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkoviu 
Bumn 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Cornell 
Glpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Demprey 
Dent 
Derm0dy 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 

George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gmim 
~ P P O  
Habay 
Haluska 
Harhai 
Harhan 
H-Y 
Hennersey 
Herman 
Henhey 
Hess 
Hutchinurn 
ltkin 
Jadlowia 
James 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
L a G m  
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levahsky 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olau 
Oliver 
Orie 
Peml 
Pesci 
Petrarca 
Petmne 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plat& 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
RObuu 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
ROSS 
Rubley 
Sainato 

Stain 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Suimnatter 
Sum 
Tangmri 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
waugh 
Williams. A. H. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
W1ighL M. N. 
Ymcic 
Youngbload 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Carone Joscphs Steelman Tigue 
Gordner Kirkland Steil Vitali 
Hanna Krebs Sturla Washington 
H o w  ~ l o y d  

NOT VOTING4 

Daley Maher Williams, C. I %?o-Jones Lynch Manderino 

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 1164, PN 
1998, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21). entitled, 
as reenacted, Liquor Code, further providing for secondary service areas 
ofcemin licensees, for certain performing arts facilities, for exceptions to 
limiting the number o f  retail licenses issued in each municipality, for 
application filing dates, for the filing o f  license renewal applications, for 
display of prices of alcoholic beverages, for licensee's outside 
advertisements, for special occasion permits and for licensees employed 
by others. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
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I FORMER MEMBER WELCOMED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the Chair's understanding that 
the gentleman, Mr. Ross; the gentleman, Mr. Kenney; and the 
gentleman, Mr. Haluska, have withdrawn their amendments. Is that 
correct? The Chair thanks the gentlemen. 

The Chair understands the gentleman, Mr. Ross, has not 
withdrawn his amendment. 

SR 134, PN 1678 By Rep. FLICK 

A Concurrent Resolution memorializing the President and Congress 
ofthe United States not to approve the Kyoto Protocol on Global Climate 
Change. 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS. 

The Serafini amendment has not yet been distributed. The bill will 
be over temporarily. I ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pm tempo=. It is the Chair's understandillg that 
if the Serafini amendment is adopted, the others will be withdram. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welcome to the hall of 
the House today, as the guest of the Democratic members, former 
distinguished member of their caucus Senator Womiak. I should 
also have added, and our present landlord. 

RECESS 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, because of the need to duplicate 

several of the amendments that are on the bills for vote today, I 
would recommend that we take a lunch break and retum at 1 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This House will stand in recess 
until 1 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. I am going to take this opportunity to make a 
brief announcemenf and I will make the same announcement a 
little later today, but for any of you who are interested, we have 
made arrangements between 3:30 and 4 5 0  today, for members of 
the House only, to go to the 4th floor and look down on our 
chambers to see why we are not in that room. 1 think it is worth the 

AlTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER (MAlTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

STATE GOVERNMENT 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the request of the gentleman, 
Mr. Clymer, who wishes to have an immediate meeting of the 
Committee on State Government immediately outside of the 
chambers in the rear, in that main comdor; a short meeting of the 
State Govemment Committee. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair returns to 
leaves of absence and advises the clerk that the presence of 
Ms. Manderino is noted in the hall of the House and she should be 
removed from the leave list and added to the master roll call. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 381, PN 3208 By Rep. FLICK 

A Resolution memorializing Congress to enact legislation repealing 
existing impediments against state long-tern care partnerships. 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS. 

hip. I believe it to be historical in nature. It may be that it will be 
another 100 years before this happens, and with few exceptions, I 
do not expect to see any of you there at that time. There is one poor 
sport that- For liability reasons this invitation is extended only to 
the House members. 

I am looking into and will be able to advise you later that next 
week we will have a viewing from the floor of the House; the 
same basis -for 1 hour they will come in and allow us to take a 
look - and it will be an eye-opener. It is pretty amazing what they 
are doing up there, but then that is it. I mean, you will understand 
why we are where we are. Thank you. 

Mrs. Cohen. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank vou  Mr. S~eaker. . . 
Mr. Speaker, will we be able to take pictures? 
The SPEAKER Yes; sure. 
Mrs. COHEN. Okay. Thank you 
The SPEAKER. The Chief Clerk advised me the other day, 

advised me last night at diner ,  as a matter of fact, that he was 
going to take some photographs of what was going on. 1 do not 
know whether he intends to make duplicate copies. He was just 
doing it for historical purposes. If anyone would want photographs, 
I am sure we can find a way to duplicate photographs. You night 
let the Chief Clerk know if you want photographs. 

I think it is worthwhile. It is the kind of thing that hopefully will 
not be necessary for the next 100 years. The Chief Clerk advises 
me he will have a set of photographs m d e  for each member. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1142 CONTINUED 

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

The SPEAKER. It is the understanding of the Chair all 
amendments have been withdrawn. 
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davs and asreed to and is now on fmal passage. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House w e e  to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

Those in favor of the bill will remain seated; those opposed will 
rise and remain standing until their name has been called. 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED6 

- 
-The is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the Yeas and 

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative. the auestion was determined in the a m a t i v e  and the 

Adolph 

Armstrong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Battisto 
B e W i  
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
B o y s  
B m w e  
Bunt 
Butkovie? 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen. L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Comell 
Corpora 
corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
DNce 
Eachus 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fainhild 
FaIgo 
Feae  
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G N i m  
GNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hrnhey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
IIkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGratIa 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 

Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marjiw 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
Mdjeehan 
McGill 
McIlhaftan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
MY= 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Pmel  
Pesci 
PeVarca 
Pemne 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robem 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

Schmder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Serafini 
SeyferI 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
SuiItmatter 
SNrla 
s u m  
Tangreui 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Mch 
True 
Tulli 
v a n e  
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
WrighI, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

bill passed'finaliy. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

concurrence. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, for the same reasons we were 
suspending rule 21 this morning, I ask again for suspension of rule 
2 1 so that we can have immediate consideration of SB 672. 

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

The SPEAKER. The question before the House, Mr. Sturla, is 
suspension of the rules, which is debatable only by the two floor 
leaders. 

Mr. Itkin. 
Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, we would support- I would support 

the suspension of the rules for the purpose of this bill. All 
amendments? Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlem. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, those in favor of suspension 
will remain seated, those opposed will stand in place until their 
name has been called. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armmong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boswla 
BOYS 
Bmwne 
Bunt 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fainhild 
Fargo 
Fcese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmiea 
G ~ P P O  

Manderino 
Markosek 
Marjico 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 

Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Seratini 
Seyfelr 
Shaner 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Stlback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Strinmaner 
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Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cahagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civm 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaim 
Comell 
Corpora 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuea 
Dempsey 
Dent 
m o d r  
DeWgse 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 
Eachus 

Camne 
Hanna 

Allen 
Bebkelones 

Habay Nickol Sturla 
Haluska O'Brien Sum 
Harhai 6 1 ~  Tangretti 
HarhM Oliver Tavlor. E. Z 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
HesS 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
ladlowiec 
James 
Iamlin 
Joseph 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGmtta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 
Major 

Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Pemca 
Petronc 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pinella 
Plam 
PreSon 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Robens 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 

 lor; J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
TTich 
T N ~  
Tulli 
vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
wrighs M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Krebs Steelman Vitali 

NOT VOTING4 

Daley Maher Williams, C 
Lynch 

On the question retuning, 
Will the House agree to the331 on third consideration? 

] Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. A3129: 

Amend Title, page I, line 30, by inserting after "providing" 
for State funds and 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 2 through 5, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 

Section 1. Clause I1 of section 302 of the act of April 9, 1929 
(P.L.343, No.176), known as The Fiscal Code, is amended to read: 

Section 302. Funds.-* * * 
11. Motor License Fund.-All moneys received by the Treasury 

Depamnent from the Depamnent of Revenue arising from title registration 
and license fees, fines, penalties, bail forfeited, and other miscellaneous 
receipts, collected or recovered under the motor laws; from the collection 
of any portion of the Liquid Fuels Tax, not directed by law to be returned 
to the counties; from contributions by the Federal Government and 
political subdivisions of this Commonwealth for the improvement, 
maintenance, and rebuilding of highways within this Commonwealth; 
from the sale of highway bulletins and maps; from the sale by the 
Depamnent of [Property and Supplies] General Services of unserviceable 
State property originally paid for out of the Motor License Fund; from 
fees for permits authorizing work on State or township highways and 
restoration charges, license fees for occupancy of bridges, restoration 
charges and payments on agreements to which the Commonwealth has 
succeeded upon taking over county bridges; from amounts received from 
utility companies covering the wst of constructing facilities over or rentals 
forthe use of bridges; from forfeited checks, fees for certifying records of 
the Depamnent of [Highways] Transoartation, amounts recovered for 
damage to or loss of equipment of said department, rentals for equipment 
of said department, liquidated damages on highway contracts; and from 
tolls collected on intrastate toll bridges, acquired by the Commonwealth, 
and paid for out of the Motor License Fund,-shall be credited to the 
Motor License Fund. The funding for Statewide hiehwav restoration. 
betterment and resurfacine in 75 Pa.C.S. 6 9502(a\(3) (relatine to 

, imwsition of tax) shall be ailocated bv wumv based on fiF.v oer centum 
ofthe countv's orowrtional share of State highwav vehicle miles and f i h  
p r  centum of the coumv's orowrtional share of State hiehwav lane miles. 
The Deoamnent ofTranswMtion shall give orioriw to those restoration, 1 betterment and resurfacine ~roiects havine the worst oavement aualitv or 
structural condition. The d e m e n t  mav eive orioriw to more heavily 
uavded hiehwavsor smionsof hishwaks over other hiehwavs or sections 

A mionly of the members required by the rules having voted 1 of hiehuavs of comoarable qualiw or condition. The Funds collected and 
in the affirmative, the question w& determined in the affirmative I credGd for hiehwav restoration. betterment and resurfacinz shall not 
and the motion was agreed to. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third considemtion of SB 672, PN 714, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176), entitled, 
as amended, The Fiscal Code, further providing for reports to the 
Secretary of Revenue. 

nnto the Motor License Fund after the fiscal vear for which the tax 
was lmmsed and may be canied over into the followine fiscal year Anv 
funds not exmnded within the following fiscal vear afterthe tiscal vear in 
which the tax was imwsed shall l a ~ s e  into the Motor License Fund. On 
Aueust 1.  and Februaw 1 of each year until Februarv 1. 2002. the 
Dewnment of Transwmtion shall provide the Cornmlnee on 
Aooronriations and the Committee on Transwnation of the Senate and 
the Committee on Aoomoriations and Committee on Transoonation of the 
House of Re~resentatives a listing of all restoration. betterment and 
resurfacine oroiects and the costs thereof that received or will receive 
fundine. if available. for the current and ~revious fiscal vears. 

* * * 
On the question, I Section 2. Section 901 of the act, amended December 2, 1976, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? (P.L.1274, No.283) and repealed in pan April 28, 1978 (P.L.202, No.53). 

The SPEAKER. The  Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Lloyd, who offers- The gentleman, Mr. Lloyd, waives off on 
amendments. 

Does the gentleman, Mr. Petrarca, have amendments to this 
bill? He waives off. 

is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19, by striking out '7" and inserting 

3 

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



formula &r dis$butingthe betterment funds in th; budget, which they want to do it, Ad  I think thai when we are spending $80 
amount to about $80 million this year. We had had a discussion on I million, that that should be more along the lines of a formula than 
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The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 
Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Sneaker. what this amendment does is nut into law a 

The other $80 million that is in the budget, there is no fomula 
that drives that money out and it is purely discretionary as to how 
it gets driven out. It is not based on a formula; it is based on 
whoever decides thev want to do a broiect whenever thev decide 

this earlier for the additional dollars that were put in when we were 
doing the budget. There is no formula though for how the moneys 
that were allocated over this 5-year period would get used, and this 
simply provides an allocation formla. 

I would appreciate an atlimntive vote. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 

Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I guess this is going to pass, and I do 

not know whether it matters. I gather that we are trying to put 
something into this bill to drive it back to the Senate so it can be 
firther amended but members might want to pay special attention 
to this amendment because we have debated it vigorously several 
times. 

This changes the allocation of a special pot of money in the 
Motor License Fund budget. Where you stand on this should, at the 
very leasf depend upon how it impacts on your county. I debated 
against this amendment unsuccessfully when we passed the budget 
this year. If you recall, at that time there was a printout which 
showed who suffered the most. 

If your county benefits from having money passed out on the 
basis of how many vehicle miles and how many lane miles you 
have, then you are probably for this amendment. But if your county 
does better using the current formula and the current department's 
discretion in allocating that special pot of money, then you should 
vote against this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlem. 
The Chairrecognizes- Does the gentleman, MI. Sturla, desire 

recognition? 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, if I could, this is not the same 

amendment that had nur during the budget that Mr. Lloyd was 
speaking about. That amendment would have taken it from a 50-50 
formula to a 100-percent formula based on lane miles, or vehicle 
miles. This amendment does the 50-50 formula that is in force for 
the other $50-million pot of money that we use for this program. 
Unfortunately, the $80 million that is there is not driven out under 
any formula, so in essence everyone benefits from this, because 
right now there is no formula that drives this money out, and this 
simply clarifies it and makes it the same as the rest of the money 
that is being driven out. 

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

Mr. LLOYD. Would the gentleman, Mr. Sturla consent to 
interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may begin. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I am conhed about the point which 
you just made. When we have debated this before, your target was 
a pot of discretionary money, which I believe the budget says is to 
be allocated on the basis of some criteria that are in the budget bill, 
and do you recall what those criteria are? 

Mr. STURLA. In the budget bill, that $50 million was driven 
out on this formula, and I was hying to change it to 100 percent 
one way instead of 50-50. 

based on a purely discretionary means of evaluating these projects. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, that $80 million that you are- 
The SPEAKER. W111 the gentleman yield. 
The noise level is too high; please. 
Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, that $80 million at which you are 

aiming is money which is a line item in this year's budget? 
Mr. STURLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. LLOYD. And that is something which is not dictated by 

anything in the highway law? That may or may not be in a budget 
next year and the following year and the year after that? 

Mr. STURLA. That is correct. 
Mr. LLOYD. And presumably the money which was allocated 

in this year's budget has been committed by the Department of 
Transportation for projects? 

Mr. STURLA. I would have no knowledge of that, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LLOYD. But your formula, if my supposition is correct and 
I think that it is, your formula could potentially require the undoing 
of commitments which the Department of Transportation has made 
and possibly even undo the commitment of maintenance contracts 
which have either been awarded or are in the process of being 
awarded. Is that correct? 

Mr. STURLA. I would not see that happening, Mr. Speaker, 
unless there was an inappropriate amount being allocated to one 
particular area This is the formula that everybody fought for and 
wanted back with the other $50 million, and all I am trying to do 
is make it the same all the way across the board so that it is not 
completely discretionary in terns of how we spend $80 million. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlem is in order. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this apparently is not exactly the 

same amendment, but my concern is, without knowing whose 
counties will be hurt and whose counties will be helped, that we 
ought not be changing the famula for highway maintenance money 
on the House floor. 

I think that it is almost certainly the case that this money has 
already been committed by the Department of Transportation to 
specific maintenance projects. I think that if you were to try to 
disrupt that commitment at this point, you are either going to 
interfere with contracts which have already been awarded or 
projects which are close to going out on bids. 

I think that is not a prudent thing to do, and I think that 
members, in the absence of knowing how this is going to affect 
their counties, ought not support this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlem. 
On the question of the adoption of the amendment, the 

gentleman, Mr. Hasay. 
Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I come from a semirural county, and I amseeing 

a lot of those rural roads getting resurfaced and redone now, and I 
do not want to disturb the formula that we just have now and have 
it change, especially the members on this side of the aisle, until we 
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acauire soace from an imwrtine distributor or bailee for hire authorized 
bv this act at no more than two locations ver manufacturer for use of a 
seereeated wrtion of a uarehouse or other storaee facilitv owned or 

specified anywhere within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, which, in 
the case of distributors, have been purchased only from persons licensed 
under this a a  as manufacturers or importing distributors, and in the case 
of importing dishibutors, have been purchased from manufacturers or 

State manufacturer mav store and sell malt or brewed beveraees to any persons outside this Commonwealth engaged in the legal sale of malt or 
imwrtinedimibutor to whom the out of State manufacturer has eranted 1 brewed beverages or from manufacturers or importing distributors 
distribution riehts oursuant to subsection fb) or to anv ourchaser outside I licensed under this article. In the case of an imookine distributor. the 
this Commonwealth for deliverv outside this Commonuealth: or to ship 
to its aoraae facilitv outside thisCommonwealth. Such manufacturer mav 

s t a  
1 
written amlication must be filed to acauire storaee licenses and the board 

holder of such a license shall be authorized to store malt or brewed 
beveraees owned bv an out of Stare manufacturer at a seeregated wrtion 
of a warehouse or other storage facilitv authorized bv section 4411d) and 

deliver such beveraees to another imoortine distributor who has been 
g i  

mav establish the information that must be orovided on the aoolication. I herein. The imoortine distributor shall be oermitted to receive a fee from 
The initial filine mun be made orior to anv wavments k ine  made. and any the out of Stare manufacturer for anv related storage or delivery services. 
1 I In the case of a uiilee for hire hired bv an out of State manufacturer. the 

of holder of such a vermit shall be authorized to receive or store malt or 
for brewed bevewes under the same conditions as oennined for a distributor 
manner malt or brewed beveraees is distributed through the three-tier I or imwnine distributor under section 441ff). oroduced bv that out of 

La.2) The board shall issue to a holder of a manufacturer's license I to whom that out of State manufacturer has eiven distribution riehts 
whose oroduction exceeds 15.000 barrels cer vear no more than two DD 

for deliverv outside this Commonwealth. or to shiv to that out of State I 
the location of the manufacturine facilitv. A manufacmrer mav use its manufacturer's storaee facilities outride this Commonwealth The bailee 
9% for hire shall shall bemined to receive a fee from the out of State 
beveraees in the same manner as it can at its olace of manufacture. A I a r  

0 s  

s a s  
"The Administrative Code of 1929." Nothine in this act authorizing 

g 
tier svstem. 

(b) Theboard shall issue to any reputable person who appliestherefor, 
Davs the license fee hereinafter arescribed. and files the bond hereinafter . . 
required a distributor's or importing distributor's license for the place 
which such person desires to maintain for the sale of malt or brewed 
beverages, not for consumption on the premises where sold, and in 
quantities of not less than a case or original comainers containing one 
hundred twenty-eight ounces or more which may be sold separately as 
prepad for the market by the manufacturer at the place of manufacture. 
The board shall have the discretion to refuse a license to any person or to 
any corporation, psrmership or association if such person, or any officer 
or director of such corporation, or any member or partner of such 
parinemhip or association shatl have been convicted or found guilty of a 
felony within a period of five years immediately preceding the date of 
application for the said license: And provided further, That, in the case of 
any new license or the transfer of any license to a new location, the board 
may, in its discretion, grant or refuse such new license or transfer if such 
place proposed to be licensed is within three hundred feet of any church, 
hospiral, charitable institution, school or public playground, or ifsuch new 
license or transfer is applied for a place which is within two hundred feet 
of any other premises which is licensed by the board: And provided 
further, That the board shall refuse any application for a new license or the 
transfer of any license to a new location if, in the board's opinion, such 
new license or transfer would be detrimental to the welfare, health, pace  
and morals of the inhabitants of the neighborhood within a radius of five 
hundred feet of the place proposed to be licensed. The board shall refuse 
any application for a new license or the transfer of any license to a 
location where the sale of liquid fuels or oil is conducted. The board shall 
require notice to be posted on the property or premises upon which the 
licensee or proposed licensee will engage in sales of malt or brewed 
beverages. This notice shall be similar to the notice required of hotel, 
restaurant and club liquor licensees. 

Except as hereinafter provided, such license shall authorize the holder 
thereof to sell or deliver malt or brewed beverages in quantities above 

hire shall. as reouired in Article V ofthis act. keen comolete and accurate 
rexords of all transactions. inventorv. receiots and shioments and make all 
records and the lice& areas available for insmion bv the board and for 

durine normal business hours. 
Each out of State manufacturer of malt or brewed beverages whose 

products are sold and delivered in this Commonwealth shall give 
distributing rights for such products in designated geographical areas to 
specific importing distributors, and such importing distributor shall not 
sell or deliver malt or brewed beverages manufactured by the out of State 
manufacturer to any person issued a license under the provisions of this 
act whose licensed premises are not located within the geographical area 
for which he has been given distributing rights by such manufacturer. 
Should a licensee accept the delivery of such malt or brewed beverages in 
violation of this section, said licensee shall be subject to a suspension of 
his license for at leasthim/ days: Provided, That the importingdishibutor 
holding such distributing rights for such product shall not sell or deliver 
thesame to another importing distributor without first having entered into 
a written agreement with the said secondary importing distributor setting 
forth the terms and conditions under which such products are to be resold 
within the territory granted to the primary importing distributor by the 
manufacturer. 

When a Pennsylvania manufacturer of malt or brewed beverages 
licensed under this article names or constitutes a distributor or importing 
distributor as the primary or original supplier of his pmduct he shall also 
designate the specific geographical area for which the said distributor or 
importing distributor is given distributing rights, and such distributor or 
importing distributor shall not sell or deliver the products of such 
manufacturer to any person issued a license under the provisions of this 
act whose licensed premises are not located within the geographical area 
for which distributing rights have been given to the distributor and 
importing distributor by the said manufacturer: Provided, That the 
importing distributor holding such distributing rights for such product 
shall not sell or deliver the same to another importing distributor without 
first having entered into a written aggement with the said secondary 
importing distributor setting forth the terms and conditions under which 
such products are to be resold within the territory granted to the primary 
importingdimibutor by the manufacturer. Nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to prevent any manufacturer from authorizing the importing 

' distributor holding the distributing rights for a designated geographical 
area from selling the products of such manufacmrer to another importing 



of the third class; and (5) five thousand or more in townships of the I rekl  licenseon $emanufac&rer'sor limited winery's licensed premises. 
second class in counties of the fifth class: Provided. however. That in The hotel liauor l~cense or restaurant liauor license or the malt and brewed 
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distributor also holding distributing rights from the same manufacturer for 
another geographical area, providing such authority be contained in 
writing and a copy thereof be given to each of the importing distributors 
so affected. 

* * * 
Section 6. Section 433.1(a) and (b) ofthe act, amended April 29, 1994 

(P.L.212, No.30) and February 18, 1998 (P.L.162, No.25), are amended 
to read: 

Section 433.1. Stadium or Arena Permits.-(a) The board is hereby 
authorized to issue, in cities ofthe first, second and third class, in counties 
of the third class, in school districts in counties of the third class and in 
townships ofthe second class in counties ofthe fifth class, special permits 
allowing the holders thereof to make retail sales of malt or brewed 
beverages in shatterproof containers at all events on premises principally 
utilized for competition of professional and amateur athletes and other 
type  of entertainment having an available seating capacity of; (I) twelve 
thousand or more in cities of the first and second class; (2) four thousand 
or more and owned by the county or the city in cities of the third class; (3) 
four thousand two hundred or more and owned by counties of the third 
class; (4) two thousand five hundred or more in school districts in counties 

Section 441. Distributors' and Imporling Distributors' Remictions on I (a.1 I Any out of State manufacturer of malt or brewed beveraea mav 
Sales, Storage. Etc.-(a) No dimibutor or importing distributor shall g w i n t  an imwnine distributor or bailee for hire to oerform the sen ices 
purchase, receive or resell any malt or brewed beverages except: scribed in section 43lfb) and ~rovide a fee to an imwrtine distributor 

an out of State manufacturer from eneaeine in a transaction or making 
pavments authorized bv section &I&. I ). 

( 0  No distributor, importing distributor or retail dispenser shall in 
anywise receive, either directly or indirectly, any credit, loan, moneys or 
the equivalent thereof fmm any other licensee, or from any officer, 
director or firm member of any other licensee, or from or through a 
subsidiary or affiliate of another licensee, or from any firm, association or 
corporation, except banking institutions, in which another licensee or any 
officer, director or firm member of another licensee has a substantial 
interest or exercises a control of its business policy, for equipping, fining 
out, payment of license fee, maintaining and conducting, either in whole 
or in part, an establishment or business operated under a disuibutor's, 
importing distributor's or retail dispenser's license, excepting only the 
usual and customary credits allowed for the return of original containers 
in which malt or brewed beverages were packaged for the market by the 
manufacturer at the place of manufacture: Provided, however, That a 
holder of a manufacturer's license under section 43 1 (a) who is eligible to 
operate a brewery pub under section 446(2) or a limited winery as 
provided for under section 505.2 may also hold and operate under a hotel 
liquor license, a restaurant liquor license or a malt and brewed beverages 

cities ofthe second class this section shall be applicable only to premises 
owned, leased or o p t e d  by any authority created under the act of July 
29, 1953 (P.L.1034, No.270). known as the "Public Auditorium 
Authorities Law." Such sales may be made only to adults and only on days 
when the premises are so used and only during the period from one hour 
before the stan of and endion+half hour after the close ofthe event on 
the premises: Provided, however, That in school districts in counties of the 
third class sales may Qt made [only] during [professional] hieh school 
and intemlleeiate athletic competition. 

Section 7. Section 44l(a) ofthe act, amended May 31,1996 (P.L.3 12, 
No.49), is amended to read: 

beverages retail license shall be acquired by the manufacturer or limited 
winery subject to section 461 and shall satisfy all requirements for each 
respective license. Nothine in this section shall be corntrued to ~rohibit 
an imwnine distributor from receiving uavment from an out of State 
manufacturer for enpapine in a transaction or oerformine services 
authorized bv section 431 (b> or 444fa.lL 

* * * 
Section 9. Section 444(e) of the act is amended and the section is 

amended by adding a subsection to read: 
Section 444. Malt or Brewed Beverages Manufactured Outside This 

Commonwealth.-* * * 

license, a restaurant liquor license or a malt and brewed beverages retail The term"incorporated unit of a national veterans' organization" shall 
license on the manufacturer's or limited winew's licensed oremises. The I mean anv incornorated wst. branch. camp, detachment, lodge or other 

(1) in the original containers as prepared for the market by the 
manufacturer at the place of manufacture; [or] 

(2) in the case of identical containers repackaged in the manner 
described by subsection ( 0 1 . h  

J3) as orovided in section 4311b). 
* * * 
Section 8. Section 443(e) and (9 of the act are amended to wad: 
Section 443. Interlocking Business Prohibited.-* * * 
(e) Excepting as hereinafter provided, no manufacturer of malt or 

brewed beverages shall in any wise be interested, either directly or 
indirectly, in the ownership or leasehold of any propew or any mortgage 
lien against the same, for which a distributor's or importing distributor's 
license is granted; nor shall any such manufacturn, either directly or 
indirectly, lend any moneys, credit, or their equivalent to, orguarantee the 
payment of any bond, monggge, note or other obligation of, any 
distributor or importing distributor, in equipping, fining out, or 
maintaining and conducting, either in whole or in part, an establishment 
or business where malt or brewed beverages are licensed for sale by a 
distributor or importing distributor, excepting only the usual credits 
allowed for the return of original containers in which malt or brewed 
beverages were originally packaged for the market by the manufacturer at 
the place of manufacture: Provided, however, That a holder of a 
manufacturer's license under section 431(a) who is eligible to operate a 
brewery pub under section 446(2) or a limited winery as provided for 
under section 505.2 may also hold and operate under a hotel liquor 

or bailee for hire who ~erforms such services. 
* * *  
(e) Upon such hearing, whether or not an appearance was made by 

such outside manufacturer, if satisfied that any such violation has 
occurred, the board is specifically empowered and directed to issue an 
order imposing a fine upon such outside manufacturer of not less than five 
hundred dollars ($500) or more than ten thousand dollars (S10,000), or 
pmhibiting the importation of malt or brewed beverages manufactured by 
such [outside] out of State manufacturer into this Commonwealth for a 
period not exceeding three years, or both. Such fine or prohibition shall 
not go into effect until twenty days have elapsed from the date of notice 
of issuance of the board's order. * * * 

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 3, by striking out "4" and inserting 
10 

Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
Section I I. Section 461. I of the act, amended June 30, 1992 (P.L.j27, 

No.66), is amended to read: 
Section 461.1. Incorporated Units of National Veterans' 

Organizations.-(a) The board shall have the authority to issue new 
licenses to incorporated units of national veterans' organizations, as 
defined herein, in municipalities where the number of licenses exceeds the 
limitation prescribed by section 461. 

(b) The term "national veterans' organization" shall mean any 
veterans' organization having a national charter. 

hotel liquor license or restaurant liquor ~icenHe or the mait and brewed 
beverages retail license shall be acquired by the manufacturer or limited 
winery subject to section 461 and shall satisfy all requirements for each 
respective license. Nothing in  this section shall be construed to prohibit 

subordinate unitof a national veterans' or&mization having one hundred 
or more paid up membets and organized for a period of at least one year 
prior to filing the application for a license. The term does not include 
auxiliaries. "sons of' or other similar oreanization. 
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set forth in section 102. excem that: I (( 

(I)n liaffiliateduor license from one municiditv to another municioalitv of the same 
~ county or in a contieuous countv reeardless of the auota limitations 

The 
comorations. 
directlv affiliated with an incornrated unit or a national veterans' 
oreanization. An affiliated omization must meet the definition of a club 

(2) if unincornrated. the affiliated oreanization need not have been I omvided for in this act if: 

- 

municipality and if the restaurant retail dispenser or club lost the use of 
the building in which it was locate8dne to governmental exercise of the 
right of eminent domain and no other suitable building can be found in the 
first municipality. 

in continuous existence for at least ten vears ~rior to its anolication. I LA) sales of liauor or malt and brewed beveraeu are legal in  such 
(c) When the charter of an incorporated unit of a national veterans' other munici~alitv; 

organization is suspended or revoked, the [retail] license of the I (B) the location in the same countv or a contirmous countv is an 
organization shall also be suspended or [revoked] &. The [retail] 
club license of an incorporated unit of a national veterans' organization - 
is not transferable to any other organization or person[.], exceot as I has been desienated as bliehted. 

susoended or rescinded umn the susvension or revocation of the charter 1 Redevelooment Law." bv a Pennsvlvania local eovernment or its aeencv: 

provided in this section. 
Id) An incornrated unit of a national veterans' oreanization mav 

transfer its club license to itsaffiliated oreanization as lone as. in addition 
to fulfillineall the reauirements cenainine to the transfer of club licenses. 
the state deoamnent of the national veterans' ormization ~rovides the 
board with written a~moval for such a transfer. The license shall be 

y. 
The license shall also be rescinded uoon reaum of the state d e m e n t  I Or (C) anv orooem, which is located within a redevelo~ment area. when 

u) For Dunxxes of this subsection. a orowm shall be determined to 
be bliehted if it isanv ofthe fo l louin~ 

(A) real orooem, within or outside a certified redevelooment area 
determined to be bliehted orowrrv under the act of Mav 24. 1945 
(P.L.991. No.385). known as the "Urban Redevelooment Law"; 

(B) anv orocem declared to be blighted. under the "Urban 

ofthe one of the stated ournses of desienation as a redevelooment area is to 
affiliation with the incornrated unit ofthe national veterans' oreanization remove blight desimated bv a local government or its agencies underthe I 
is severed. 

(e) Onlv one club license mav be issued to the incormrated unit of the I 1.'. c g  
national veterans' oreanization, and the board mav not issue a license to of the munici~alitv in which the license was 
an incornrated unit of a national teterans' oreanitation if anv of the restaurant liouor license mav not be transferred 
p I within five vears of the date of initial transfer unless the subseouent 
( f )  mnsfer IS for use in an indoor bowline center. In the case ofdistributor I . ' .  . :  issuance of club liouor licenses to incornrated units of national veterans' and impon~ng dimbutor licenses, the board may transfer any such licmse 

omizations also oermits the transfer of such licenses to an affiliated from is place in a municipality to a place in any other municipality within 
oreanization of the incornrated unit of the national veterans' the same county, or from one place to another place within the same 
organization. I municipality, or exchange a distributor license for an importing distributor 

&) An incomorated unit of a national veterans' association or an I license or an importing distributor license fora distributor license, if the 
affiliared building for whwh the llcense is to be issued has, in the case of an I .  . . . . ' 
reauest for transfer denied under this section mav reauest a hearine before ~mponing dlsmbutor license, an area under one r n f  of two thousand five 

hearing hidred section464 fed and, in the case of a distributor lice% an area under 
p 3  one off of one thouthousand square feet: And provided, That, in the case of 
decision to suswnd the chaner. revoke the chaner or refuse to aoomve the I all transfers of distributor or importing distributor licenses, whether from 
transfer The wri&n reauest from the state deoamnent of the national I a place within the same municipality to another place within the same 
vetems' ormnization. standinealone, is admissible evidence at the bard or from a place in a municipality to a place in any other 
hearinr. An a o w l  of the board's decision mav be taken under section within the same county, and, in the case of an exchange of 
464. the aooeal shall not act as a suwrsedeas of the board's 

Section 12. Section 468(a) and (c) of the act, amended or added June 
24, 1982 (P.L.624, No.176), are amended to read: 

Section 468. Licenses Not Assignable; Transfers.-(a) a Licenses 
issued under this article may not be assigned. The board, upon payment 
of the transfer filing fee and the execution of a new bond, is hereby 
authorized to tlansfer any license issued by it under the provisions of this 
article from one person to another or from one place to another, or both, 
within the same municipality, and if the applicant is a unit of a nonprofit 
nationally chartered club, the board is hereby authorized to transfer such 
license to a place in any other municipality within the same county if the 
sale of liquor Or malt and brewed beverages are legal in such other 
municipality as the board may determine. Prior to the approval of an 
application for transfer by a unit of a nonprofit nationally chartered club 
the board shall make an affirmative finding upon proof submitted by the 
applicant, and after investigation by the board, that at the time the 
application for transfer is made the club continues to hold a valid national 
charter and continues to function in fact as a club as defined in section 
102. The board, in its discretion, may nansfer an existing restaurant retail 
dispenser or club license from one municipality to another in the same 
county regardless of the quota limitations provided for in this act, if sales 
of liquor or malt and brewed beverages are legal in such other 

a distributor license for an importing distributor license or an importing 
distributor license for a distributor license, the premises to be affected by 
the &eror exchange shall contain an office sepamte and apart from the 
remainder of the premises to be licensed for the purpose of keeping 
records required by the board, adequate toilet facilities for employes of 
the licensee and an entrance on a public thoroughfare: Provided, however, 
That in the event that the majority of the voting electon of a municipality, 
at an election held under the provisions of any law so empowering them 
to do, shall vote against the issuance of distributor or importing distributor 
licenses in such municipality, the board is hereby authorized to transfer 
any such distributor or importing distributor license from its place in such 
municipality to a place in any other municipality within the same county, 
upon application prior to the expiration of any such license and upon 
payment of the transfer filing fee and the execution of a new bond; but no 
transfer shall be made to a person who would not have been eligible to 
receive the license originally nor for the transaction of business at a place 
for which the license could not lawfully have been issued originally, nor, 
except as herein provided, to a place as to which a license has been 
revoked. 

QJ No license shall be hansferred to any place or property upon which 
is located as a business the sale of liquid fuels and oil. Except in cases of 
emergency such as death, serious illness, or circumstances beyond the 
control of the licensee, as the board may determine such circumstances to 
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justify its action, transfers of licenses may be made only at times fixed by 
the board. In the case ofthe death ob. licensee, the board may transfer the 
license to the surviving spouse or personal representative or to a person 
designated by him. From any refusal to grant a transfer or upon the grant 
of any transfer, the party aggrieved shall have the right of appeal to the 
proper court in the manner hereinbefore provided. 

* * *  
(c) (I) The term "nonprofit nationally chartered club" shall mean any 

club which does not contemplate pecuniary gain or protit, incidental or - 
otherwise, having a national charter. 

(2) The term ' h i t  of a nonprofit nationally chanered club" shall mean 
any post, branch, lodge or other subordinate unit of a nonprofit nationally 

- - - -- 
at all stadium events except - and I repeat - except those events 
involving high school or collegiate activities. 

I The amendment would also provide for the special 
intermunicipal transfer of nuisance liquor licenses to bowling 
centers, thus assisting local municipalities in getting rid of their bad 
licensees while at the same time assisting this worthwhile industry. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, this amendment would assist the 
fundraisimg efforts for nonprofit groups in third-class counties 
which are involved with the training of dogs for the handicapped 
by allowing them to conduct wine auctions as is now permitted for 
~ubublic television stations in the State. 

chartered club. 
(3) The tern "indoor bowling center" shall mean an enclosed faciliiy 

of at least twelve thousand sauare feet with a minimum of eiehteen 
bowline lanes and which has as its orimarv focus the offering of bowling 
as a recreational activity to the eeneral oublic. 

Mr. Speaker, again, this amendment contains importanf 
noncontroversial changes to the Liquor Code, and I would ask for 
an affirmative vote. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentlem. 
* * *  
Amend Sec. 5, page 6, line 7, by striking out"5" and inserting 

13 
Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 470), page 6, line 16, by inserting after 

"ACCEPT" 

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

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

nunc om tunc 
Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 470), page 6, line 26, by insexting 

aRer"APPL1CATION" 
nunc om tunc 

Amend Sec. 6, page 7, line 22, by striking out "6" and inserting 
14 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the Serafini 
amendment the 'leas,, will remain the .ho,, votes will rise 
and stand in place until their name has been called. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Amend Sec. 8, page 9, line 12, by striking out "8" and inserting 
16 

Amend Sec. 9, page 9, line 16, by striking out "9" and inserting 
17 

Gannon 
Geist 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
GmiDa 
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harllai 
HaIhart 
H-Y 
Hmesse~ 
Herman 
Hess 
Horsey 
llkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Maitland 
Majar 

~ - 

Adolph Eachus Manderino Santoni 
Argall Evans Markosek Saylor 
Bard Fairchild Mmica Schrcder 
Barley Fichter Masland Semmel 
Barrar Flick Mavmik Serafini 

On the question, 
Willthe House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the Smfini 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Serafini. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment A3076 is an omnibus package which incorporates 

several important provisions, which this chamber has approved in 
previous legislation and which are agreed to within the licensed 
beverage industry. The amendment also contains two techn'lcal 
changes to the bill. 

This package contains six different items, so I will attempt to be 
brief in my explanation of them. 

First, the amendment addresses the ongoing storage problems 
for both in-State and out-of-State breweries by allowing each to 
establish up to two wholesale warehouses in which to store their 
beer and have it subsequently distributed into the regular 
distribution system. The change would in no way alter the n o m l  
beer distribution system in Pennsylvania 

Second, the amendment addresses the membership difficulties 
of our national veterans organizations. For those organizations 
operating liquor licenses under section 461.1 of the Liquor Code, 
this amendment would enable them to transfer the license to their 
home association, thus eliminating the dilemma they face with 
social members joining their clubs. 

A third item in the amendment would enable the stadium 
permittees in third-class counties to sell malt beverages to patrons 

~ c C a l l  
Mffieehan 
Mffiill 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micoaie 
M i l k  
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olau 
Oliver 
Orie 
Perzel 
Pesci 
Pnrana 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
elms 
Reston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
R o b s 3  
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 

~ a ~ i s f o  
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 

BOYS 
Bmme 

;zovitl 
B~~~~~ 
Calwimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
carone 
cmrio 

Eczck 
ci,, 
Cohen, L. I. 

coliao 
cornell 

E:rG 
cowell 
Curry 

DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Denn*y 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Druce 

Seyfen 
Shaner 
Smith. B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Sreil 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Sturla 
Sum 
T a n m i  
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washinson 
Wmgh 
Williams, A. H 
Wilt 
W o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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NAYS-26 I On the auestion. 

Armstrang Fago Krebs Smith. S. H. 
Baker Feese Mcllhattan Stem 
Birmelin Fleagle Phillips Strimnatter 
Clark Forcier Rohrer True 
Clymer George Sather Zimmerman 
COY H d e y  Schuler zug 
Egolf Hutchinson 

NOT VOTING4 I 
Allen Dal9 Maher Williams, C. 
Bebkplones Lynch Scrimenti 

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

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

amended? 

Mr. TANGRETTI offered the following amendment No. 
A3036: 

Amend Title, page I, line 19, by insening after "FOR" 
sales by liquor licensees for I 

Amend Bill, page 2,l&es 28 through 30; page 3, line I, by striking out 
all of said lines on said ~aees  and insertine I 

Section I.  Section 40<a) ofthe act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No21), 
known as the Liquor Code, reenaned and amended June 29,1987 (P.L.32, 
No.14), is amended by adding a clause to read: 

Section 406. Sales by Liquor Licensees; Restrictions.-(a) * * * 

beverages to nonmembers who ourchase tickets in advance or at the door 
for a catered function. 

* * *  
Section 2. Section 406.1 of the act, amended July 1, 1994 (P.L.402, 

No.61). is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 4, line 3, by striking out2" and inserting 

Will the'~ouse agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER On the question of the adoption ofthe Tangretti 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Tangretti. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am offering this amendment again. This is about 

the second or third time, maybe fourth time that I have offered it. 
It has passed a couple of times in this House, the last time fairly 
significantly in terms of the margin. I am doing it to correct a 
problem that I think exists and I believe exists and I know exists for 
volunteer fire companies who have club catering licenses. 

Under existing law, any event that is held at a firehall that has 
a club catering license must sell their tickets in advance. They 
cannot sell tickets at the door under law. We all know that is a 
fiction; we all know that does not happen, and we all know in this 
room that at one point in our career or another we have held 
frmdraisers or other events in firehalls and sold tickets at the door. 
But if the liquor enforcement people decide for one reason or 
another or they get a complaint or some other possibility exists, 
that firehall can be fined for doing that. It is ridiculous; it is 
archaic; it is anachronistic. It does not make any sense. Out of a 
total of 20,000 licenses in this Commonwealth, we are talking 
about a mere fraction; less than one-half of 1 percent of these 
volunteer fire companies have club catering licenses. This is not a 
competitive issue as it relates to the Tavern Association. 

I find it ironic that we took care of a need that stadiums have 
and bowling alleys have and veterans organizations have relative 
to the Liquor Code and we cannot find it in our heart to take care 
of those people who take care of us, the volunteer fire companies. 

So I am just asking, once again, that this amendment be adopted 
and sent to the Senate, and perhaps for the first time we can say to 
those volunteer fire companies, you can have these events and not 
be concerned about paying $300 and $400 and $500 in fines as a 
result. 

So I would encourage all of my colleagues to support this 
amendment. Th?k you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

3 
Amend Sec. 3, page4, line 14, by striking out "3"and inserting I The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

A amendment, the afiirmative votes will remain seated; negative - 
Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 3, by striking out "4" and inserting 

5 
Amend Sec. 5, page 6, line 7, by striking out "5" and inserting 

6 
Amend Sec. 6, page 7, line 22, by striking out "6" and inserting 

8 
Amend Sec. 8, page 9, line 12, by striking out "8" and inserting 

9 

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

Amend Sec. 9, page 9. line 16, by striking out all of said line and 

I 

inserting 
Section 10. This act shall take effect as follows: 

(1) The addition of section 406(a)(8) of the . .. . 
act and this section shall take effect immediately. 

(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect 
in 60 days 

votes will please rise and remain standing until your name has been 
called. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Battistc 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 

YEAS-I 77 

Eachus Manderino 
Evans Markosek 
Fairchild Marsico 
Feese Masland 
Fichter Mayemik 
Flick McCall 
Gannon McGeehan 
Gein McGill 
George Mcllhinney 
Giglioni McNaughton 
Gladeck Melio 
Godshall Michlovic 

saylor 
Schroder 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfelt 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
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Boscola 
B0yes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovio 
Buxton 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camm 
Casorio 
caw'ey, 
Chadwrck 

Cordner 
Gruiea 
CNPPO 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhan 
H=Y 
Hennessey 
H m  
Hess 
H O W  

Micozne Steil 
Miller Stetler 
kundy Stevenson 
 MY^ Smla 
Nailor Surra 
Nickol Tangetti 
O'Brien Taylor, E. L 
Olasz Taylor, 1. 
Oliver Thomas 
Orie Tigue 
Pmel Travaglio 
Psc i  Trello 
Pe!nrca Trich 

Civera ltkin Permne Tulli 
Cohen. L. I. Jadlowiec P~PW V a n s  
Cohen, M. lames Pistella Van Home 
Colafella Jarolin Platts V a n  
Cola& Josephs Reston Vitali 
Comell Kaiser Ramos Walko 
Corpora Keller Raymond Washington 
Comgdn Kmney Readshaw 

Kirkland 
Wm& 

Cowell Re& W i l l i m  A. H. 
COY Krebs Reinard Wilt 
Cum LaGmtta Rieeer Woean 

Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lercovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
Major 

R O ~  
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sainato 
Santoni 

m n g  Fargo Maitland 
Birmelin Fleagle McllhaItan 
Clark Fonier Phillip 
Cl~mer Hershey Sather 
Egolf Hutchinson Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

~okaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewok 
Youngbld 
zug 

Stem 
SrrimMner 
True 
Zirnmman 

Allen MeY Maher Williams, C 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Scrimenti 

Section 408.4. Special Occasion Permits.-(a) Upon application of any 
hospital, church, synagggue, volunteer fire company, volunteer ambulance 
company, volunteer rescue squad, nonprofit agricultural association in 
existence for at least ten years, bonafide spommen's club in existence for 
at least ten yeats, nationally chartered veterans' organization and any 
affiliated lodge or subdivision of such organization, fraternal benefit 
society that is licensed to do business in this Commonwealth and any 
affiliated lodge or subdivision of such fraternal benefit society, or one 
auxiliary of any of the foregoing and upon payment of the prescribed fee 
for sp&al occasion -its under se&ionbi4-~ of the act of April 9, 
1929 (P.L.177. No.175). known as "The Administrative Code of 1929." , . 
the bdard shali issue a special occasion permit good for a period of not 
more than six consecutive or nonconsecutive days during a calendar year. 
Special occasion permits may also be issued to a museum operated by a 
nonprofir corporation [in a city of the third clars or township of the first 
class or la  nonprofit corporation engaged in the performing arts [in acity 
of the third class or in an incorporated town]. or an arts council for a 
period of not more than six nonconsecutive or ten consecutive days at the 
prescribed fee for special ocwion permits under section 614-A of "The 
Administrative Code of 1929." 

* * *  
(c) Such special occasion permit shall only be valid for the number of 

days stated in the permit Only one permit may be issued to any permittee 
during the year. Provided, that a museum operated by a nonprofit 
corporation [in a city of the third class or township of the first class and], 
a nonprofit corporation engaged in the performing arts [in a city of the 
third classl. or an am council may be issued no more than six permits 
during the year, each permit being valid for only one day, or in the 
alternative, one permit valid for no more than a total of ten consecutive 
days per year[, which may be issued only during the month of August]. 

* * *  
Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 408.4). page 4, by inserting between lines 13 and 

14 
For the numoses of this section "arts council" means a tax-exemnt 

omization which oromotes the visual arts. ~erformine arts. or both. and 
which receives fundine under the Local Arts Services Promam 
administered bv the Pennsvlvania Council on the Am. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the lady, 
Ms. Steelman. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is also an amendment that has been before the House 

previously and has been adopted by the House. 
It ex~ands the eligibility for s~ec ia l  occasion permits to arts 

The majority having voted in the firmafive, 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? 

Amend Sec. 2, page 4, lines 3 through 5, by striking out all of mid I in the amendment that there are some brackets as well. 
liner and inserrin- I h e  ofthe thinzs beinE bracketed ouhas to do with performing 

- - 
councils, and arts councils are defined as those nonprofit 
organizations that exist to promote aaistic endeavors and are 
recognized and funded by the Pennsylvania Council on the Arts. 

I hope that everyone will be able to support this ammdment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Gordner. 

GORDNER. I would like to the maker of the 
amendment. 

Ms. STEELMAN offered the following amendment No. 
A3041: 

- - ~  -.---....-- ~~ 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates that she will stand for 
The may begin. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

. . -. . - . . . . . .. . . 
Section 2. Section 408.4(a), (c) and (e) of the a c ~  amended April 29, 

1994 (P.L.212, No.30), October 5, 1994 (P.L.522, No.77), December 20, 
1996 (P.L.1523, No.199) and February 18, 1998 (P.L.162, No.25), are 
amended and the section is amended by adding a subsection to read: 

arts Centers in ai i ty  of the third ckass or an incorporated town, and 
1 have the only incorporated t o m  in Pennsylvania. I just would like 
an explanation as to why there are certain items being bracketed 

in your amendment. 
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- A .  

try to get rid of all of those little dependent clauses that did not 
seem to mean a whole lot I think that it is reasonable enough, since 
this does not withdraw the ability to apply for a special occasion 
permit from your organization. What I was txying to do was just 
simplify and clarify the overall language. 

Mr. GORDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just again for clarification purposes. Then, for instance, in lines 

26 and 27 where you have "in a city of the thud class or in an 
incorporated town" bracketed out, it just means that now, instead 
of being limited to a city of the third class or an incorporated town, 
that it could be a performing arts facility in a township, first-class 
township, second-class township, borough, city, town, et cetera. Is 
that correct? 

Ms. STEELMAN. Yes; yes, that is correct. 
Mr. GORDNER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. No further questions. 

Ms. STEELMAN. Primarily because as I began to look at the 
language as it exists in the Liquor Code, there were obviously a lot 
of nitpicking limitations on the special occasion permits, and so I 
decided in an access of the desire to clean thines UD. that I would 

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

DiGimlamo Major Sainato Youngblood 
DoMfucci Manderino Santoni 

Markowk Saylor 
E ~ C ~ U S  

R Y ~ R  
Marsico Schrcder Speaker 

Evans Masland 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
Steelman amendment, the "ayes" will vote in the af16rmative by 
remaining seated; the negative votes will please rise in place and 
remain standing until your name has been called. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Argall 
Bard 
Banisto 
Belardi 
BelFanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
ButkoviQ 
Bunon 
Caltapirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
Carorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizzo 
Cornell 
C o p r a  
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dempsey 
Dent 
Dermcdy 
DeWeese 

Feese 
Fichter 
Geia 
George 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G m i m  
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Haman 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Horrey 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jamlin 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGmna 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledercr 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 

Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Miller 
Mundy 
 MY^ 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasl 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pesci 
P e m c a  
Petmne 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Senunel 
Serafini 
seyrert 
Shaner 
Smith B. 
SmiIh, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangstti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
v a n e  
Van Home 
veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H 
Wilt 
W o w  
Wojnaroski 
WrighL M. N. 
Yewcic 

Adolph 
A r m m n g  
Baker 
Barley 
Barrar 
Birmelin 
Civera 
Clark 

Allen 
Bebko-Jones 

Clymer Henhey Rohrer 
EsOlf Hess Sather 
Fairchild Hutchinson Schuler 
Fargo Krebs Stem 
Fleagle Maitland Strimalter 
Flick Mcllhanan True 
Forcier Micouie Zimmerman 
Gannon Phillips ZUP 

NOT VOTING4 

Daley Maher Williams C 
Lynch Scrimenti 

I The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the m t i v e  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. This bill has been considered on three different 
days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

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

nays will now be taken. 

The members will begin to vote by staying in their seats if they 
are a 'yes" vote and by standing up and remaining standing if they 
are voting in the negative. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
W l  
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Banino 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Eenninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovia 
Bunon 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Carone 
casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 

Drum 
Eachus 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Flick 
Gannon 
George 
Giglioui 
Gladeck 
Gcdshall 
Gordner 
G m i m  
G ~ P P O  
Habay 
Halush 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hmnan 
Honey 

Manderino 
Markowk 
Matsico 
Marland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McCieehan 
McGill 
Mcllhinney 
McNau&ton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Miwzzie 
Miller 
Mundy 
 MY^ 
Nailor 
Niekol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Penel 
Pesci 

Santoni 
Saylor 
S c h d e r  
Scmmel 
Serafini 
Seyfrn 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
StlirS 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stetler 
Stevenron 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreui 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
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Civera 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohm M. 
Colafella 
Colaizw 
Comell 
corpora 
Comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
clmy 
Dally 
DeLuca 
mpxy 
Dmt 
-0dY 
Dewsac 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucei 

A-ng 
Baker 
B i l i  
Clark 
ciyma 
Egolf 
Fargo 

Allen 
&bk+Jona 

Itkin Petrarca 
Jadlowiec Petrone 
James ~ ~ P P Y  
Jamlin Pisrella 
Jowpb Platu 
Kaiser Preston 
Keller Ramos 
Kmney Raymond 
Kirkland Readshaw 
LaGrotta Reter 
Laughlin Reinard 
Lawless Rieger 
Lederer Roberts 
Leh Robinson 
LeseoviQ Roebuck 
Levdansky Rooney 
Lloyd Ross 
Lucyk Rubley 
Major Sainato 

Fleagle Maitland 
Foxier Mcllhattan 
Gcia Phillips 
H a h e y  Rohrer 
Hess Sather 
Hutchinson Schvler 
Krebs 

NOT VOTING4 

Daley Maha 
Lynch Scr imt i  

Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wshington 
Waugh 
Williams. A. H 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
WrighG M. N. 
Ynvcic 
Youngblood 

Ryan, 
S p k e r  

Smith, S. H. 
Stem 

Williams, C. 

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

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

- - 
money is currently being spent, I will come backand offer this 
amendment at a later date. 

Right now I cannot give you that information because PennDOT 
will not provide that i n f o d o n  to me, but we will hopefully have 
that information in the future. I will offer the amendment at a later 
date, and I will withdraw it at this time. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentle-. 

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

I Mr. VITALI offered the following m d m e n t  No. A3080: 

I Amend Title, page I, line 30, by inserting after "Commonwealth:"' 
providing for disclosure of  zovemment contract - 
awards; &d 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 2 and 3, by striking out all o f  said lines and 
inserting 

Section I .  The act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.] 76). known as The 
Fiscal Code. is amended bv addine a section to read: ., 

Section 2 15 Disclosure of Government Connact Documents.-When 
a Commonwealth contract is awarded bv a Commonwealth aeencv. funded 
gy Commonwealth monevs. the D e m e n t  of  Revenue shall orovide 
disclosure of and make available and oubllc all information. including 
documenu uwn which theaward war based. Information to  be disclosed. 
at the time the contract is awarded shall include documents u w n  which 
the award was based. bids submined includine those submitted bv 
unsuccessful bidden. and suowrtine documents. 

W ~ o n  2. Section 901 of the act, amended December 2, 1976 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19, by striking out "2" and inserting 

3 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitaii. 

Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What this amendment does is require the Department of 

Revenue, in the awarding of certain contracts, to provide additional 
information to the public with regard to those contracts. 

It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that this is an agreed-to 
amendment. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 672 CONTINUED 1 The SPEAKER. On the question of the Vitali amendment, the' 

I Chair recognizes the gentlemn, Mr. Snyder. 
The SPEAKER The to Page of Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, we support this wndment. 

SB 672. This bill was called uu earlier. The rules were sumended 
to permit us to consider it today. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, is recognized in 
connection with SB 672. 

Mr. STUIUA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just had a discussion with the majority 

Transportation chairman, who assured me that I would be able to 
get information from PennDOT regarding how these funds are 
currently spent. To this date I have not been able to get that 
information, but I will rely on his expertise, and in the hopes that 
I can get that information from PennDOT and then be able to 
compare what this formula would do for members versus where the 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the members voting in the 
affirmative will remain seated; those opposed will rise and stand in 
place until their name is called. 

The following mll call was recorded: 

Adolph Egolf Major Saylor 
Amall Evans Manderino Schroder 
Armstrong Fairchild Markosek Schuler 
Baker Fargo Marsica Semmel 
Bard Feere Masland Scrafini 
Barley Fichter Mayemik Seyfe~i 
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G m n e  
Casorio 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Comell 
Corpora 
comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
Dally 
DeLuca 
D W P ~ ~ Y  
Dent 
Dermody 
Deweese 
DiGimlamo 
Donatucci 
D N C ~  
Eachus 

Banar Fleagle McCall Shaner 
Banisto Flick McGeehan Smith, B. 

Forcier McGill Smith, S. H. Belardi 
Belfanti Gannotr MclUlaaan Snyder, D W. 
Benninghoff Gein Mcllhinney Staback 
Birmelin George McNaughton Stairs 
Bishop Gigliotti Melio Steelman 
Blaum Gladeck Michlovic Steil 
Boreola Godshall Micouie Stem 
Boy- Gordner Miller Stetler 

Mundy Stwenson Browne G m i m  
Bunt GNPPO  MY^ Suitmatter 
ButkoviQ Habay Nailor Sturla 
Bunon Haluska Nickol S u m  
Caltagimne Hanna O'Brien Tangetti 
Cappabianca Harhai Olasr Taylor, E. L 
Cam Harhart Oliver Taylor, J. 

Allen 
Bebko-Jones 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The "yes" votes shall be reflected by remaining in your seats; 
the "no"votes will be reflected by the members standing in place 
until their name has been called. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS1 96 
H a y  ~ r i e  
Hennes~y P a l  
Herman Pesci 
Hmhey Peharca 
Hers Petlone 
Horsey Phillips 
Hutchinson Pippy 
ltkin Pistella 
Jadlowiec PI* 
Jamcs W o n  
Jamlin Ramos 
Josephs Raymond 
Kaiser Readshaw 
Keller Reba 
Kenney Reinard 
Kirkland Rieger 
Krebs Robcns 
LaGrolta Robinsan 
Laughlin Rwbuck 
Lawless Rohrer 
Lederer Rooney 
Leh Ross 
Lercovib Rubley 
Lwdansky Sainato 
Lloyd Santoni 
Lucyk Sather 
Maitland 

NOT VOTING4 

Daley Maher 
Lynch Scrimenti 

Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
v m  
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
W ~ g h  
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmeman 
z u s  

Williams, c. 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armmong 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Battino 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
B ' ie l in  
Bishop 
Blaurn 
Boswla 
B o y s  
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
B m n  
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
c w r i o  
Cawley 
Chadwick 

I Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Cornell 
Corpora 
Conigan 
Cowell 
Cov 

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

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. It is the understanding of the Chair the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali, withdraws his second amendment. 

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

amended ? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

Egolf 
Evans 
Fairchild 
f argo 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Giglioni 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G m i m  
G N P P ~  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhan 
Hasay 
Hennerwy 
Herman 
Hashey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
itkin 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Jarolin 
Jorcphs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kmney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGmlta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Ledem 
Leh 
Lesmviiz 

Major 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Marsim 
Masland 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGechan 
McGilI 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Miconie 
Miller 
Mundy 
 MY^ 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Orie 
Peml  
Pesci 
Pefrarca 
Pemne 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Plans 
Preston 
Ramos 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieeer 
R O ~  
Robinson 
Roebuck 
ROhrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Saylor 
Schmder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seyfett 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stain 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson 
St r imMM 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor. E. Z 
Taylor. J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
True 
Tulli 
Vance 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waugh 
Williams, A. H. 
Wilt 
WOW Wojnamski 

Wrighr, M. N. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
z u s  

DiGirolamo Levdansky Sainato 
Donatucci Lloyd Santoni Ryan. 
h c e  Lucyk Sather Speaker 
Eachus Maitland 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Daley Maher Williams. C. 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Scrimenti 
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The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 555, PN 
1988, entitled: 

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

Ordered, That the clerk renun 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. 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
Commonuealth of Pennsylvani* further providing for rrial by jury. I 

presented because it has to be c l m  enough for a jury. The effect of 
this is that since lawyers tend to charge by the hour, the cost of a 
legal defense is going to go way up. 

In addition, many lawyers are available for friends or family to 
handle simple cases for nothing, but the number of lawyers who 
will handle a very complex jury trial on a pro bono basis is very 
limited, so the vast majority of people who otherwise could get a 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? I 
The SPEAKER. It is the understanding of the Chair that all 

amendments to this particular bill have been withdrawn. That bemg 
the case- It was the understanding of the Chair. Apparently I 
misunderstand just what is going on. 

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen. 

Will the gentleman yield. 

free or an almost free jaGer, the number of people who can do 
that has gone way down and the cost for everybody else in securing 
a lawyer goes way up. And that is why the National Rifle 
Association is against it; that is why gun owners groups are against 
it; that is why the American Civil Liberties Union is against it; that 
is why various victims advocacy groups are against it; that is why 
the National Organization for Women is against it; that is why I 
think ifjust about any group of middle-class citizens were exposed 
to this bill, they would be against it. I say middle class, because 
middle-class people do not have unlimited financial resources and 
middleclass people do not have the constitutional rights to have 
the State pick up the tab for their defense. For a poor person the 
public defender will represent him or her, and we, the taxpayers of 
Pennsylvania, will pay for the increased cost of a public defender. 
We will have to h i  more public defenders. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
~onferenns must be held outside of this room; conferences 

must be held outside of this room 
The Chair recognizes the gentlemm, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank yoq Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 30 years ago when Richard Nixon ran for 

President, one of hi campaign themes was, "Bring us together." 
This bill has brought together more diverse groups than any other 
bill that I can recall in many, many years. This bill has created a 
common position forthe National Rifle Association, the NRA, and 
just about every group of gun holders in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and the National Organization for Women and 
various PuPsof  advocates forvictims, and all have the same 
position on this bill, and the position of these liberal, moderate, and 
conservative groups is they want this bill defeated. 

What all these groups have in common is that are groups 
of middleslass Pennsylvania citizens who recognize a pro@ to 
dramatically increase the costs of the criminal justice system. That 
is what this bill does. It d m ~ ~ t i ~ a l l y  increases the Corn of the 
criminal justice system and the real risk of driving a 
defense of a middle-class person way out of a middle-class 
person's ability to afford it. It increases the costs of the criminal 
justice system by dramatically extending the amount of time any 
criminal trial will take. 

It allows the district anomey to require ajury trial. As we all 
know, jury trials take a lot of time. They take a lot of time because, 
first, we have to examine dozens and dozens of people to see if 
they are qualified to be jurors and are willing to serve as j u m .  
That is an extremely time-consuming process. Then the lawyers for 
both sides have to make sure that not only are the facts presented 
so that a judge, who is learned in the law and has years of 
experience in the law, understands the facts, but we have to make 
the facts so clear that a jury of people, the vast mjority of whom 
have never seen a criminal case before, now they have to be able 
to understand it. So it creates an additional phase ofjury selection 
and it makes it much more time consuming for the material to be 

Mr. C ~ H E ~ .  F~~ all these reasons, M ~ .  speaka, I think this bill 
is unwise, and I would move that this bill be recommitted to the 
House Judiciary Committee for fbrther study and public hearings. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentlem. 

0, the question, 
will the H~~~ agree to the motion? 

a SPEAKER. On the question of the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Gannon. 

M,. GANNON. ~ h ~ , , k  you, ur. speaker. 
~ r .  Speaker, I oppose the motion to recommit SB 555 to the 

~ ~ ~ d i ~ i ~ ~ ~  cormnittee. 
We have studied this proposal; we have had public hearings on 

this. It is now time to move It is something that has been 
demanded by the people of this Commonwealth on several 
OCMSions i n k  past we have been blocked thwarted by those 
,horn opposed to it. It is time that the people have a voice in this 
chmber, and 1 would ask for a ''no" vote on the motion to 
,,,-it. 
n, SPEAKER, ne gentleman, M ~ .  ~ 1 ~ .  
M, B~AUM, n a n k  you, M ~ ,  speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise also to oppose reconmittal. 
%is is a constitutional amendment which, ifadopted, we can 

p,,,t tothe voters of Perrnsyivania h is  not new law. It has been 
the law since 1935, I believe. It was changed by the courts in court 
decisiom and now the peoplehave an opportunity to put it back on 
the books throua amending the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ i ~ ~ ,  

So I would ask that we oppose recommittal and put the issue to 
,votebefore the memben. 

The S p ~ A ~ ~ ~ .  ~h~ ,-hair recognizes the lady from 
philadelphia county, M ~ .  ~ ~ ~ ~ h ~ ,  

M ~ .  JOSE~HS. ~ h d  you, M ~ ,  speaker. 
I fise to support the motion to I do not like to 

disagee wth my esteemed 
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It is tlue we have looked at this piece of legislation, but that was 

before we began to receive the letters 6om the gun owners and the 
sportsmen's groups. 1 think it took them a while to kind of see what 
a danger this was to their members, and 1 think it is time for us to 
go back and perhaps get a much better feeling for what these 
groups feel are the unwise and bad public policy measmes that will 
be put in place if we pass this constitutional amendment. 

A constitutional amendment is a pretty serious thing. 1 do not 
see any reason why we should not restudy it. Our own Constitution 
makes it a complicated method to adopt i t  The founders were very 
smart when they did that. Their message to us across the years is, 
do this carefully, and if you have so many diverse groups from 
every part of the political spectrum that say, no, this is not a very 
good idea, I think it is time that the committee do its work, come 
up with something better, or try and fix it in som way. 

So I hope we can recommit it to Judiciary and work on it a little 
bit more. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Tangretti. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the chairman of the Judiciary 

Committee would stand for a brief interrogation 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gannon, indicates he 

would be pleased to stand for interrogation. You m y  begin. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the chairman could comment about the 

fiscal note as it relates not to the cost of putting this item on the 
ballot but rather the cost of SB 555 overall. 

Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, 1 would suggest that the member 
interrogate the chairman of the Appropriations Committee on that 
issue, if he is available for interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlema Mr. Barley, are you willing to 
be interrogated on the issue before the House? The gentleman 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. 

Would you repeat your question, please. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask the chairman of the Appropriations 

Committee what the fiscal note is relative to this Senate bill, not in 
terms of what it costs to put on the ballot as a constitutional 
question but rather what the total implications of this will be in 
terms of increased costs for the judicial system across this 
Commonwealth. 

Mr. BARLEY. Yes; thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Barley. 
Mr. BARLEY. Mr. Speaker, the issue that was presented to the 

Appropriations Committee in the request for a fiscal note was to 
analyze the cost of placing it on the ballot. At this time, the 
question before the committee is not the cost of implementation. 
We do not have a fiscal note that indicates the cost of 
implementation, because that issue, until and unless it is approved 
by the voters, is not an issue that needs to be addressed. We do not 
have that fiscal note. We are not required to have that. The fiscal 
note that we have is the fiscal note that does cover the costs of 
placing it on the ballot. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you very mch, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on the motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for that purpose. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Mr. Speaker, respectfully, 1 would suggest 

that that is exactly the issue. Before anyone in this room should 

-- - 

decide whether this should be a ballot issue to amend the 
Constitution ought to know the financial inplications of what we 
are voting on, and we do not know that. We have no idea, as 
evidenced by the response fiom the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, what the increased costs of this amendment or this bill 
are going to be to the judiciary. 1 &nk, by virtue of the comments 
that our colleague fiom Philadelphia made, it by its very nature is 
going to increase the costs substantially, and I do not think that the 
taxpayers of this Commonwealth would want any of us to cast a 
vote without knowing what that number is. 

So I would support unequivocally the motion to recommit this 
and would do it with the understand'mg that we would know and be 
provided what the total cost would be for this. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Olasz. 
Mr. OLASZ. Thank you very mch, Mr. Speaker. 
I nse to support the motion to recommit, and those of us from 

Allegheny County know the constant battle that goes on with the 
county commissioners and the judges, because they are not funded 
properly to conduct the judicial matters that appear before 
Allegheny County. In fact, the president judge had threatened to 
shut down the court system far underfunding. So 1 think it is 
extremely important that this be recommitted until we do have a 
fiscal note, because undoubtedly, it is going to have a severe 
impact on the Allegheny County court system 
Thank you, and you think about i t  Mr. Speaker, before you vote 

on this one. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Birmelin. 
Mr. BIRMELIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to oppose this motion to recommit for two basic 

reasons. The first is that I conducted the public hearing on the 
House version of this bill - and I am not sure what the date was; I 
think it was about 2 months ago - and every argument that you 
have heard in every letter that you have received from every. 
organization pract~cally that one of the previous speakers has 
mention4 we have already heard those arguments. The Judiciary 
Committee heard from all of these people with all of these 
arguments. The letters that you are receiving are nothing new. This 
was voted in a previous session, and that issue was raised then. it 
was raised again in the public hearing that 1 conducted through the 
auspices ofthe Judiciary Subcommittee on Crime and Corrections. 
Revdng back to the Judiciary Committee is not going to do 
anything other than delay the vote. 

A second mention was made by one of the previous speakers 
that we could change or do something different to this bill. We 
cannot. If we are going to put this bill before you for a vote, we 
cannot change it, unless we decide that we are going to not only do 
a this session but the following session, because it was voted in last 
session. So it really needs to be identical to the language that was 
En the last session. That is what you are going to have before you 
if you give the full body an opporhmity to vote on SB 555 today. 

So 1 would respectfully submit to you that reverting back to or 
sending it back to committee is not going to do anything other than 
delay, but if that is what you want to do, is delay, then I would vote 
to recommit But quite fiankly, it is not a vote of substance. It is not 
going to amount to anything different being done to 
SB 555 other than a delay of time. So 1 would ask you to oppose 
that motion. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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I also rise and ask for a non-recommittal-to-committee vote. 

This issue has been with us now for the past 3 years. We passed 
this bill out of committee last year, or we passed this bill in this 
House last year by about a 3-to-1 margin. It is practically the same 
bill. 

So I think we are ready to vote the bill. F'ulting it back into 
committee where it has been studied, where hearings have been 
he14 serves no purpose at all. Let us vote the issue and get it done. 

Thank you I ask you to vote "no" on the rereferral to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just to reiterate the remarks of the other members who are 

urging a "no" vote on recommittal, I support them, and I ask the 
members to vote "no." This is avery important issue. Only sending 
it back to committee will delay. It will delay justice for crime 
victims throughout the Commonwealth. It is time to put this issue 
before the people, and I urge a 'ho" vote on recommittal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemn, Mr. Wogan. 
Mr. WOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. Speaket,I join Chainnan Grnmon and Representatives 

B i e l i n  and Godshall in vigorously opposing the motion to 
recommit this bill to Judiciary, but I think the members here should 
understand that there is no more time to deal with this issue. It will 
not merely be delayed, this issue; it will be dead if this bill is sent 
back to committee, and the reason is that we cannot entertain this 
bill in the fall because of the advertising requirements placed upon 
the Depamnent of State by the Pennsylvania Constitution. 

We need to get this in positionbefore we break for the summer, 
and the best information I have is we are breaking for the h e m  
after next week. So a vote to send this back to committee, an issue 
that we have been working on for over 3 years, is in essence a vote 
to kill this bill. It is not going to merely delay it. 

If we are unsuccessful in keeping this from going to committee, 
what we will have to do is start all over again. Everything that was 
done last session, everything that has been done this session, it is 
all wiped out This has been around long enough. We have got a 
safety feature. This is a proposed constitutional amendment. Our 
constituents will have the ultimate say this November, but they will 
not have the ultimate say if we kill this by sending it back to 
committee today. 

I ask for a negative vote on the motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Boscola 
Ms. BOSCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am strongly encouraging my colleagues not to recommlt this 

bill today. When in this Commonwealth are the voices of the 
victims going to be heard and the people have their say? 

We h o w  what this bill does; we can debate it today. Please, let 
us just get this over with. Debate the bill today. Do not recommit. 
Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

- ~- 
The SPEAKER. The lady will yield. 
The meeting on the side aisles and in the back of the House, 

please break up. 
Ms. Josephs. 

I Ms. JOSEPHS. Does not a member of this House under our 
House rules have to affirmatively indicate whether he or she is , voting "yes" or "no," and indicate that in person - formally, of 
course - by pressing a button at his or her desk? But is it not 

! required that we affirmatively vote either'lea" or ''nay" under our 
rules ? 

The SPEAKER. Members in their seats are required to vote, if 
that is your question. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Is someone else allowed to cast the vote of a 
member who is not in his or her seat? 

The SPEAKER. No. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Then how can we continue in this room 

I assuming that each person who does not stand up is casting an 
aErmative vote under our House rules? 

The SPEAKER. The vote that you are referring to as casting, a 
vote is not being cast by the clerk; he is simply recording it, which 
he has done every day that we have been in session. He records the 
vote. The method of voting has changed temporarily, and I believe 
it is withii the rules, although the Parliamentarian is looking them 
up right now. 

1 Ms. JOSEPHS. I have been assumed to have been voted "yes" 
on a number of measures today and yesterday. 

! The SPEAKER. You have been voted 'yes," yes. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. My question is, has my name been read into the 

I record ashaving been voted 'yes"? 
The SPEAKER. Yes. 

1 Ms. JOSEPHS. If I am not in my seat and not standing, dws my 
name get read into the record as having voted "yes"? 

The SPEAKER. I know you are here, because you are a 
conscientious legislator- 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Hypothetically- 
The SPEAKER. -and the answer would be yes. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Hypothetically, I am a terribly unconsciekious 

legislator- 
! The SPEAKER. That will be in a brochure, I amsure. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. It would be if one of your party would file and 
nm against me. 

The SPEAKER You got me. But I will see what I can do to 1 accommodate you the next time. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you. It will get me invited to many more 1 community meetings. 
The SPEAKER. Yes. 

/ Do you have any more questions to beat me up with? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. I would like to debate on this mtion, please. 
The SPEAKER. The lady is recognized. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. According to the way I interpret the Speaker's 

answer to my questions, we are now not only ghost-voting, we are 
massively ghost-voting, and we are ghost-voting without- - 

The SPEAKER. The lady, Ms. Josephs, for the second time on 
the issue. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Mr. Speaker, a p a r l i a ~ n t ~  inquiry, please. 
The SPEAKER. The lady will state her point of parliamntary 

The SPEAKER No; no. Do not take my remarks and go down 
a path that leads you to that conclusion. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. I said my interpretation of your remarks. And I 
believe I have the floor. Am1 st111 recognized? 

me SPEAKER. you are recomlzed. 
inquiry. 

Ms. Does not a Person have to, a State 
Representative, a member- 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, MY. Speaker. 
I question the constitutionality and the legality of any votes we 

take under these circumstances. I still urge a vote to recommit, but 
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The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Sir, I am aware of what the Senate does. Of 

course, they have 50 people and we have a few nure than that. 
I have another parliamentary inquiry. 
Under, well, it is under "Definitions" of rules. It says, referring 

to "Roll Call Vote," " 'Roll Call Vote' shall be a vote taken and 
displayed by and on the electric roll call board or in the event of a 
malfunction of the electric roll call board, by such method as shall 
be determined by the Speaker." Are you-  

The SPEAKER. Well, that board has certainly malfunctioned; 
it is not here. And a method as determined by the Speaker, I am 
trying to do that, and I am flexible, and I am willing to- We have 
made one change at the suggestion of Mr. Lloyd yesterday. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I question this, and I think what we are doing- I am very, very 
interested in the speaker before me talking about the people having 
their chance to voice their opinion when this question gets on the 
ballot. Well, I think long before this question, if and when it gets 
on the ballot, we are not following the rules that the people of this 
State assume that we are following when we are sitting in this room 
and playing these silly games. 

I think whatever we do here is constitutionally suspect. I still 
urge a "yes" vote on Representative Cohen's recommittal motion, 
but I have very, very many grave doubts about the procedure that 
is happening here. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The lady, Ms. Josephs, in M e r  answer to 
your question, it is my belief that if any two members demand a 
strict roll call, we will then be in a position where we will take a 
long roll call rather than the short roll call, and to offer you some 
comfort, I suggest you watch television and see that the Senate 
does this day after day after day after day, where they use a voice 
vote. This is not something that is newly discovered. And we have 
done it in the House on a number of occasions in earlier years. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlem, Mr. Penel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I take exception to what was said by the gentlelady 

from Philadelphia If anyone could pan the camera on everyone in 
this room, the room is absolutely packed. Almost every member of 
the General Assembly, evelybody that I know, is sitting here in 
their seats. So I do not h o w  why she would be making outrageous 
statements about people not being in their seats. 

But having said that, I would l i e  to request that we do a roll 
call of each member here on the 'leas" and 'hays" on this 
particular motion to send this back to the Judiciary Conunittee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlembn, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have been given two arguments here. The first 

is that the arguments in favor of recommittal are the same 
arguments as you have heard for 3 years. There is a lot of truth in 
that. These arguments are what you have heard for a while, 
although they are heard now from a far broader number of people 
than they were heard from 3 years ago. But during those 3 years, 
one reason there are so many more people concerned about these 
arguments is, there have been no answers. How many new judges 
are going to have to h hired in Philadelphia, Pinsburgh, 

Montgomery, Delaware, Bucks, Allegheny, Beaver, Washington, 
if just 5 or 10 percent of the trials that are now judge trials are 
going to be jury trials? We do not know that. No thought has been 
given to that question. There are no answers available. How many 
extra pubIic defenders are going to have to be created throughout 
the Commonwealth if just 5 or 10 percent of the trials of 
low-income people, whose counsel is provided for by the State, are 
now going to be jury trials instead of judge trials? We have no 
answers to that. We have no idea what the costs are. 

Secondly, we are told the time is short. Well, this is a continuing 
body. You how, we do not go out of existence at the end of 1998. 
We will come back in I999 and 2000 and 2001 and 2002 and so 
forth. The Pennsylvania legislature has been around for over 300 
years, and we are going to be around for a lot longer. There is 
absolutely no urgency in doing something which will dramatically 
raise costs - costs by the taxpayers, costs by prosecutors. You 
how, it takes more district attorneys to prosecute a jury trial than 
it does a judge trial. As Tom Tangreni yells out, this is tax and 
spend. We are drivingup costs for the district attorney's office; we 
are driving up costs forthe public defender's office; we are driving 
up costs for attorneys who are private attorneys who are hired by 
corn; we are driving up costs for individual defendants. 

This is a very, very expensive proposed constitutional 
amendment There is absolutely no urgency in passing it. The 
court, we were told by Mr. Gannon, changed the tradition in 
Pennsylvania in 1935, so now 63 years have gone by where you 
could not have prosecutom d l m g  forjurytrials. We have survived 
for 63 years. We can survive a while longer. 

I urge support for reconnnittal. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Blaum, for the second time 

on the question. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I believe it was since 1935 that the people have had the right to 

insist on a trial by jury, and it was only in 1982 when the Supreme 
Court ruled that a 1977 statute was unconstitutional or against the 
rules of the court that that changed. And what that change meant 
was that a criminal defendant who found a lenient judge could 
waive a jury trial, and the people through the proscutor had no say 
in thaf and if the jury trial was waived, then the judge would make 
the ultimate decision of guilt or innocence. All this is doing is 
retuning to the way it was from 1935 up to 1982 in which the right 
to a trial by jury, if it is waived by the defendanf must be agreed 
to by the prosecution. 

This bill is strongly supported by district attorneys throughout 
1 Pennsylvaniaas well as Attorney General Mike Fisher, and I would 

ask that we adopt the bill and vote "no" on the motion to recommit 
The SPEAKER The question before the House is, should 

SB 555 be recommitted to the Committee on Judiciary? On that 1 questton, there will be a long roll call. You respond to it with a 
"yes" or a "no." We will go back over it a second time, and then 
that is it. So you have to make your vote on two rounds. 

The clerk will begin the roll call. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

1 

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



Armmong 
Belardi 
Caltagirone 
Cappabiica 
Cam 
Carone 
Carorio 
Cohen. M. 
Colafella 
Colain0 
Corpon 
Cowell 
cw 
curry 
DeLuca 

Evans 
Fonier 
GigJiotti 

Adolph 
-1 
Baku 
Bard 
Barley 
&wQ 
Banisto 
&Ifanti 
BenninghoR 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Bascola 
Boy- 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Bunon 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civm 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm, L. I. 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Dally 
Dempwy 
rknt 
Dewcew 

Bishop 
Donatucci 

~utchkson Pippy 
ltkin Pistella 
James Ramor 
Jamlin Reber 
Jorephs Robnts 
LeGmtta Robinson 
Leh Roebuck 
LacoviQ Rohm 
Levdansky Sainaw 
Lloyd Santoni 
Manderino SeyferI 
Markosek Shaner 
McIlham 
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Gordner Melio Smith, S. H. 
Gruim Michlovic Staback 
Haluska MY= Stain 
Hanna Olau Steelman 
Harhai Psci Stetler 
H o w  P m a  Stevenson 

DiGimlamo Lawless 
h c e  Ledm 
Eachus Lucyk 
Egolf Maidand 
Fairchild Major 
Fargo Marsico 
Fe rn  Masland 
Fichter Mayemik 
Fkagle McCall 
Flick Mffisehan 
Gannon McGill 
Geist Mcllhinney 
George McNaughmn 
Gladeck Mieozzie 
Godshall Miller 
GNPPO Mundy 
Habay Nailor 
Harhart Nickol 
Hasay O'Brim 
Henncrwy Orie 
Herman Pmel 
Hemhey P m n e  
H a  Phillips 
Jadlowiec Platts 
Kaiser P m n  
Keller Raymond 
Kmney Readshaw 
Knbs Reinard 
Laughlin Ross 

The SPEAKER. The gentlem, Mr. Perzel, is recognized. 
Mr. PERZEL. Just for the record, Mr. Speaker, every single 

Republican was voted. 

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

NOT VOTMG-8 

S u m  
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Txavaglio 
Trello 
Vcon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Wilt 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Steil 
Stem 
StrimMiter 
Sturla 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
vance 
Van Home 
Waugh 
W o w  
Wojnamski 
Wright, M. N. 
Zimmcrmen 
zug 

R Y ; ~ ,  
Speaker 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
A parliamentary inquiry. 
Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, earlier it was stated that if we did 

not vote on this now, that it wouid not be able to get on the ballot 
for the fall, and I believe that is probably correct. My question is, 
I know under the Constitution that we need to vote on it in two 
consecutive sessions. The question i s  if we vote on this, say, when 
we come back in November, we would have voted on it in two 
consecutive sessions. Now, it would not get put on the ballot for 
the voters until later, but would we meet our constitutional 
requirement by havingvoted for it in two consecutive sessions and 
would it in fact be valid to go before the voters at the next 
election? 

The SPEAKER. It is our belief that, yes, that would be 
permissible. It could be voted upon as soon as a new session began, 
the voters in the next session. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. S o -  
The SPEAKER A memorandum was distributed some 2 or 5 

months ago by the Parliamentarian, I think, that covers that in more 
detail, and if you stop up to see the Parliamentarian or send 
someone up, we will get you a new wpy of that morandum. 

Mr. STURLA. Okay. But it would still be constitutional and 
valid if we did it later? 

The SPEAKER. Stop up and see the Parliamntarian. 
Mr. STURLA. Okay. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. Or see Mr. Lloyd. 

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

I Mr. VITALJ offered the following amendment No. A2865: 

I Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6). page 1, lines 12 through 14, by striking out 
Kirkland Rie~er Mch "Furthermore. in criminal cases" in line 12, all of lines 13 and 14 and 
Oliver Rooney Williamr, A. H. insertine 

I 
- 

Furthermore. in anv cnm~nal  casc in which the accused has the rieht to 
ma1 bv iurv. the Commonuealth shall have the same neht to tnal b\ i un  

Allen Daley Maher Williams, C 
Bebkc-Jones Lynch Scrimenti 

Less than the having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative the motion was not 

gubiect to the aooroval bv a iudge of the court in which the case is 
ps-@iJ& 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by striking out "UPON" and inserting 
(a) Upon the first passage by the General Assembly of this proposed 
constitutional amendment, the Secretary o f  the Commonwealth shall 
proceed immediately to comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsvlvania and shall 

agreed to. 

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

~ ~ ~ ~-~~~~~ ~ ~ 

transmit the required advertisements to two newspapers in every county 
in which such newspapen are published in sufficient time after passage of 
this proposed constitutional amendment. 

(b) Upon the second Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting afier '. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the Vitali 
amendment, the gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what this amendment would do is to make the 

Commonwealth's request for a trial by jury subject to the approval 
of the court. Mr. Speaker, although I oppose SB 555, I thii that 
this amendment will make it a little more palatable. 

Mr. Speaker, I have tried criminal cases; I do have some 
experience with this. There are many circumstances under which 
a trial by jury would be less than fair and may work a miscarriage 
ofjustice. There are a couple of situations, Mr. Speaker, that come 
to mind. There are certain sets of facts and certain type defendants 
that would inflame the passions of a jury such that whereas a 
defendant did not violate the st- charged, the facts are such that 
with those inflamed passions, there would be a substantial 
likelihood of conviction. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, a judge would be more likely to be 
more dispassionate and more objective and look beyond perhaps 
the disreputable nature of the defendant's character or the 
inflammatory nature of those facts and just rendera decision based 
on the law at hand, and I think that is what we want and that is what 
this system requires, just a decision based on the facts at hand. 
And, Mr. Speaker, one ofthe type defendants that come to mind, 
tiankly, are politicians, and yet, Mr. Speaker, that is not a 
theoretical argument, Mr. Speaker, because any of us can and have 
been charged with a crime, and we do not want to get into a 
situation where a jury is looking at facts, bringing biases they may 
have toward that categoly of defendant or others. 

In addition to an inflammatoly- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The conferences along the wall in the vicinity of the gentleman, 

Mr. Vitali, must break up. 
Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
So it would be incumbent upon the judge to evaluate the 

Commonwealth's request, and if there would be some likelihood 
that those facts might be inflammatory, he could turn down that 
request. 

The second type case is a case that has a confusing or 
convoluted set of facts which might be difficult for a lay jury to 
follow, but a judge, being perhaps more learned and more 
fine-tuned in the intricacies of the law, could get beyond the 
confusing set of facts. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other sets of circumstances where it 
would not be appropriate to have a j u y  trial even if the 
Commonwealth wanted it. Mr. Speaker, typically middle-class 
defendants - those who do not qualify for public defenders, yet 
those who do not have great wealth - are put to a great financial 
bwden if they have to put on a jury trial, because jury trials and the 
time involved in them involve more attorney time and thus more 
expense than a nonjury trial. 

Mr. Speaker, we do not want a situation where you have a 
defendant who believes in his case and who believes in his 
innocence but simply cannot afford the expense of a jury trial being 
coerced into a deal because the D.A. can say, listen, if you do not 
take this deal, we are going to take you to a jury trial. That we do 
not want. We do not want middle-class defendants or any 
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defendant pleaing because of the costs associated with that, and 
there may be other circumstances where justice simply requires it. 

Mr. Speaker, I thii the purpose of the court system is to do 
justice. There are some cases where justice would not be served by 
having a jury trial, and that is why I think it is important to let a 
judge have the final say in this. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I ask for an affinmtive vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlentan, Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a "no" vote on this amendment. First and 

most importantly, any change in this bill as it is before the members 
today will put us back at square one with respect to the process of 
getting this very important constitutional amendment on the ballot 
so that the people of this Commonwealth can express their will as 
to what they want to do about this issue. 

Secondly, this amendment will only instigate, propagate, and 
foment additional judge shopping by defendants. One of the 
problems that we have today is that the defendants intentionally 
shop for lenient judges who do not want to impose mandatory 
minimum sentences, who do not wanr to send criminals to jail, and 
who are of the ilk to think that in most instances, the perpetrator of 
the crime is the actual victim 

And W l y ,  it is the judges' responsibility, and they carry it out 
very well in this Commonwealth, to temper the passions of the jury 
in cases where there may be some passion involved in terms of 
arousing the jury's or the community's passions against a 
defendant. The judges have control of that in their court. They 
advise the jury with respect to the deliberations on the facts and 
what the law is so that they arrive at a proper and just verdict. 

With respect to costs, we never hear the mention of the costs to 
the victims and what this present system perpetrates on them, 
where justice is continually delayed by defendants continually 
going into court; at the moment the jury has been picked and they 
are ready to hear the case, they weigh the issue that they want to 
waive a jury trial. We have already gone to the expense of 
impaneling a jury, and now we have to go through the entire cycle 
again, and the crime victims are put through the ringer, they are put 
through the turmoil; they are put through the passions and the 
harm, the pain, once again as they wait forjustice to be bmught to 
that courboom 

For those reasons and particularly for the first reason, that any 
change in this biII as it presently stands will put us back at square 
one, I urge a "no" vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Philadelphia County, Ms. Manderino. 

Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Vitali amendment, and I 

would like to make a few points in counter to a couple of 
arguments that have been put forth so far, because I think that they 
are arguments that we will heat over and over again as the various 
amendments are considered, but I view them in a little bit different 
light than the way they have been presented- 

The SPEAKER. The lady will yield. 
Please, take your seats. Staffpeople not involved in the issues 

before us, confer outside of this room 
Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as I said, I see a lot of the issues that have been 

raised so far in opposition to the Vitali amendment, and wkich I am 
sure will be raised again in opposition to other amendments, to be 



1346 LEGISLATIVE 
in large part red hemngs, and in particular, one of the arguments 
that I know we will hear over and over again is this issue about 
judge shopping. I can tell you from listening to the testimony for 
the one hearing that was held in the House as well as having 
watched the testimony on PCN (Pennsylvania Cable Network) that 
was given in the Senate, that there are ways and there are counties 
in Pennsylvania who have procedural mechanisms in action, in 
place, in their counties today that effectively deal with the issue of 
judge shopping. So it is a red herring to raise that as the reason that 
we need this kind of change in our law. 

But think about where the balance of power is right now. The 
issue of what crimes to charge a defendant with are solely within 
the realm of the district attorney's prerogative. The issue of 
whether to plea-bargain a case is solely within the realm of the 
district attorney's prerogative. 1 submit to you that we will see 
more cases where a Commonwealth would ask for a right to trial by 
jury not when the facts are so hideous and they think they will get 
some lenient soft-on-crime judge; rather, it will be when the facts 
a~ so wishy-washy that they are afraid that ifthey take it to a jury, 
they will lose the we. So what will happen, not to the 5 percent on 
any extreme of the cases, the hihideous-fact patterns, but the 95 
percent of the Joe Average Citizens who may unfortunately 
someday find themselves in b n t  of a court of law, then all of a 
sudden they are in a position of saying not am I innocent or guilty, 
but rather since 1 do not have the $15,000 or $20,000 it might take 
me on a jury case instead ofthe $4,000 or $5,000 it would cost me 
to go nonjury, because even though 1 am not a wealthy man or 
woman, I am not poor enough for a public defender, now my 
options become, do I take the plea and serve the 1 year? Do I take 
the plea and have a criminal record because I cannot afford a jury 
trial ? 

The SPEAKER. The lady will yield. 
If you must confer, please wnfer outside. It just is not fair to the 

people who are debating or making statements to have to fight not 
only a person from the other side of the issue but the noise of 200 
of us chaning. Just listen for a moment and you will have a better 
un-ing. 

Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Thus, an amendment like this first amendment, the Vitali 

amendment A2865, which says we understand right now that the 
weight of power on charging and the weight of power on plea 
bargaining is with the district attorneys, so since we do not want to 
put the whole weight of discretion on whether to insist upon or 
whether to veto a choice of a defendant on jury or nonjury, let us 
at least make it subject to a judicial review. I think that is a 
balanced approach that our constituents deserve. 

And the one other point I would l i e  to wke goes to the issue 
ofwhy we cannot do any amendments because the time is running 
out. I bet many of you were surprised to start getting all of these 
let&ers about this issue. A couple ofweeks ago I was at a meting 
with the head of the Pennsylvania League of Women Voters or one 
of the officers, and she said to me, I do not know anything about 
this bill that is going on for right to a trial by jury; send me the 
amendmen~ and when I sent it to her, she wanted to know why the 
language of it being posted for a first time on the ballot had been 
deleted, and I explained it to her thaf well, that must obviously 
mean that it was passed in at least one prior session and we are now 
on the second hearing, and let me go back and find out when that 
happened, because the League of Women Voters said, we never 
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wen realized that it was happening. 1 went back, and it happened 
last session with little fanfare, with no public hearings, and with 
very little debate so that the interested parties were not aware of 
what was going on. 

So 1 submit to you that because you are hearing about it, the 
opposition, for the first time today, that is because this is for the 
first time that the public is aware of i t  and I really think that we 
owe it to our constituents to make sure that this is properly 
considered and will be available for proper debate. And you know 
as well as I do that for an issue when it goes on the ballot, the 
arguments for and against a very serious, complex, and intricate 
constitutional ballot will end up being sound bites, just like the 
30-second sound bites that we have in our reelection canpaign. 

Last week before we came back to session, I was at one of my 
civic association meetings. Unbeknownst to either of ils, an 
assistant district attorney from Philadelphia was there to talk about 
SB 555, and he s t 4  up to proceed to explain from his perspective 
why this was a good idea, announ~ed who the State Representative 
from the district was, and urged people to call me immediately and 
tell me to vote for it. So Z stood up and I explained to the 
constituents that I was there, that I understood the issue, that I 
certainly welcomed their phone calls and letters, but I had to tell 
them straight out that unless I heard something new and 
earth-shattering that I had not heard before, I was going to vote 
"no" and there was very little that would change my mind, and I 
was asked why, and then I explained the issue from the perspective 
of the middle-class voter. After that meeting I had more than a 
dozen people come up to me and say, you know, when the district 
attorney first explained it, it sounded good and I thought, they are 
right and 1 should vote for it, but when I heard your perspective, I 
realized that there was a lot more to the tssue than what they had 
presented and I trust what you are saying about the impact that it is 
going to have on me as a middle-class person, and I thlnk you 
raised some really good points. 

Well, I will be honest with you I do not think I am going to be 
able to raise the money or raise those points and present them in 
30-second s m d  bites this November, and I do not think you will 
be able to, too, and I think we are kidding ourselves and kidding 
the voters if we think that we have with due diligence debated this 
issue and will be able to present it in away that voters will make an 
educated and an informed decision this November. I think it needs 
more light of day, and if it needs more light of day through this 
amendment process and a second bite at the apple, I think we 
should give it to the voters, and I hope that you will vote for all of 
the amendments that you deem relevant to m&ng this a better bill. 
Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, those in favor of the Vitali 
amendment will remain seated; the negative votes will stand until 
called. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. WIII the clerk please yield. 
Mr. Penel. 
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(Members proceeded to vote.) 

-- 

Mr. PERZEL. I would just like to waive off for a moment, 
Mr. Speaker; just for about 1 minute. I am conferring with counsel 
here. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will continue. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

-- - 

"ey Fichter Masland Smith S H. 
Fleagle :Enghoff Flick 

Mayemik Snyder, D. W. 
Mdjill Stairs 

Birmlin Gannon Mcllhinney Steil 
Blaum Geist McNaughton Stem 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the majority leader 

rise? 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, a point of parlimntary inquily. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, are we taking off of the voting roll 

Boscola 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohm. L. 1. 
Corrigan 
Dally 
Demvse?' 

Gladeck 
Godshall 
G ~ P P O  
Habay 
HaIhalt 
H=Y 
Hmnessey 
Heman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kennw 

Miconie 
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
h i e  
Peml 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Plat& 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Ross 
Rublw 

Stevenson 
SrrimMRn 
Sturla 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Tme 
Tvlli 
Vance 
Waugh 
Wilt 
woga'' 
Wright. M. N 
Zimmemtan 
z u s  

the eight members that missed the motion to recommit on Krebs . sathe/ 
- 

SB 555? Are they off the roll? Lawless Saylor Ryan, 
Ledem Schmder Speaker 

The SPEAKER No; they are not automatically off the roll, no. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Mr. PERZEL. Can we &k to have them off the roll? 
The SPEAKER They can be challenged, of course, but they 

also could have been outside the door on one roll call and back 
inside for the next 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. A couple of those individuals did come back 

into the room. If some of the people are not going to be here for the 
rest of the day, then those people obviously will not be voting, but 
one or two or three of them did come back into the room 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, we do not really want to challenge 
votes, but as needed, we will have to do that. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will record the vote. 

Armstrong 
Banisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Caltagimne 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Camne 
casorio 
Cohm, M. 
Colafella 
Colaizw 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
COY 
curry 
DeLuca 
Demody 
DeWeese 
Donatucci 
Evans 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-7 

Allen D a b  Maher Williams, C. 
Bebko-Jones Lynch Scnmenti 

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? 

Fargo 
Fonier 
George 
Giglioni 
Gordner 
Gmim 
Halush 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Honey 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
James 
Jowphs 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lloyd 
Manderina 
Markosek 

McCall 
McGeehan 
Mcllhattan 
Melio 
Michiovic 
Myers 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Pmarca - 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Ramos 
Readshaw 
Reber 
Ricger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Roonev 

Adolph Eachus Lucyk 
Argall Egalf Maitland 
Baker Fairchild Major 
Bard Feese Marsica 

Sainato 
Santoni 
scyfat 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Travaglio - 
Trello 
Trich 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko - 
Washington 
Williams, A. H. 
Wojnmski 
Ynvcic 
Youngblood 

Sehuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Smith, B. 

- 

Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment No. A2868: 

Amend Sec. I ( S s .  6), page 1, line 12, by inserting after "B" 
in which the accused is charred with a felony 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by miking out "UPONn and inserting 
(a) Upon the first passage by the General Assembly of this proposed 
constitutional amendment the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall 
proceed immediately to  comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and shall 
transmit the required advertisements to two newspapers in every county 
in which such newspapers are published in sufficient time after passage of 
this proposed constitutional amendment. 

(b) Upon the second 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting after ''@+Sprk& 

primary, 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment limits the scope of this 

constitutional amendment to those cases in which the accused is 
charged with a felony. If the accused is charged with a 
misdemeanor, under this amendment, it is solely at the discretion 
of the accused as to whether or not to have a jury trial. 

This would avoid to some degree congestion in the courts, it 
would save the taxpayers money, and it would be in the interest of 



~ ~ ~ ~ - - -  , 
Mr. ~peaker;kis really does wreak havoc with the Constitution. 
The Constitution gives the defendant the right to a jury trial not 
only in felonies but also in misdemeanors, and to be fair, 
Mr. Speaker, we need to give the same rights to the people, to the 
Commonwealth. The disaict attorneys represent the people of each 
county in our State. They should have the same right to ask for a 
jury trial in the event of a misdemeanor w e .  

This amendment is bad because it kills this proposed 
constitutional amendment, and it is bad in substance. and I adc for 
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a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen, for the second 
time. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the prior speaker misspoke. This amendment does 

not kill this constitutional amendment. This amendment delays the 

justice. It would, as will be pointed out, mean that this amendment 
will take effect later than it otherwise would, but I think the greater 
point would be, there would be a greater concentration of 
prosemtorial resources, there would be a greater concentration of 
public defender resources, there would be a lesser increase in the 
total cost to taxpayers throughout the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, and for these -IIS I would urge support of this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlewn. 
On the question of the Cohen mndment, Mr. Wogan. 
Mr. WOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to again oppose this amendment, the first 

reasan being as before, if this amendment passes, this proposed 
constitutional amendment is dead; make no mistake about that AII 
these amendments will kill this constitutional amendment. This 
must be passed in two consecutive sessions of the General 
Assembly. It passed last session, and it needs to pass now. It cannot 
pass after the summer break a it is dead. 

I also o~oose  this amendment on substance. became 

constitutional amendment. If we pass it with this particular 
language in it or any other language in that is different from the I 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VflALI. Parliamentary inquiry. I Just want to understand 

whathappened. 
If I think what happened I object to the procedure whereby we 

are simply going to start from the basis of the previous 
amendment's vote. I think that is inappropriate and biases the vote. 
If that is what we are doing, my parliamentary inquiry i s  is that in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. All right. I was trying to save time. I think the 
results will be the same, but I am not going to force-feed it. 

Those members opposed will kindly rise. 
The clerk begin. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-79 

A m o n g  
klardi  
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Caltagimne 
Cappablmca 
Cam 
Camne 
CasMio 
C o h q  M. 
Colafella 
Colaiao 
Comell 
Corpora 
Cowell 
carry 
DeLuca 
D m o d y  

DeWeese 
Donmcci 
Evans 
Fargo 
Foxier 
Georse 
Gmioa 
Haluska 
Hanna 
H&i 
Horwr 
~utcdinson 
ltkin 
James 
Jovphs 
Kirkland 
LaGmm 
Laughlin 
LescoviQ 
Levdansky 

Lloyd 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mcllhanan 
Melio 
Mlchlovic 
Myers 
Olarv 
Oliver 
Pesci 
Pmarca 
Pistella 
Reston 
Ramos 
Rebn 
Rieger 
Roberts 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 

NAYS-I 16 

Sainato 
Santoni 
Shaner 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler - 
Surra 
Tangetti 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Williams, A. H. 
Yewcic 
Y o u n g b l d  

- - 
language that had passed in the prior session, this counts as the first Adolph I F e a e  Masland Semmel 
year in which this consrituti~nd amendment is presented and in the Argall Fiehvr Mavcmik Serafini 
next legislative session it would pass a second time. 

This is a delay. Yes, it delays it, but it does not kill this 
constitutional amendment. It focuses it. It makes it work better. I 
would urge your support of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlemn. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, those in favor will vote "aye" 
by remaining seated; those opposed will stand until their name is 1 
called. Just a minute. 

Without objection - we will hy this - without objection, the roll 
call from the last amendment will be taken. Anybody who wisha 
to change their vote from the last amendment, which dealt with the 
same subject, please stand, and we will indicate a change in the 
vote. 

The clerk will acknowledge the changes. 

Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bmtisto 
W n g h o f f  
Birmelin 
Bornla 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovie 
Buxton 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
C i v m  
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Corrigan 
COY 
Dally 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Dnlce 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Fairchild 

F l q l e  
Flick 
Geist 
Gigliotti 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G ~ P P ~  
Habay 
HarhaII 
H=Y 
Hennerxy 
Hmnan 
Hmhey 
Hess 
Jadlowis 
Jarolin 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lucyk 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 

~ k a l l  
MCGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
M i w z i e  
Miller 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Orie 
P e ~ l  
Peuone 
Phillips 
P~PPY 
Plans 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
R0hrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 
Sayfor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Seyfrn 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
Suitmatter 
Sturla 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
v a n e  
Van Home 
Waugh 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. N. 
Zirnmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Daley Lynch Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jona Gannon Maha Williams, C. 

L~~~ than the majority hvhg voted in the afimve, 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? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cohen, are you intending 
to offer amendment 2869? 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to offer the other 
amendments. ne other amendments are basically of 
amendments that Mr. Vitali and I have introduced. 1 would yield to 
Ms. Josephs tc- 

The SPEAKER. The next member we have, we have two 
amendments from Mr. Wallco. 

Mr. COHEN. That is fine. 

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

Mr. WALKO offered the following~-dment No. A28'10 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by removing the period after "jury" and 
inserting 

; and permitting jurors to take notes during civil and 
criminal trials. 

Amend See. I, page I, lines 5 through 7, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1. The following amendments to the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania are proposed in accordance with Article XI: 

( I )  That section 6 of Article I be amended to read: 
Amend Sec. I, page 1, by inserting between lines 14 and 15 

(2) That Article V be amended by adding a section to 
read: 

~ e s  
ado~ted bv the Suoreme Court. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by miking out "URN'' and inserting 
(a) Upon the fim passage by the General Assembly of this proposed 
constitutional amendmen& the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall 
proceed immediately to comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and shall 
transmit the required advertisements to rwo newspapers in every county 
in which such newspapers are published in sufficient time after passage of 
this proposed constitutional amendment. 

(b) Upon the second 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting afterLL@+Whm" 

primary, 

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

The SPEAKER On the question of the adoption of the walk0 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Walko. 

Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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I offer amendment 2870 to permit jumrs to take notes during 

any civil or criminal trial sub ja to  mles adopted by the Suprem 
Court 

As we go to more and more jury trials in the criminal division, 
and also, as we have more and more complex litigation in the civil 
division, 1 think it is extremely important that we give jurors the 
ability to take notes and to enforce their ability to make decisions 
on the-se complex and detailed and lengthy hials. Therefore, 1 
believe this would be very P ~ P ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  and a 
court-efficiency-oriented procedural change in the Pennsylvania 
Constitution. 

Moreover, I believe that it is important that we do this in light 
of SB 555, which might be enacted and will lead to more jury trials 
in the courts of common pleas around Pennsylvania. I think that 
j ~ n  slmuldbe able to take notes so that they can make judgments 
based on what actually was said ratha than what they can recollect 

A"d moreover, I believe that if we are amending the 
Constitution, notwithstanding my hesitation about doing so in this 
SOR of f0ItW but if we are amending the Constitdon, I believe we 
ought to do it right and do a conplete job. 

Thaefore, I would request apositive vote on amendment 2870. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER The Chair returns momentarily to leaves of 
absence and recognizes the majority whip, who requests that the 
gentleman, Mr. GANNON, be placed on leave for the balance of 
today's session. The Chair hears no objections. The leave is 
granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 555 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
M ~ ,  R ~ ~ ~ ,  on the question w a o  amendmar 

Mr. REBER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, very briefly, I understand the motivations of the 

gentleman and I t h i i  they are honorable. The unfortunate part 
though, in my opinion at least, is that if in fact a juror needs a 
refreshing of his recollection as to what took place, whether it be 
by demonstrative evidence or by testimony, that is available under 
current law, under c m t  procedure, both in the civil and the 
criminal -. That is the reason why in the comtroom we have 
the court stenographer. a t  is the reason why during a cow 
proceeding evidence that is admitted, evidence that is 
admitted - and I that is important to *phasize - 
a ~ ~ r i a t e l ~  categorized and &libited and numbered and is 
available for i~peCtionb!J t h e j ~ .  I think that is the only evidence 
that should be considered, not misconstrued handwriting no! 
inaccuracies that may have come about as a result of hearing 
impairment All things of that m m e  could lead to e r n e  
ambiguities, confusion, and outright distortions of the facts that 
were presented. 

Let us rely on the recordkeeping that we currently have from 
time immemorial in ourjudicial system, and that being the notes of 
testimony and that being the evidence that is admitted in the trial. 

~e~pectful~y,  I would ask for a defeat ofthe walk0 amendment 
~ h *  you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlem. 
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On the question of the adoption of the amendment, the Chair 

recognizes the sponsor of the anmdment for the second time. 
Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would only briefly counter the honorable gentleman's 

comments in that contemporaneously taken notes at the time 
testimony is rendered is extremely valuable. h helps the juror to 
understand the impressions that that juror got from the testimony 
presented. So it is not simply black and white, it is not simple hard 
documentation, but it is also a contemporaneous recording of that 
juror's impressions, and that is part of what the juror has to decide 
upon, issues of credibility and the like. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Masland. 
Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose this amendment. 
The previous speaker mentioned this is a contemporaneous 

recollection of what you hear. Well, the problem with that is, while 
you are writing something down, you are missing something else 
that you should be listening to, if you are concentrating on doing 
one and not the other. It is just a facr of life. That is something that 
takes place all the time here on the floor of the House. I would not 
want to have to rely on my notes as I take them down as someone 
else is speaking. I think that is why we do have the stenographer. 

Beyond that though, Mr. Speaker, this is not the appropriate 
amendment or the appropriate vehicle for this amendment. The 
Judiciary Committee has had no public hearings on this issue, and 
before dealing with something like this, of this nahlre, I believe that 
we should have the public hearings, like we have had on the issue 
in SB 555. 

So I would urge a "no" vote. 
The SPEQKER. 011 the question, the gentleman, Mr. Wogq  do 

y w  desire recognition? The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. WOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, I will not go into the substance of the amendment 

Representatives Reber and Masland have done that 
adequately -have done that excellently, I mean. o kt again, as with 
all these amendments, Mr. Speaker, this amendment, if passed, 
would kill this proposed constitutional amendment, despite what 
my colleague said from Philadelphia a few minutes ago. 

Th'lnk about injecting some common sense into this for a 
second. The argument is that, no, it is not killing the constitutional 
amendment; we are just starting all over again. Well, I am also 
worried about cost; I am also wonied about the few additional jury 
trials that may be generated by this. But let us think about what 
happened last year. This amendment was already advertised in 
newspapers in all of our counties which have newspapers across the 
State, and if they have two newspapers, I believe that 
advertisements have had to be m in those newspapers - two 
newspapers per county. Mr. Speaker, that would all be wasted if we 
passed this amendment, because we would have to start over from 
scratch today. If we change this, it is a different amendment, and all 
the advertising we did last session - when we were running 
actually, in 1996; that is when it was advertised - what people 
sometimes forget, even in the General Assembly, is there are two 
advertising requirements, not just when it goes in' front of the 
referendum, where our constituents will vote on whether they want 
this to become part of our Constitution or not, but it also is 
advertised in the prior session when we are running for reelection, 
and all of that is gone if we pass this amendment, and to think 
about it logically, what is to stop us next session, if you listen to the 
people wno are hying to stop this constitutional amendment, what 
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is to stop somebody next session from amending this which has 
already been amended, because guess what? That starts all over 
again. We will never, ever amend the State Constitution if the 
proponents have their way. 

This amendment, while it may have some merit, will kill this 
proposed constitutional amendment, and I respectfully ask for its 
defeat. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Gordner. 
Mr. GORDNER. Parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 

parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. GORDNER. In regard to the last comments by 

Representative Wogan or by the previous speaker, what would 
happen if this amendment goes in? Would that in fact postpone this 
amendmenf or could this amendment continue and be on the ballot 
in November? 

The SPEAKER. It is my understanding, having looked quickly 
at the memorandum prepared by the Parliamentarian some time 
ago - pardon me - a memorandum prepared by Legislative 
Reference Bureau, a copy of which we would be pleased to share 
with you, that seems to indicate that - and I have not gone through 
it closely - but it seems to indicate that what would happen is that 
this would be starting over again. In other words, the amendments 
would have the effect of doing away with the first run that has 
already taken place, and this would be a brand-new amendment to 
be considered anew. It would be treated that way. 

Mr. GORDNER. Mr. Speaker, even though in this case you are 
not actually amending the portion of the bill thatdeals with that 
constitutional amendment; you are just adding an additional 
constitutional amendment to it? 

The SPEAKER. That appears to be the advice that this ofice 
has received. 

Mr. GORDNER Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentle- Mr. Clark. 
Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, if I might add to your observations. 
If this amendment goes into the bill, that will place a question 

on the ballot which in fact asks two questions: number one, the jury 
trial question, and number two, the question as to jurors taking 
notes, We have found in the past that the videotaping of child 
testimony was stricken down by the Supreme Court because the 
question on the ballot asked two questions, so therefore, I think that 
if we ask the two questions, why, it will be struck down as being 
unconstitutional. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the Walko 
amendment, those in favor will- On the Republican side -let us 
try it this way - on the Republican side, those in favor will rise; 
those opposed will remain seated, and we will get to this side in a 
moment. Those in favor of the Walko amendment will please rise 
on this side of the aisle. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 
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Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. I think that fairness dictates consistency. 
The SPEAKER. Thank you. 
Those opposed on this side of the aide will- We are searching, 

Mr. Vitali, for the perfect solution, so you have to give me some 
leeway. 

Those opposed on this side, which is the preponderance of the 
vote, or pardon me, which is not, will please rise. Those who are 
opposed will please rise, on the Democrat side of the aisle; those 
who are opposed will please rise until their nam is called. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, point of parlianmry inquiry. 
The SPEAKER Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Is this a modification from your- 
The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. DeWEESE. --original system? 
B e  SPEAKER. Yes. I am just trying to expedite things. Rather 

than call out 80 names, I had none over on the other side of the 
aisle. They are all here; just look. 

The clerk will continue. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-70 

Belardi Gigliotti Myers Staback 
Belfanti Gruitra Olasz Steelman 
Bishop Haluska Oliver Stetler 
Caltag,irone Hanna Pexi Sum 
Cappabianca Harhai PmarCa Tangmi 

Pistella Thomas Cam H o w  
Cawrio ltkin Preston Travaglio 
Cohen, M. lames Ramos Trello 
Colafella Jorsphs Readshaw Trich 
Colaim Kirkland Rieger Van Home 

RO- Cowell LaGmua V p n  
COY LewoviQ Robinson Vilali 
DeLuca Levdansky Raebuck Walko 
Denncdy Lucyk Rooney Waihington 
DeWeese Manderino Sainato Williams A. H. 
D o ~ c c i  Markorsk Santoni Wojwoski 
Evans Melio Shaner Youngblood 
George Michlovic 

NAYS-125 

Adolph huce Leh Saylor 
Argall Eachus Lloyd Schrder 
Armmong Esolf Maitland Schuler 
Baker Fairchild Major Semmel 
Bard F q O  Marrico Serafini 

seyrm Barley Feese Maland 
B a r n  Fichter Mayemik Smith. B. 
Banisto Fleagle McCall Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff Flick Mffieehan Snyder, D. W. 
Birmelin Forcier MffiiII Stairs 
Blaum Geist Mcllhanan Steil 
Boscola Gladeck Mcllhinney Stem 
Boyes Godshall McNaughton Stevenson 
Bmwne Gordner Mieoaie Strimnaner 
Bunt G ~ P P O  Miller Surla 
ButkoviQ Habay Mundy Taylor, E L 
Buxton Harhart Nailor Taylor, J. 

Haray Nickol Tigue Carone 

Cawley Hennawy O'Brien True 
Chadwick H m  Orie Tulli 
Civera H h 9  Penel Vance 
Clark Hess Pmone Waugh 
Clymer Hutchinson Phillips Wilt zm:ilL. Jadlowiec P~PPY Wogan 

Jarolin Platts Wright M. N. 
cow, Kaiser Raymond Yewcic 
Corrigan Keller Reber Zimmerman 

&? Kenney Reinard zug 
Krebs Rohrer 

bpw Laughlin Ross Ryan. 
Dent Lawless Rubley speaker 
DiGirolamo Lederer Sather 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-8 

Allen Daley Lynch Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jones Gannon Mahcr Williams, C. 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 

a6Teed to- 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence and 
notes the presence in the hall of the House of the gentleman, John 
Maher, and & i t s  that he be removed from the leave list and 
placed on the master roll call. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 555 CONTINUED 

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

Mr. WALK0 offered the following amendment No. A2871: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by removing the period after "july" and 
inserting 

; and permitting jurors to receive written jury 
instructions. 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 5 through 7, by miking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1. The following amendments to the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania are proposed in accordance with Article XI: 

(1) That section 6 of Article I be amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, by inserting between lines 14 and 15 

(2) That Article V be amended by adding a section to read: 
4 19. Juros. 

Jurors mav receive written iurv instructions during anv civil or criminal 
hial subiect to rules adooted bv the Suoreme CourL 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by miking out "UPON" and inserting 
(a) Upon the first passage by the General Assembly of this proposed 
constimtional amendment. the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall 
proceed immediately to comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and shall 
transmit the required advertisements to two newspapers in every County 
in which such newspapers are published in sufficient time after passage of 
this proposed constitutional amendment. 

(b) Upon the second 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting after "'@W?F~ST" 

primary, 
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Mr. WALKO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment would allow jurors to receive written jury 

insttuctions during any civil or criminal trial subject to rules 
adopted by the Supreme Court. 

My legislation was actually inspired by the recent Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court ruling that reversed a Butler County man's rape 
conviction because the trial judge gave copies of instructions to the 
jury. The majority in the Supreme Court case held that the 
submission of written jury instructions to the jury constitutes 
reversible error in this Cornonwealth. 

A rapist was set h e .  I think that is wrong, that is not a good 
Constitution, and I believe that given the wmplexity of jury 
instructions, written instructions, that jurors should be able to take 
them into the jury mom 

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

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Ms. JOSEP- offered the following amendment No. A2875: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6). page 1, line 14, by inserting after "accused." 
The Commonwealth mav not demand a iuw trial 
in a criminal case if the victim obiects to a iury . . 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by striking out "UPON" and inserting 
(a) Upon the first passage by the General Assembly of this proposed 
constitutional amendment, the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall 
proceed immediately to comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and shall 
m m i t  the required advertisements w two newspapers in every county 
in which such newspapers are published in suficient time after passage of 
this proposed constitutional amendment. 

(b) Upon the second - 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting after ''@Ep+m& 
primary, 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Philadelphia. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank yo& Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WALKo.Butinadditionto havingthatsmngbe'ieclalso 
believe very strongly that this amendment will fail, and therefore, 
I would l i e  to withdraw the hedment,  Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the gentlem. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a iictim's rights amendment. This is the 
chance to show that each person who votes for this really cares 
about the victims of crime. 

Now, let me back up just a little bit. The claim has been made 
here many times that the prosecutor speaks for the people, and I 

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

Ms. JOSEPHS offered the following m d m e n t  No. A2874: 

inserting t ~ m e  the perpenator has access to this person and she may suffer 
(a) Upon the first pasrage by the General Assembly of this proposed 1 '  more bemnes: . she mav end uo dead. Or mavbe she iust does not 

would say that most of the time the prosecutor does speak for the 
people, for us wllectively who need to bring the perpetrator of 
uime to justice and for the victim who has the same end in his or 
her mind. But there does happen occasionally when the victim of 
the disagrees with the prosecutor - for instance, a let 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 6), page I, line 14, by inserting after ''accused." 
The Commonwealth mav not demand a iurv trial 
in a criminal case if the victim or the survivor of 
the victim obieca to a iutv trial. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by striking out all of said line and 

us say a wo-, who is the victim of severe physic$, perhaps 
sexual assault by a person who knows her - a husband, a father, a 
boyfriend, maybe even another woman - who may not want the 
lengthy procedure of having to go through a jury trial, for many 
reasons. Maybe it fakes longer to get to a jury trial, and during that 

constitutional amendmen< the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall 
pmceed immediately to comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and shall 
transmit the required advertisements to two newspapers in every county 
in which such newspapers are published in time aftm passage of 
this proposed constifulional amendment. 

(b) Uwn the second ms=e bv the General Assembly of 

- ,  

to tell her story, u;hich is Liiiating. Perhaps &is person has 
been a viclim let us say, of a sexual assault and just does not want 
to tell her story to 12 strangers, would much rather tell her story to 
ajudge alone, and the prosecutor disagrees. The district attorney 
says to the victim, I think we ought to have a jury trial, and they 
cannot resolve it; they cannot resolve it. Under the constitutional - .  . . - -  

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting after "@AEpkm+ 
primary3 

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

AMENDMENT MTHDRAWN TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If it meets your approval, Mr. Speaker, I would like to start with 

the second in the numerical sequence, 2875. 

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

amendment that many ofyou are prepared to vote for, that victim's 
wishes are disregarded and the prosecutor prevails. 

My amendment allows the victim's wishes to prevail in the very 
few instances when a victim would disagree with a prosecutor. And 
I can tell you, in the course of speaking with the district attorneys, 
the representatives of the Disbict Attorneys Association, when I 
asked them who prevails if there is a disagreement between the 
district attorney and the victim, first the answer was, well, that will 
never happen; that will never happen. When I pressed and said, 
hypothetically, Mr. District Attorney, if it only happens once in a 
century, someplace else, who prevails, the answer was, it is the 
prosecutor. The prosecutor can force a jury trial on a victim. If you 
vote for my amendment, the victim does not have to accept the 
judgment of the prosecutor in the rare instance in which that victim 
does not want to follow the judgment of the prosecutor. 
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Will this delay, this amendment? Will this make us spend a 

couple hundred, maybe $10,000 out of our $577-million budget, 
which is growing, because we have to do another round of 
advertising? I suppose so. But I want everybody who votes against 
this amendment to go back and tell some victim who finds herself 
involved in a jury trial she does not want that you did it to save 
money. 

Please vote 'yes" for this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Allegheny, Miss Orie. 
Miss ORIE. Mr. Speaker, as a prior veteran prosecutor, I think 

one of the issues that the previous speaker is missing regards the 
children, in cases where a child has been abused and the parent, 
whether it be one or the other, was a paramour to whatever parent 
there was, and these individuals have the right to choose whether 
or not it should go to the jury. You can even take it a step further 
where there is a survivor in regards to this, where it is a parent that 
killed the child, and you are letting the survivor, the mother or the 
father, whoever was involved with this individual, determine 
whether or not there should be a trial. 

I think the same rights should be afforded to the prosecution as 
to the defense, and I would ask for a "no" vote in regards to this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The gentleman, Mr. Feese. 
Mr. FEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I oppose the amendment 2875. 
A prosecutor is a quasi-judicial officer. That means that the 

prosecutor's obligation is to not only pay attention to the rights and 
interests of the victim but also the criminal justice system itself as 
well as the defendant, and although a prosecutor listens closely to 
the victim and is always mindful of the victim's feelings and 
emotions, sometimes the prosecutor must make a decision based on 
what is best for the entire justice system, the interests of the public 
as well as the victim and as well as the defendant, and choose a 
jury trial even though the emotional victim does not want a jury 
trial. It happens in rare cases. It is a difficult decision, it is a 
difficult call by a prosecutor, but that is the role of a prosecutor, 
and this amendment would preclude the prosecutor from fulfilling 
his or her duties. So I oppose the amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia County, 

Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Josephs amendment I think 

we need consistency not only in the process by which we are doing 
the votes on these amendments, but I think we need consistency in 
our rhetoric as well when it comes to such an important issue. The 
D.A.s either are for the victim or they are not for the victim They 
either represent the victim or they do not represent the victim. They 
cannot have their cake and eat it, too. When it suits them to make 
someone look bad, as if you are antivictim because you just do not 
happen to agree with them on a public policy issue, all of a sudden 
they are the voice of the victims. But what comes down to the 
bottom line, win or lose, push or shove, it is my way or the 
highway when it comes to them, and if the victim is in the road, too 
bad. 

This is our chance to say, if you are for the victim and you claim 
you are for the victim, you should be for the victim all the way; you 
should be for the Josephs amendment. Vote 'yes." 
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The SPEAKER. On the question, the lady, Ms. Boscola. 
Ms. BOSCOLA. It is not just the D.A.s Association or the 

district attorneys that are for this bill. There are victim advocate 
groups that are for this bill, and if this amendment goes in today, 
you are not for the victims, because you are going to kill the bill. 
I will tell you the groups that are for this bill today: The Coalition 
of Pennsylvania Crime Victims Organizations, the Pennsylvania 
Coalition Against Rape. How about the Pennsylvania Victim 
Advocate, Mary Achilles. Now, these are the people who are for 
this bill today. If you put this amendment in, the bill dies. It is not 
just the D.A.s; it is the victim advocate groups out there. 

Please support the bill. Do not support this ammdment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The gentleman, Mr. Masland. 
Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, too, rise to oppose this amendment, and I would suggest to the 

members that a negative vote does not, contimy to the maker ofthe 
amendment's position, mean that you are opposed to victims. We 
in this House have done a great. deal on behalf of victims over the 
past two sessions, a great deal that we can be proud of. We have 
passed, as you all know, a victim's bill of rights. 

Let me say that as a former prosecutor, there were a number of 
cases that because of the fiagile state of a victim, I accepted a plea 
to lesser offenses. There were some wses that because of the state 
of the victim, I just nol-prossed the case, a rape case, just 
nol-prossed it, because we could not force that victim to go to trial. 
A D.A. will be very reluctant to force a victim against his or her 
will to go to trial. But that is why the D.A. is there; that is why you 
have the prosecutor, because you need someone who can make an 
objective decision. 

We have a victim's bill of rights but that does not mean that the 
victim is always right. The victim is not always right and m y  not 
have the overall interests of justice and the interests of the 
Commonwealth in mind, could easily be clouded by emotions, and 
I would suggest it would be a terrible mistake to say that the victim 
has absolute control. You need to be able to take a step back to try 
to look at some of these very emotional situations in the most 
objective stance that you can, and that is why I urge a "no" vote on 
this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, Ms. Steelman. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was going to let the attorneys fight this one out, but I am very 

much disturbed by some of the comments that have come up in this 
debate, and I am particularly concerned in fact by the remarks of 
the previous speaker, and what disturbs me the most is the tone of 
voice in which this former prosecutor deplored his inability to force 
a rape victim to go to a jury trial. 

What is bothering me about the opposition to this amendment 
is that Representative Josephs is quite correct; if this amendment 
passes, there will be no way to prevent a prosecutor who m y  not 
be as sensitive to the victim's fragile state as the previous speaker 
from forcing that woman or that man or that child to go through a 
jury trial. I understand some of the things that have been said to the 
effect that the victim may not always have the larger justiciary 
interests ofthe State in mind, but I think it is extremely important 
that if we are concerned for victims, that we make certain that a 
prosecutor cannot force someone who has already suffered severe 
and criminal violation to be violated again by the public process of 
a jury trial. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER The Chair thanks the lady. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL - HOUSE 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Masland, for the 

second time. 
Mr. MASLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is a kinder and gentler Representative Masland here with 

a much calmer tone of voice. You may have already noticed that. 
Unfortunately, this will not be picked up by the stenographer. 

It is not easy to be a district attorney. It is even tougher to be a 
victim. It is not easy to interview a victim, to go through a 
preliminary hearing, to prepare for cowt, and then take that victim 
up into a courtroom and explain to her that she is going to have to 
sit there on the stand and endure all kinds of unspeakable cruelty. 
I think that most D.Aa around this State, I would say most 
prosecutors in this country, who deal with these cases are very, 
very sensitive to the concerns and the needs of the victim 

And maybe 1 should not have said "forced", maybe I should 
have said "asked or urged the victim to go to trial," because as 
a D.A., you do not want to have to go home at night and, from my 
perspective, look at my wife and realize that she, too, could be a 
victim of the scum that you just let off because you could not take 
that case to trial. That is what we are talking aboutIt is not easy, 
it is not b, but we cannot, we cannot just take the job, the duty, 
the constitutional duty ofthe prosecutor away from him or her and 
say you no longer have that call. 

Vote "no." Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlenm. 
Ms. Steelman, for the second time on the issue. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Unfortunately, I do not think that we can count on every 

prosecutor to exercise as high a degree of sensitivity as we might 
hope, and what I am still concerned about is that if we do not put 
the Josephs amendment into this bill, there will be an absolute 
ability on the part of prosecutors to force victims into a jury trial. 
The alternative, permitting victims to decide whether they want a 
jury trial or a trial before a judge, certainly does not and need no1 
guarantee that a criminal will go free. What it will guarantee is that 
a victim will not have to endure the publicity of a jury trial. 

I would ask you to consider the rights of victims and preserve 
the right of a victim to request a judge-only trial. Please, vote for 
the Josephs amendment 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
Ms. Josephs, for the second time on the issue. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Let me first address the passionate remarks of the lady fiom 

Lehigh - Northampton; forgive me. It is true, it is true that a 
number ofvictims goups have come out in favor of the bill as it is, 
the constitutional amendment as it is. Curiously, they are all the 
victims groups which are funded by various offices of the 
prosecution or by district attorneys. Of course, there is no 
connection between their stand and where their money comes from. 
I would not imply that. I am just pointing out that fact. 

On the other hand, victims groups that do not get funding and 
support from prosecutors - including the National Clearinghouse 
for the Defense of Battered Women, the National Organization for 
Women, and Citizens for Consumer Justice - do not support 
SB 555, and by implication, would give the victim power to 
determine his or her own fate. 

Now, the gentleman from Carlisle - I am going to have to da 
better with geography here, obviously - the gentleman from 
CarlislespokewiceJle second time he was definitely a softa 
and gentler, kinder and gentler prosecutor. That is because 01 

-- 

Representative Steelman. What happens in a situation where there 
is no Representative Steelman, because it is in a courtroom in some 
remote place where the jury knows everybody, the victim is known 
by everybody, the perpetrator is known by everybody, and the fust 
voice that is raised is the less kind and less gentle prosecutor, of the 
fifit vasion here, and that man or woman gets forced into basically 
being sexually exploited by this amendment or exploited by this 
amendment. You are a victim once; you try and vindicate your 
rights; you end up being a victimtwice. 

I am a veteran of the women's movement. I have been in it for 
more years than I am going to admit, in spite of my incredibly 
youthful appearance, and I remember a time when rape victims, 
particularly women, had to stand for questions of their private 
sexual behavior, who were made fun of, who rarely could get a 
conviction, and the women's movement moved us out of that era 
and taught us all that these kinds of sexual crimes were serious, 
deserved our serious consideration, deserved comparable 
sentences, and that the victim deserved the same kind of 
consideration as the victim of any other crime. 

This is a step backwards from thar; a "no" vote on this is a step 
backwards. It is a step into the era when rape victims were treated 
as if it was their faulf where there was no respect for their wishes, 
no understanding that they had a right to vindicate the wickedness 
that was done against them, and I, as I said before, want you to go 
back home ifyou are not voting for this amendment and explain to 
the next rape victim why you did not. 

Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the Democratic floor leader, 

MI. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Quickly, this amendment would provide that the Commonwealth 

may not demand a jury mal in a criminal case if the victim or the 
survivor of the victim objects to a jury trial. 

Mr. Speaker, my staff has informed me that I was reading 2874. 
I should be reading 2875. I apologize to the Chair and to the 
members. Since they are short amendments, the apology will also 
be short. 

The amendment would provide that the Commonwealth- 
The SPEAKER. Our recollection of you having apologized will 

also be short. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Your repartee is keen as usual, sir. 
I would like to go on record, Mr. Speaker, as reading the 

analysis of amendment A2875 that our staffhas prepared. It only 
is one sentence. This amendment would provide that "The 
Commonwealth may not demand a jury trial in a criminal case if 
the victim objects to a jury trial." Now, I am berel? of a law degree; 
I am absolutely sterile of any pettifogging education; I am just a 
regular guy. But the amendment would provide that the 
Commonwealih, the Commonwealth, the district attorneys, may not 
demand a jury trial in a case if the victim objects to the jury trial. 
If the victim objects to the jury trial, I am with the victim. 

I vote "yes" on the amendment. Thank you. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, those in favor of the 
amendment- We will go back to the last one. It moved fairly 
well. On the Republican side of the aisle, those in favor of the 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

amendment will please rise. Remain standing until your names 
have been taken by the clerk. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

The SPEAKER. On the Democrat side of the aisle, negative 
votes will please rise; negative votes will please rise. 

Armsuong Eachus Lucyk Santoni 
Bauisto Evans Manderino Shaner 

EXCUSED-7 

Allen Daley Lynch Williams. C. 
Bebko-Jones Gannon Scrimenti 

L~~~ than the having voted in the ama t ive ,  the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

Belardi Foxier Markosek Staback 
Belfanti George McCall Steelman 
Bishop Gigliotti Melio Stetler 
Blaum Gordner Michlovic Sturla 
Caltagimne Gruitza Mundy Surra 
Cappabianca Hduska Myers Tangmti 
Gun Hanna Olasz Thomas 

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

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. On final passage, Mr. Speaker, are we up there 

yet? 
The SPEAKER. There are still amendments outstanding. 
Mr. COHEN. Okay. 
The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs, you have further ammdments? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the Josephs ammdrnent 

Adolph 
Argall 
Baker 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bmninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bowla 
Boya 
Bmwne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Carone 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clyma 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Dally 
Dempsey 
Dent 
DiGirolamo 
Druce 
E p l f  

Casorio Harhai Oliver Twaglio 
Cohen, M. H o w  Pesci Trello 
Colafella Itkin PeWrca Trich 
Colain0 James Pisella Van Home 
Corpora Jarolin P m n  Vmn 
Cowell Jowphs Ramos Vitali 
COY Kirkland Rieger Walko 
CUW LaGmua Rob%S Washington 
DeLuca Laughlin Robinson Williams, A. H. 
Denncdy Lescovitz Roebuck Wojnamski 
DeWeere Levdansky Rcmney Yewcic 
Donmcci Lloyd Sainato Youngblood 

NAYS-I 12 

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

Ms. JOSEPHS reoffered the following amendment No. A2874: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6), page 1, line 14, by inserting aftex"gg&&" 
The Commonwealth mav not demand a iurv trial 
in a criminal case ifthe victim or the survivor of 
the victim obiects to a iurv rrial. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 6, by striking out all of said line and 

Fairchild Maniw 
fargo Masland 
Feese Mayemik 
Fichter McGeehan 
Fleagle McGill 
Flick Mcl lham 
Geist Mcllhinney 
Gladnk McNaughton 
Godshall Miconie 
WPPO Miller 
Habay Nailor 
Harhm Nick01 
H ~ Y  O'Brim 
Hennessey Orie 
Herman Pmel 
Hershey Petmne 
Hess Phillips 
Hutch imn Pippy 
Jadlowiec Plans 
Kaiser Raymond 
Keller Readshaw 
Kenney Reber 
Krebr Reinard 
Lawless Rohrer 
Lederer Ross 
Leh Rubley 
Maher Sather 
Maitland Saylor 
Major 

NOT VOTNG-O 

sclpier 
Schuler 
Semmel 
S d n i  
%fen 
Smith, B. 
Smith S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson 
SttimMmr 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
True 
Tulli 
vane 
Waugh 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wr igh~  M. N. 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryah  
Speaker 

inserting 
(a) Upon the first passage by the General Assembly-afthis pmposed 
constitutional amendmen6 the Secmary of the Commonwealth shall 
pmceed immediately to comply with the advertising requirements of 
section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsvlvania and shall 

I transmit the required advertisements m two newspapers in every county 
in which such newspapers are published in sufficient time aftex passage of 
this proposed constitutional amendment 

(b) Upon the second parsage by the General Assembly of 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 16, by inserting after "w 

primw, 
- 

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

I AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the lady. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This was or is a variation of my previous amendment, 2875, 

which was meant to take care of a situation not only when the 
victim is a survivor, has lived through whatever assault we are 
talking about, but also when the victim was not a survivor and 
when there is a survivor who could make a decision in the name of 
the victim. 

I did not offer it first because it is a little bit more complicated. 
I can see that many of you care nothing for the victim or not much 
for the victlm, so I cannot imagine any of you will care too much 
for the survlvor of the vlctim 
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I would expect the same vote as we had before. I am sony, more 

for the victims than for the people who took this vote, but in 
consideration of time, I will withdraw this amendment Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Mr. Vitali. Mr. Vitali? 

Ms. Steelman, it is my understanding that you have filed a 
certificate for an amendment. The amendment, I am told, is not 
prepared; the amendment is not prepared. It is not available, of 
course, for duplication and distribution and will require a 
suspension of the rules when all of this comes about Can you give 
us some- If Mr. Vitali is not here, you are up. 

The lady, Ms. Steelman, withdraws her amendment. 
The Chair r e c o ~ s  the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, who indicates 

mat he is withdrawing the amendment that he had prepared for this 
particular bill. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mr. James, do you desire to debate this bill on final passage? 
The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On final passage, while we are on the subject of district 

attorneys and prosecutors, earlier today, I, along with my 
colleague, Representative- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
This is the last vote today. There probably will be some four, 

five, or six speaken on it. Please extend to them the courtesy that 
they are entitled to; please. 

Mr. James. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you. 
Earlier tcday, I, along with my colleague, Representative 

Caltagirone, introduced legislation that would serve to protect 
citizens of this Commonwealth from unfair, abusive, and unethical 
conduct by district attorneys and their employees. We believe that 
we must strengthen oversight of prosecutors and shine a light on 
prosecutorial misconduct. We need to provide our citizens with 
some measure of recourse in the event that their rights have 
unfairly been violated. 

HBs 2661,2662, and 2663, Mr. Speaker, would establish clear 
standards of conduct for D.A.s and their employees and make them 
accountable for any misconduct. Our legislation makes it a 
punishable offense for prosecutors to engage in such actions as 
leaking information during an investigation, seeking an indictment 
of any person without probable cause, and failing to release 
information that would exonerate a person under indictment. It also 
defines such actions as intentionally misleading a court as to the 
guilt of any person and knowingly misstating or altering evidence 
as punishable offenses. 

- -- 
Mr. Speaker, this legislation would impose penalties such as 

probation, demotion, suspension, and dismissal of those found 
guilty of charges of misconduct, because concerns about 
prosecutorial abuses have been expressed by the American Bar 
Association, the Conference of Chief Justices, the ACLU 
(American Civil Liberhes Union), and the National Assoctation of 
Criminal Defense Lawyers. 

Attempts at self-regulation by the courts without clearly defined 
standards have allowed prosecutors to abuse the system at will with 
little more than a slap on the wrist as a consequence for their 
unethical behavior. 

Mr. Speaker, I am dismayed at what I believe to be the 
overwhelming amount of discretion and leniency prosecutors are 
given when it comes to prosecuting a cnminal matter. Of one 
particular concern is how prosecutors determine what murder cases 
warrant the death penalty. In an opinion of the case of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania v. Richard Buck, the court sharply 
criticized Philadelphia prosecutors for gamesmanship for refusing 
to submit a written statement of the evidence in which it relied to 
make the determination that a death sentence was warranted. The 
court, Mr. Speaker,  led that 'The Commonwealth may not give 
notice of aggravating factors that appear completely unfounded and 
then refuse to comply with the court's request to offer an 
explanation as to the basis for seeking the death penalty." This type 
of action, Mr. Speaker, is an example of prosecutions gone awry 
with unfair and unethical behavlor by overzealous prosecutors 
seeking to win yet another death penalty conviction that looks good 
for their individual careers. 

The decision of the Buck case establ~shed a balance in the 
system. The death penalty can no longer be sought at the discretion 
of prosecutors without credible aggravating circumstances. So the 
gamemanship, grandstanding, andunehid conduct done by some 
prosecutors belittle our system ofjustice and insults the principles 
on which it was founded. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when a district attorney can so horribly distort 
the system and use any means necessary to keep people in prison, 
regardless of substantial proof of their innocence, then somthing 
is wrong with our system. When a district attorney can distort the 
truth at will and face no penalv, then something is wrong with the 
system. When a district attorney can be so roundly criticized for 
misconduct or lack of attention in different cases and knows 
nothing can be done about it, something is wrong with our system. 

And although this legislation, Mr. Speaker, is about SB 555, I 
should note that similar legislation about prosecutorial misconduct 
has been introduced in the U.S. Congress under the 
Muaha-McDade bill. 

So, therefore, it is unfortunate that the notion of seeking tnrth 
and justice has been replaced by the desire to gain convictions by 
all means necessary. So it is imperative that we work to uphold the 
most important ethical mandate that prosecutors have, and that is 
to seek justice and not just convictions. 

So, therefore, Mr. Speaker, I will urge the members to vote "no" 
on SB 555. Thank you 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlem. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia County, 

Ms. Mandenno. 
Once again, please, the conferences should be held outs~de of 

these chambers. 
Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise to oppose SB 555, and I ask m b e r s  

to think very seriously about how this bill is going to impact on the 
vast majority of their constituents who are middle-class people, 
because I think that is where the biggest impact of a bill l i e  this 
and a change to our Constitution like this will be. 

As I mentioned earlier, there are a lot of things that are already 
within the control solely of the prosecutor - what you are charged 
with, whether you are offered a plea, what the notions of the plea 
will be - and I really think that the balance of power is fair as is. 
And I ask you to remember that we are talking about all crimes that 
can go for a trial, not just the most heinous of crimes, not just mass 
murderers or serial killers or violent rapists, but the common kinds 
of things that you might see your constituent or, God forbid, your 
son or daughter in their teenage years involved in. 

I went to college in a college town. We have a lot of college 
towns in Pennsylvania, towns where the regular townies or town 
population is small; whose population of their town swells during 
the school year; where antagonism between the college kids, the 
outsiders, the university teenagers is always tight and tension 
always exists between the townies and the college kids. 

I think it is very likely that we will see scenarios where, God 
forbid, your son and his htemity brothers, 20-year-old college 
juniors with a whole bright future ahead of them as premed majors, 
decide one night to have a little bit too much to drink, to walk 
down the street from the fraternity house, to break into the fence 
and trespass on the property of a prominent citizen and go 
skinnydipping in his swimming pool. Well, guess what? This is an 
election year in that town and the D.A. is nmning for electioq and 
what a better way to get votes than to take those three college 
bums, who are always violating our town rights, our property 
rights, and take what would be their next year's senior tuition on 
their way to medical school and make them or, more likely, their 
parents spend that tuition on a jury trial instead of on their senior 
graduation from college. 

That is a more typical scenario of what I think can happen and 
will happen under SB 555 than any heinous or outngeous fact 
pattem that we can hear about. I think it is that kind of fact pattern 
that we need to understand we are impacting when we are voting 
for SB 555. I think it is for fact patterns like that and for the vast 
majority of our constituents, who are middle-class taxpayers, that 
we need to maintain balance in the system, and I submit the balance 
is maintained by leaving things as they are and not approving SB 
555. Please vote "no." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Godshall. 
Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is really not my issue, and yet, to a degree, it is. 
One of the speakers, the earlier speaker today from 

Philadelphia, talked about the sportsmen, and I want to address that 
issue, but, first of all, we all received a letter from our D.A.s and 
the president of the D.A. Association, Mike Marino from 
Montgomery County. The last paragaph of that letter says, "The 
Commonwealth, representing the people, is charged with seeking 
justice for the victim and keeping ordinary citizens safe" - "...is 
charged with seeking justice for the victim and keeping ordinary 
citizens safe. From our earliest roots in English common law 600 
yean ago, until 1973 when the state Supreme court stripped it away 
without explanation, the Commonwealth has had the right, equal 
with the defendant's, to try cases on a level playing field. It's time 
to restore full justice in Pennsylvania." My constituents backhome 
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are still concerned about crime, and that is what this is about, and 
it is about the victims. 

Going back to what one of the previous speakers said from 
Philadelphia, he spoke about the sportsmen's groups and letters 
that were sent out. I have one of those letters here in front of me 
and unbelievably says, quote, "We believe this proposal is 
motivated solely by prosecutors' grudges over the loss of a few 
cases, only in Philadelphia, and we view it as one more attempt by 
Philadelphia's politicians to have their city continue to be the dog 
that wags the tail of Pennsylvania. Philosophically, we see no 
current circumstance that justifies changing a constitutional, human 
rights provision that has stood virtually unchanged since the first 
state constitution was ratified in 1776." Unfortunately, they do not 
have their history correct, because if they would, they would know 
that since 1776 to 1973, in criminal cases, jury trials were required. 

The second group that was mentioned, as far as the NRA - and 
I am a life member of the NRA as well as some other members 
here are - I had a discussion with some of the people from the 
NRA today, and the letter that they sent out did not ask you to vote 
against this bill. It said they had some concerns. I have the letter in 
front of me. I addressed some of those concerns with the NRA 
today and I also addressed some of my concerns and the concerns 
of my constituents, and those concerns that I have are the fact that 
we are putting in place laws in this Commonwealth and laws are 
being ignored to the d m e n t  of law-abiding citizens of this State, 
and maybe it is time we turn the thing around just a little bit. 

There was an article in the Philadelphia Inquirer about 3 weeks 
ago, which I am holding here in my hand, complaining about the 
gun situation in Philadelphia As many of the older members will 
recall, back in the early eighties, we passed a law in this State that 
said, if you commit a crime with a gun, you have a mandatory 
5-year sentence. Then we found out that the coutts, that the courts 
decided that the mandatory enforcement provision would not be 
and could not be enforced unless they found the gun to be operable 
at the time of the criminal activity, and indeed, even if it was the 
gun that was used in the criminal activity. We changed that in 
Act 17. We said that if you commit a crime with a gun, that you 
would get the 5 years mandatory, or a facsimile of the same; that 
you put somebody - a toy gun, in other words - that you put 
somebody in fear of their life by virtue of what happened with a 
criminal activity. This is what we did. We also said that if you 
carry a gun illegally in the streets of this State, if you carry a gun 
illegally, it is a felony. You are not entitled to carry a gun. If you 
are carrying without a pmit, it is a felony; jail time. 

In Philadelphia, when this situation took place, according to this 
article, both these gentlemen that were involved in the shoot-out 
had been stopped time and time again for gun violations, something 
that should have put them in jail. One of these gentlemen was shot 
and killed and other people were injured because the criminal 
justice system in Philadelphia, the court system, did not put these 
people away. 

In this article it says that 80 percent of the people that commit 
a crime with a gun in the streets in Philadelphia - that only 20 
percent of the people that commit a crime with a gun in 
Philadelphia are ever charged with that crime. Then it goes on to 
say that of the 20 percent, only 20 percent of those ever face jail 
time. That means four out of every hundred that commit a crime 
with a gun face jail time. 

So this is the problem that we have today. This is the probl~n 
I discussed with the NRA. You know, why our people are not safe 
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on the street is because the laws that we put in place are openly 
being ignored by our legal system, and it is the judges that are the 
problem in this w e  right here. 

What is happening in Philadelphia and also in other counties 
around the State, there is a charge. It is the charge of anned 
robbery. Well, what happens, as is mentioned right here in a 
specific case, a guy gets 10 to 20 months if he pleads guilty to the 
anned mbbery, and the judge says, if you do that, we will drop the 
gun charge, which is 5 years mandatory. So there is no gun charge 
brought even though this legislature, this body, we said that if there 
is a gun used to commit a crime, you get 5 years and it is 
mandatory. It is not being observed. 

So maybe with the passage of SB 555, we are going to change 
the way things are done, not only in Philadelphia but in 
Montgomery County and every other county in this 
Commmwealth. Let us look out for the cops, the people that are on 
the street, the D.A.s. Our men in blue deserve your support, and I 
am asking for your support for thii bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER For the information of the members, the 
following members are noted and are in line for r e m k  Rohrer, 
Josephs, Cohen, Tangetti, Olasq Boscola, Dermody, Lloyd, and 
Horsey. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rohrer. 
Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER Conversations, outside. 
Mr. R o b .  
Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I, along with all the other members, have sat here now for some 

time listening to debate on this issue. I did not stand when we had 
lengthy debate on recommittal, although my comments would have 
been apropos, I think, to that discussion at that point, but I do stand 
with numerous reasons why I think every member of this House 
should absolutely, seriously consider what they have thought about 
this bill and this proposed constitutional amendment, and I am 
going to give a couple of those reasons. 

Two years ago when we voted on this the first time, I voted 
"yes." I am not going to vote "yes" this time. The reason for that is 
this: We deal with constitutional issues on a regular basis, yet I 
believe that we far too oflen do not consider with full diligence the 
impact of what we are doing relative to our constitutional oaths, 
which are to support and to defend that Constitution, and I believe 
that this proposed amendment falls into that category. 

We have heard a lot of discussion today, a lot of it very 
emotional, with a lot of examples and illustrations of what could 
happen if we pass or if we do not pass the amendments as proposed 
and the bill as a whole. But I really have not heard very, very much 
discussion of the real issue. If we look at the real issue at hand 
here- Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It is difficult, Mr. Rohrer. 
The conference along the wall, please break up. Members will 

take their seats or go outside of the chambers. 
Mr. Rohrer. 
Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The problem, it seems to me, after talking with prosecutors, in 

looking at this whole issue, the problem that we are aying to 
address with this amendment is not, as Representative Godshall 
was talking about and trying to illustrate, we are not talking about 
a constitutional flaw or a deficiency; we are talking about a 
deficiency created by ourjudges. Even in the letter supporting this 
amendment, as we have all received from the ~ t t o r n e ~  General, he 
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cites, as well as your district attorneys and your prosecutors will 
agree, the problem is that our judges are citing a provision of 
Article V, section 1O(c), that gives them the ability to implement 
rules of the court that override otherwise constitutionally 
guaranteed issues. That is the'case here. The problem is not a 
deficiency in the Constitution, therefore to be corrected by an 
amendment The deficiency is a judicial system and Supreme Court 
Justices who are exercising the provisions of Article V, 1 O(c), 
which are clearly in violation of the Constitution even though you 
find it in the Constitution because of the changes enacted in 1968. 

The response of this legislature should be to correct the 
problem. The problem was Article V, 10(c) of 1968. We have the 
ability, as a legislature, to declare null and void those changes as 
enacted in 1968. That is what we are to do. Our constitutional 
prerogative, as a legislature, is to address those issues where other 
branches of government executive andlor the judicial, go beyond 
constitutional authority. That is what we ought to be dealing with; 
that is what we ought to be discussing, because that is the root 
problem here. 

Now, other than that, why should we not support the proposed 
amendment? I am not soft on crime; neither are most of us here, 
and to couch the need for SB 555 as the solution to crime softness 
is not legitimate, and I believe that the proposal itself violates 
constitutional provisions in at least three areas. This is one of them.. 
Number one, the amendment says that the change is to affect 
Article I, section 6, which refm to trial by jury. If you read in our 
Constitution - and it does cite it right there - Article I, section 6, 
does talk about trial by jury, but it talks about the General 
Assembly. It talks about 'Trial by jury shall be as heretofore, and 
the right thereof remain inviolate." It talks about this being the w e  
in civil cases. This deals with civil cases; section 9 deals with 
criminal cases. The amendment reads, "Furthermore" - as 
contained in SB 555 - "Furthermore, in criminal cases the 
Commonwealth shall have the same rightto trial by jury as does' 
the accused." I believe, as I read the Constitution, that section 9 is 
what deals with crimi~al prosecution; section 6 deals with civil 
prosecution, and to attach this criminal w e  provision onto section 
6 I believe addresses the wrong article and the - I mean, the right 
article but the wrong section and I believe therefore is inproper. 

I also look and say, if we were to include the proposed 
amendment and if you were to take and to attach that to section 9, 
which reads, "Rights of Accused in Criminal Prosecutions," where 
it does talk about a public trial and impartial jury, if you were to 
take the proposed amendment and attach it to section 9, you would 
absolutely attack and undermine the rights of the accused as called 
out in section 9. So you could not attach it to section 9 because it 
would detract from the right of the accused. No matter how you 
look at it, I believe it is wrongly stated; wrongly placed. 

Secondly and perhaps the bigger area is that Article I, which is 
the Declaration of Rights, is a declaration of rights for the people. 
There is no right called out in any of the sections under Article I 
that deals with the guaranteeing of rights of the State. They are 
rights of the people that are guaranteed. We do not have the 
prerogative as legislators, as those who are sworn to uphold and to 
protect the Constitution, to even think about adding in to a section 
-teeing the rights of the people, to add in a right of the State. 
It is not proper. We cannot do this and maintain and defend our 
oath even to support the Constitution. 

There was a statement earlier by my colleague over here, and I 
do not think he really understood what he said perhaps, but I quote 
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somewhere close, "You cannot take away the constitutional right 
of the prosecutor to pmsecute the offender." The prosecutors have 
an obligation to prosecute the offender, but they have no 
constitutional right to prosecute the offender. The constitutional 
right is reserved for the citizen. There is an obligation to pmsecute, 
but there is no constitutional right. To pass this amendment would 
in fact give a constitutional right to the State which has heretofore 
never existed. Our Founding Fathers never, never allowed for 
guaranteeing of rights of the State, only rights of the people. 

And thirdly, I think as the amendment is written, it does not 
meet process muster when it comes to how this amendment has 
actually been passed. It is my understanding, when I read the 
section of the Constitution that deals with posting, that it must be 
read or posted before the general election in two different sessions 
and it has to be done in the same version. Now, I know that s o m  
perhaps may disagree, but if I read English, and I do, I believe it is 
what I read it to be. The rule regarding andments  is that "...the 
Secretary of the Commonwealth shall cause the same to be 
published three months before the next general election, ..." and 
then the second go-around, "...shall c a w  the same again to be 
publish ed..." in the same version. 

Even though the underlined portion that would actually change 
the Constitution is the same under SB 555 as it was under SB 752 I 

The SPEAKER. No. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Then I wili Interrogate myself, but I will play 

your part and your answers will not be as good as they would be. 
The SPEAKER. You are not permitted, under the rules, to 

interrogate either the Parliamentarian or the Speaker. What you are 
permitted to do is make parliamentary inquiries if you have a 
question. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. May I make a parliamentary inquiry? 
The SPEAKER. Of course. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I make one of the Parliamentarian? 
The SPEAKER. No. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Is he not here? I cannot see around the pole. 
The SPEAKER. No. The Assistant Parliamentarian is with me, 

but all questions are directed to the Speaker, even when you are 
debating. You know that You do it all the tim. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Mr. Speaker, actually, I rarely interrogate, but 
I will try and get this formright You are absolutely correct. 

Mr. Speaker, may I intermgat- 
The SPEAKER. Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

2 years ago, it is not identical. There are changes. It is not the 
same. Therefore, what was posted and published to the constituents 
2 years ago is not the same as what is included or to be pmposed 
to be published this go-around. I do not know how you look at it, 
but it is not the same, and therefore, it does not meet constitutional 
muster according to form 

We obviously- And there was a change made in here relative 
to posting in the primary election or municipal election. Some 
weeks ago I stood and questionedthe ability to post or to publish 
prior to a primary election and to put the amendment before the 
people in the primary election. That made a change. That bill came 
back to the House. They took that out They took it out in this one, 
because it is correct, it is not constitutional; it does not follow, but 
yet it still remains taken out here but appeared in the anmdment, 
the first version in SB 752. 

I think no matter how we look at it- And you might take some 
of these things that I have said and say, well, I do not agree with 
one of them or maybe I do not agree with two of them, but I do not 
know how else one can read English; I do not know how else one 
can interpret this. All we need is one violation of constitutional 
procedure or substance to prohibit each and every one of us from 
voting in favor of something as serious as changing the 
Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. I take that 
oath extremely seriously, and I believe that if we were to look at 
what we did, we must not allow ourselves, if we voted 'yes" the 
first go-around, to be afraid about voting correctly this go-around. 
To make two mistakes is not what we are here to do. We are here 
to support this Conmtutlon, and I ask my colleagues to consider 
these things as well as otherthmgs that were mentioned and to vote 
against final passage of SB 555. 

Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the lady, 

Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wonder if I might interrogate the Parliamentarian. 
The SPEAKER No, you ntiy not; no. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. May I interrogate you then? 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Would you do me the favor to word this for me. 
I would appreciate that. 

The SPEAKER. All right 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Point of parliamentary inquiry, and I say - now 

it is my turn - I say, what is your point of parliammtary inquiry? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. My point is, I am trying- I have a question 

about the authority under which we are detaining the "yea" and 
"nay" votes and the total of those 'yea" and "nay" votes, and to 
that end, I thii that we can agree that we are diverting some from 
the usual way in which we operate when we are in the chamk, 
that in the last 2 days we have sometimes done the roll call by 
calling each member for a "yea" or "nay," maybe one time, maybe 
more. I am sorry; I forget We have sometimes asked the "yeas" to 
rise I believe regardless oftheir party, sometimes the "nays" to rise 
regardless of their party. Sometimes the "yeas" from the - and so 
on. 

The SPEAKER What is your point of parliamentary inquiry? 
Ms. JOSEPHS. I do not remember having voted on any kind of 

temporary rules, so I am wondering-- 
The SPEAKER. There is provision - which I will have for you 

in a moment - that when the machines are inoperable or not 
available, which of course is the case right now, then the voting 
shall take place as determined by the Speaker. So based on that 
authority - and I will give you the cite on that in a moment - we 
have done what we have done. 

Now, in the spirit of fairness or at least trying to be fair about it, 
I have said from the begiM'mg that, let us hear suggestions if there 
are suggestions. Mr. Lloyd made one to me yesterday and it was 
implemented today. 

The lady, Ms. Josephs, asked about a long roll call - I will call 
it a long roll call - and I pointed out to her that under the 
Constitution, any two members can demand a long roll call. Thal 
is still true; that is true now. It was 2 or 3 hours ago, and the 
Constitution has not changed, so it is still true, but that is my 
authority, and I amtrying my best not to abuse i t  
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By switching, by switching horses from one caucus to the other, I PARLIAMENTARY INOTTIRY 

I 
- - - -- -- - . - - -- - - -. . - - 

it was just in the interest of expediting the vote, because if the 
b o d  were here and lit up, it would be all red and all gee,,, Mr. TANGRETTI. Well, let me make the inquiry of the Chair 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

depending on which caucus you are in, with the exception  oil^ or 
12 mmbers on each side, and I was simply trying to take a shoaut 
so that you could get out of here early enough tonight to go to the 
Italian caucus dinner. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. It is what - House rule by cuisine. 
The SPEAKER. Yes. I also discussed these procedures with the 

floor leaders. I mean, it is- 
Ms. JOSEPHS. 1 am not questioning your commonsense 

approach to this. 1 am just interested in what authority, since we all 
know that rules and statutes have very little to do with common 
sense. 

The SPEAKER. Let me read this to you. I am on page 5 of our 
rules. ~ ~ d e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ f i n i t i o n f l  is, " '~011 call vote7 shall be...taken and 
displayed by and on the electric roll call board or in the event of a 
malfunction of the electric roll call board, by such method as shall 
be determined by the Speaker," and I am relying on that. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you vw 
much for your guidance in the foming of my point. 

May I make a point on final passage now? 
The SPEAKER. Indeed. 

The SPEAKER. But may I interrupt you. 
As long as we have intempted the flow, we recognize the 

majority whip, who asks that the gentleman from Berks, Mr. LEH, 
be placed on leave, and the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, requests that 
the gentleman, Mr. ITKIN, be placed on leave. Without objection, 
both gentlemen are placed on leave for the balance of the day. 

the% Mr. Speaker; a parliamenw inquiry as to the process. If in 
fact this is placed on the ballot and the electorate vote in favor of 
if is there a necessity for the legislature to do anything further or 
does this become law of the land where D.A.s can in fact exercise 
their rights on this constitutional amendment? 

The SPEAKER It would become law; it would be the law ofthe 
land. 

Mr. TANGRETI?. SO there is no need for this legislative body 
enact any enabling legislation. 
The SPEAKER. 1 believe that to be me;  yes. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Okay. May I interrogate then the chainmn 

of the Appropriations Committee? 
The SPEAKER The question of a fiscal note, if that is what you 

are raising, has been determined earlier on this, I believe. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Well, not quite, Mr. Speaker. If 1 may ask 

my question. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, would the c h a k  of the Appropriations 

Committee-- First, let me remind him of my question in the 
Appropriations Committee yesterday when thii was raised about a 
fiscal note of the costs associated with this being implemented as 
opposed to the cost of it being advertised, and at the time the 
chairman responded in front of all members as well as the 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 555 CONTINUED 

executive director ofthe committee that a fiscal note in terms of the 
costs associated with advertising is all that is required now, but that 
when we do the enabling legislation that is needed, we would then 
have a fiscal note associated with those costs, costs increased to the 
courts, the D.A.s' offices, the public defenders, the judiciary, and 
the l ie .  

In view of the fact that, Mr. Speaker, you have just answered the 
question associated with the fact that we do not need enabling 
legislation, I would suggest that this bill does not have a proper 
fiscal note; it does not properly reflect what the costs are, and I 

I would ask the chairman of the Appropriations Committee to 
comment on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
~~~i~ I stand here for the victim. we are about to approve 

something that will go to the electorate and may be part of our 
Constitution which takes us a giant step backward to the time when 
sexual assault victims and victims were ignored, mis(reate4 
and essentially put through another ordeal whenever they wanted 
to vindicate their rights. SB 555 does that. 

I am not voting for it. I am with the victims groups who 
understand that victimized twice is worse than being victimized 
once. I urge a "no" vote on SB 555, and 1 thank you for your 
courtesy in listening to me. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentlerm, Mr. Tangetti. 
Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, MI. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to ask someone - and I am not sure who, 

since Chairman Gannon has been put on leave - either from the 
Judiciary Committee or someone else on that side of the aisle, what 
is the next step, assuming this is placed on the ballot and it is 
passed? Anybody? 

Mr. BARLEY. I am sorry. I am not sure what you want me to 
comment on. I mean, I may agree or disagree with your statements, 
but unless and until YOU ask me a question, I really do not have any 
comment on what your opinion is. You are entitled to that. 

Mr. TANGRE'ITI. Well, then let me rephrase the question, if I 
may, Mr. Speaker. Would the chairman of the Appropriations 

in view of the fact Of the Speaker's ruling Or 

explanation that there is no enabling legislation needed to further 
this, agree that this does not have a proper fiscal note, in view of 
the fact that that is exactly what your answer was on the record 
Yesterday in the Appropriations 

Mr. BARLEY. My position is that today we are dealing with 
moving this issue to the ballot so voters can decide whether it will 
become a constitutional amendment. We have an obligation to 
certify the cost ofthat, which we have done in the fiscal note. We 
have met the obligation of the issue that is before us today. 

Taking it a step further, we have made some preliminary 
inquiries of the cost of implementation. In the event that the voters 
would approve this and it would become an amendment to the 
Constitution, we have made a preliminary inquily of the courts as 
to what the expectation of the courts and the Budget Office would 
be of the cost. They are - and I do not have this in a written fiscal 
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note - they are indicating that they believe it would be a minimal 
cost, but I do nothave that in anactual fiscal note. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. Mr. Speaker, I again - and no disrespect 
meant at all toward the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee - would suggest that in view of the fact that his 
explanation yesterday relative to enabling legislation has been 
obviated by your answer today, it would seem to me to indicate that 
a fiscal note dealing with the implications by the Appropriations 
Committee in hand of every member before we cast a vote is 
proper and that this bill before us does not have that. 

The SPEAKER. Is that an argument? a statement? I am not 
following. Are you asking something of me? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. TANGRETTI. I guess I am asking you whether in fact, 
Mr. Speaker, you feel that this bill is properly before us with a 
proper fiscal note. I make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. We had a fiscal note attached to this bill when 
it arrived on the floor. I do not believe it is proper for the Chair to 
pass as to the adequacy of the fiscal note. Our rules say there has 
to be a fiscal note. I do not think it is up to me to say whether it 
should be $5 or $5 million. That is not my area of expertise. It 
should be the area of expertise of your Appropriations Committee 
and the majority Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. TANGRETTI. On final passage, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. TANGRETIT. Mr. Speaker, I think by the questioning and 

answering of the past few minutes, one gets the flavor of what this 
is all about. 

The fact of the matter is that this is a huge dollar expenditure on 
behalf of the Commonwealth that no one wants to talk about, no 
one wants to describe, no one wants to put in writing, and there are 
all kinds of reasons why we can skirt that or at least ostensibly skirt 
that. 

Why would we not want to know what the fiscal implications of 
this bill are? Why is it when we asked the question at the 
Appropriations Committee yesterday, we get an answer that says, 
well, there has got to be enabling legislation and that is when we 
will do the fiscal note, and today when we find out there is no 
enabling legislation, well, we may have a fiscal note in the future 
at some time, maybe, and we are talking with the c o w  and there 
is an indication that it is minimal. That is not the way we should be 
doing business. 

Now, we can argue the merits, the legal merits, of whether this 
is a good or a bad thing relative to the judiciary system, and I will 
be the first to tell you I am not qualified to make any of those 
arguments. But I think I know my responsibility as an elected 
member of this House, and tM is to know what I am voting on and 
how much it is going to cost, and we do not know that; you do not 
know that. And for us to provide a constitutional amendment on the 
ballot for members, the voting population of this Commonwealth, 
without them knowing what it is going to cost is an ouhage as well. 

Now, I flirted with the idea of recommitting this to 
Appropriations for a fiscal note. We all know how that would turn 
out. It would be a long, drawn-out process and the votes would be 
essentially what they are on the other amendments, so I am not 
going to force the House to go through that process. But I want 
everybody to realize that in those campaign brochures and all of 
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that other stuffthat we are going to be doing in this coming general 
election, that when opponents are raising and talking about victims 
and crime issues, they better be as well talking about the costs 
associated with that, which they have refused to do today, refused, 
disallowed, obfuscated, skirted, just generally did not want to 
discuss it for obvious reasons. If for no other reason, this bill 
should be defeated on that basis, because we do not know what it 
is going to cost. 

So I would ask all of you to consider that. I would ask you to 
consider what transpired between myself, the Speaker, and the 
Appropriations chairman and realize there is no interest in 
providing that information at all, and think about that, not to quote 
my good friend that is chairman of the Transportation Committee, 
but think about that before you cast your vote on this bill. 

Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentle-. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 

Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today is not the end of this process. 

This bill will face the voten after we pass it. I would hope that as 
many people as possible would vote against this bill to send a 
message to the voters that there is considerable disagreement in the 
legislature over the wisdom of this proposal. 

Representative Rohrer's point that there is a Declaration of 
Rights in the Pennsylvania Constitution and there is a Bill of Rights 
in the Federal Constitution and those are rights for citizens and not 
rights for government is a very, very profound point. 

It is not the general principle of American government that 
every right a citizen has is held by the government. In any criminal 
case, the government has a duty to tell the defendant of any 
evidence showing the defendant is innocent; the defendant does not 
have a duty to tell the government of any evidence showing the 
defendant is guilty. And anybody who has had any experience 
dealing with the IRS (Internal Revenue Service), a citizen has a 
right to get endless information from the IRS. The IRS has the right 
to get only limited information from a citizen. 

If the argument here is that every single right that is given toa 
citizen now has to be given to the government in order to be fair, 
we are radically changing democracy in Pennsylvania and we are 
radically changing the legal rights of citizens. 

Mr. Tangrelti's concerns about the fiscal Costs of this 
amendment are very, very real. If we say that this amendment has 
only a very minimal cost, then we are saying this amendment has 
only a very, very minimal impact and district attorneys are never, 
ever, except under the most extraordinarily rare circumstances, 
going to ask for jury trials. Well, if that is true, fhen this is not a .  
very significant amendment. But when we are urged to vote for the 
amendment, we are told about how terrible this situation is and how 
many, many more jury trials are needed. If many, many more jury 
trials are needed, we are going to pay an awful lot rmre money. 

We have been given different dates as to when the Supreme 
Court invalidated the law that allowed the State to demand jury 
mals, but whatever the correct date is, there has been a massive 
increase in judges and judicial costs since then, and there is a 
potential for a far, far greater increase. I remember 30 years ago 
that there were only about 30 common pleas court judges in 
Philadelphia, and today there are close to 100 common pleas court 
judges in Philadelphia. If we are going to be looking to mandate 
jury trials, the day of 150 common pleas court judges in 
Philadelphia and 200 common pleas court judges in Philadelphia 
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and many, many more judges in Allegheny and many more judges 
in counties throughout the State cannot be very far behind. 

This bill creates enormous numbers ofjobs for lawyers. As a 
lawyer, I guess I shouldnot be totally displeasedwith that But the 
downside for the public is that this creates enormous excess costs 
for the public, and the very, very loose, slipshod manner of figuring 
out fiscal notes - our general belief here that any long-term cost is 
irrelevant; the only thing that counts are short-term costs that can 
be measured immediately - is very, very shortsighted. 

Finally, Ms. Josephs' point about the victims deserves your 
consideration. Many victims do not want long, drawn-out trials in 
order to get every last drop of punishment. The punishment of a 
trial is a punishment for victims also, and punishing alleged 
criminals by a long, drawwut mal is also apunishment of victims. 

It is, I think, for all these reasons that a whole diverse monopoly 
of organizations from the ACLU to the gun groups oppose this 
amendment. They are right to oppose this amendment. I am not 
totally pemmded that all the citizens of Pennsylvania are going to 
vote for this amendment. Some constitutional amendments that 
have sailed through this House overwhelmingly have just passed 
narrowly or been defeated. My feeling is there is a reasonable 
chance this amendment will be defeated. 

I would urge that we send a very strong message to the voters by 
having the maximum possible number of votes against this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Olasz 
Mr. OLASZ. Thank you very mch, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to question the chairman of the Appropriatiom 

Committee similarly to what my colleague, Mr. Tangretti, did, if 
possible. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Barley, do you consent to be interrogated 
by the gentlernaq Mr. Olasz? The gentleman, Mr. Olasz, may 
begin. 

Mr. OLASZ. Thank you very mch, Mr. Speaker. 
The determination of costs, it is the usual procedure to nake a 

study of all pertinent facts before you enter into a bottom line. 
Could you please tell me the number of jury trials in Allegheny 
County as opposed to the nonjury trials in Allegheny County? 

Mr. BARLEY. No, Mr. Speaker. I do not have that number 
before me. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, that is why approximately 3 hours 
ago I had asked and requested a fiscal note, and along the same 
lines of argument, to me it is very unusual that we could make a 
determination- 

The SPEAKER. Pardon me. The gentleman will yield. 
Have you concluded your interrogation? 
Mr. OLASZ. Yes. I am sony; yes. Thank you very mch. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized on final passage. 
Mr. OLASZ. --that we could just arbibarily sit in this rmm, the 

chambers, and make a decision when no one can tell us what the 
bottom line of costs will be. 

As 1 stated 3 hours ago in this room, and I hope I gave you 
sufficient time to think about it, if Allegheny County was hanging 
on by its fingernails where the president judge was threatening to 
shut down the cow system for lack of moneys to run a court 
system, please, someone in this room tell me, where in the world 
is that money going to come from when we have a county that is 
probably going to go out and sell apples to balance next year's 
budget, and the city IS floundering; they have nothing left to sell. 
But somewhere along the l ie ,  someone please tell me what this is 
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going to cost Allegheny County ~n dollars and cents. There are no 
answers. Previous speakers have requested answers. 

But this is being sold across this Commonwealth because of 
what, the Philadelphia courts? Someone else will probably speak 
to that situation later. But in the history and my lifetime, Allegheny 
County has never, ever suffered any embarrassment by any of those 
judges that sit on that bench, and I want you to consider that and 
think about it. Not one judge in Allegheny County or one case has 
ever been tainted in Allegheny County, and I thmk that is a tribute 
to the bench that we have in Allegheny County rather than having 
these horror stories thrown out in the hysteria, oh, we have got to 
correct crime. 

One of the previous speakers alluded to a situation where the 
court threw out a case or erred in the sentencmg. To the best of my 
knowledge, that was done by the district attorney and not by the 
judge sitting in that particular situation. 

We have heard these horror stories about, oh, the courts, the 
courts. Well, if you want to sit still for a moment and keep your 
mouths quiet, I will give you a case of where the jury screwed up 
big time, and this happened in Allegheny County in a very high 
profile case out in western Pennsylvania that the victim was the son 
of a vey, very close friend of mine. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Olasz, is your story relevant to the bill 
before us? 

Mr. OLASZ. Believe me, it is relevant, because I want to point 
out how screwed up a jury can become. 

The family was split into two cars. They were in the process of 
getting their gas tanks filled to go home when a gunfight erupted 
between two rival gangs. The baby was in his car seat In the 
backseat of the car when one of the slugs pierced the eye of this 
young baby - pierced the eye of a young baby. I was there within 
minutes with a grandfather who was trembling, saying, I was just 
holding that baby in my arms just a few minutes ago, because the 
police knew the close relationship that existed between me and the 
family. 

For your information, that case went to trial before a jury - a 
jury. Do you know what the jury handed down? Involuntary 
manslaughter; involuntary manslaughter for a man that was 
involved in a gunfight that had a record longer than a roll of toilet 
paper. The judge was furious. The judge was absolutely furious 
that his hands were tied. The jury spoke. That is the other side of 
the coin. Do you want to point out some other stories? DO not tell 
me that it is impossible to en: Everybody can make an enor, but to 
ay to sell this under the guise of the hysteria of, oh, we are letting 
criminals loose, no. 

You ask yourselves why we elect people with honor to s ~ t  on 
that bench, and here you are trying to tell me, it is not an 
adjustment, but every judge that sits on that bench is a fixer? 
Shame on you. Shame, shame, shame on every one of you that will 
vote in support of this because you think that man up in the robes, 
sitting in the robes, is a fixer. 

I hope in 3 hours' time you had an opportunity to digest what I 
have said about costs, et cetera. You think about that poor family 
that has been shattered as a result of a baby being killed in a gang 
fight, and a jury, the great jury, made up of common people, 
handed down an involuntary manslaughter case where the most that 
man can receive is 3 years. That 1s what can happen to a jmy. And 
do not tell me - we are all 3 times 7 -that a jury cannot be fixed? 

Wake up and think about it and vote against this bill. Thank you 
very much. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Boscola. 
Ms. BOSCOLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
You know, juries are not infallible and neither are judges, and 

I do not think that that argument that was just told to us really is 
relevant to what we are trying to do today. The right of the 
Commonwealth to a jury trial has been in the histories of this 
Commonwealth for hundreds of years under English law, and it has 
its roots here in the Commonwealth. But what happed  in 1973 
was that the State Supreme Court - and I will tell you, I believe it 
was a liberal Supreme Court - stripped that power away, stripped 
that power away. 

Now, the Supreme Court or the COW are supposed to interpret 
the law, and when they are not doing theirjob, what do we do as 
the legislature? We create laws, and we create laws to rectify the 
problems that sometimes the Supreme Court makes when they 
interpret the laws, and especially liberal interpretations. 

Mr. Speaker, if we do not pass this bill today, the 
defendants - the defendants - have the right to control the process. 
They control the process. The victims are unempowered. They are 
powerless, the plaintiffs. All I want to do is create a level playing 
field here. 

And, MI. Speaker, you know, I am somewhat coming from 
experience, speaking *om experience. I was a former deputy court 
administrator in the Northampton County courts, and in that role, 
a lot of times I was the one that assigned cases to judges and 
controlled the case-flow management aspect There are times in the 
Commonwealth when a person, a defendant, goes and asks for a 
jury trial. They see who the judge is, a more liberal judge, and what 
happens is they then ask for a judge trial. If they were forced into 
a jury trial, I am assuming, a lot of times, and this has happened, 
that the actual defendant plea-bargains. So he pleas, because he 
knows he cannot win in a jury trial. So the arguments about the 
costs being escalated are not true, and in a lot of instances you 
would avoid a jury trial and a judge trial because they do not want 
to go to trial, so they plea. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a really good bill, and what it does is 
send a strong a very strong statement to the criminals out there, but 
it also protects the rights of the plaintiffs and protects the rights of 
victims. It is a good bill, and I encourage its passage today. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 

Mr. Derrnody. 
Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot of discussion today and a lot 

of debate on the number of hearings that were held on this bill for 
the last several years, and that is true; there have been several, and 
I have attended many of those hearings. But after attending most of 
those hearings, what became clear is the driving force behind this 
piece of legislation, and what appears to me, afkr all is said and 
done, the driving force behind this piece of legislation is the 
problem with the administration of the courts in Philadelphia, 
because what happens in Philadelphia, and you have 
heard- Well, what we just heard does not really describe what 
happens, but what happens there is what they call judge shopping. 
That is, a defendant would seek a jury trial and ask for a jury trial, 
would be brought into a courtroom would be able to see who the 
judge is, and then ask, okay, I do not like this judge; I want a 
nonjury mal. However, in Philadelphia the case would not be able 
to proceed at that time, so you would have victims, witnesses, 

everybody inconvenienced. The case would have to be postponed. 
That case in Philadelphia is sent to a different pile, a different set 
of judges, where the defendant is hoping to find a better judge, a 
better forum, and oftentimes, delay works in favor of the 
defendants. 

I served as a prosecutor for 5 years in Allegheny County. I 
prosecuted rapes, homicides, and child abuse cases. In Allegheny 
County, a case is assigned to a judge. That judge, if the defendant 
asks for a jury trial and the day of that trial is scheduled, you go 
pick your jury. If that defendant then decides or for some reason 
wants a nonjury trial, you go to that judge, the very judge the case 
was assigned to, and you try your case immediately. There is no 
postponement, no delay. 

I can assure you that in most of the counties of this 
Commonwealth, that is the way it goes. I can tell you in most of the 
counties of this Commonwealth, there is no problem You are not 
getting calls from all your D.A.s saying cases are being thrown out 
willy-nilly because defendants are judge shopping or that the 
judges are lenient I do not believe it is happening. Ask yourselves 
if it is happening. 

Just because Philadelphia has a problem with the administration 
of their courts does not mean we should change our Constitution. 
It works. The system is working well in all of the other counties but 
for Philadelphia, and for that reason I think we all should be 
against this bill, because we should not treat this very lightly, 
amending our Constitution. 

Let the rest of us go about our business. Let Philadelphia clean 
up the adminisnation of their courts, and let the rest of us alone, 
please. Thank you very much. 

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

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this issue was lost very early in the 
debate when the question got framed as, who wants to be on the 
side of the criminals? And when you state that as the question, 
there is no way that you are going to have anything other than a 
majority, and probably a very healthy majority, in favor ofthis bill. 
And we heard some examples earlier today about how somebody 
who had done something wrong might get prosecuted for a more 
serious charge than is justified, and that also will not cut the 
mustard, because you put the people who want to vote against this 
bill in the position of trying to defend somebody who has done 
something m n g .  

I do not think that is what this bill is all about I think this bill is 
about a safety valve to protect those people who are charged with 
crimes who happen not to be guilty. And I know that it is hard to 
imagine that the police ever arrest the wrong p a o n  or the district 
attorney ever indicts the wrong person, but it does happen, and I 
think historically what puqmse was served by allowing a defendant 
to ask for a trial by judge was to protect the defendant in those 
instances in which he is indicted in an environment in which the 
people in the community are emotionally charged and cannot give 
him a fair trial and the judge, for whatever reason, refuses to grant 
moving that trial somewhere else or picking a jury from outside the 
area. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been to the best of my knowledge no 
showing that we have had a significantly lower conviction rate 
since the time that the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania said that it 
was not constitutional for the legislature to try to impose this right 
and for the defendant to have to get the permission of the district 
attorney. We have no showing that that is the case. The letter I got 
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from my district attorney does not even pretend to make that 
argument. It cites the fact thai-we have got an administrative 
problem in some metropolitan counties, and so be it. Let them fix 
up their problem the way we fixed it up in the rural counties. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not heard any complaint that cannot be 
addressed by a simple amendment to Title 42 or by a simple 
change in the rules of the Supreme Court or a simple change in the 
rules of the county court. We ought not sacrifice what I think is a 
necessary safeguard. We ought not amend the Constitution, and I 
think we ought to vote "no." Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentle-. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Armstrong, who is the 

last speaker. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Over 200 years ago our nation went to war with the mother 

country because of many abuses fiom the mother country, and one 
of those major abuses was the King's Court, and we established 
certain protections for people, realizing what those abuses could 
be, and we fought long and hard over that and spent blood, a lot of 
blood, to fight for those rights. We have also sent people to foreign 
lands to fight for those kinds of rights. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
Mr. Armstrong. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you. 
I did not really get into much of my speech, so I am going to 

start over. 
Over 200 years ago- No, I am not going to- Come on now; 

come on. It was not that long. 
Over200 years ago our own people, our own ancestors, realized 

the problem with a court system that was out of control, that had 
too much power, and came in and usurped a lot of our rights, and 
we fought a long battle to obtain those rights and to put them down 
into our own Constitution to protect our people. We are elected, as 
Representatives, as guardians of those rights. Instead, what I fear 
today is what we are doing is stepping aside and allowing the 
courts to have a little bit more power, a little bit more right, to 
come in and, what the Representative from Somerset County said, 
to be able to have a little bit more edge, even to be able to 
prosecute innocent people, and that is what my fear is. 

I do not want to defend in any way, shape, or form anybody who 
is guilty, and I think that is the way all of us are in this room But 
for those of us who want to defend those individuals who may have 
been accused of somethmg and it is totally wrong but yet we are 
going to give the courts a little bit more power to be able to prove 
their w e ,  I think we are doing exactly what we should not be 
doing: we are stepping aside, and we are not being the guard of 
those rights. 

I ask for you, although I think we probably all have our ninds 
made up, but I ask for you to defend those rights, be the guardians 
today of those constitutional rights. Government already has 
enough power to prove cases and to prosecute and to indict, to 
convict. They do not need this extra right, this extra tool. Thank . 
you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Wogan. 

And in the course of the debate this afternoon, it is amazing the 
distrust I have heard from c& debaters. I have heard distrust, 
first of all, of our district attorneys. Our district attorneys, the 
opponents ofthis constitutional amendment say, cannot be trusted; 
neither can our juries be husted to do the right thing; and worst of 
all, they are saying, neither can the people of Pennsylvania be 
husted to make the right decision this November. Are my ears 
hearing co~~ectly? I bust the D.A.s of Pennsylvania, I trust the jq 
system in Pennsylvania, and I trust the people of Pennsylvania to 
make the right decision on this constitutional amendment in 
November, and we should let them make that decision. 

And I am going to be a smct constructionist, because I heard 
some things from my side of the aisle that, quite frankly, do not 
make any sense, and I apologize, because I respect the gentleman. 
But number one, Article I, section 6, does not say "Criminal Trial 
by Jury"; it says "Trial by Jury." You cannot read what you want 
to read into the Constitution. Trial by jury in our Constitution as it 
has existed from our first Constitution, that provision deals with 
civil and criminal cases. You cannot throw that out by reading a 
word in there that is not there. 

And the second point he made was, this is not any good because 
the Senate changed it. Well, Mr. Speaker, the Senate did not 
change the substance of this; the Senate changed what election the 
referendum would take place, and it is studied law in this State that 
as long as you do not change the substance of the amendment, it is 
good. This is still a good amendment. It has not been changed. The 
substance is the same as the last session, and it will be evaluated by 
the voters prior to the election. There is going to be more 
advertising in all the counties of the State that have newspapers. 
The same ads that ran in the summer and fall of 1996 are going to 
be m this fall. 

But I also want to address that using the logic of some of the 
debaters here today, the State Constitution can never be changed 
using that logic. Well, we have an amendment process, and I read 
the material that the Judiciary Committee received after one of the 
public hearings, and I could not be in Harrisburg that day, but I did 
watch it on PCN. It was one of the more V i e  hearings that I 
have ever witnessed in my 17 years here, because I heard, number 

: one, we do not have a valid Constitution here; we have not done 
anything right in this State since 1790, and my argument to these 
people, whom I regard as lunatics, is if this Constitution that we are 
operating under is invalid, then what is so wrong with amending 
it? 

The people of Pennsylvania are represented, the victims of 
crime are represented, by the district attorney in each of our 67 
counties in this State. They have the obligation not just to represent 
the victims of crimes that are before them, but they have an 
obligation to make sure that there will be fewer victim of crimes 
in their systems in the future, and one of the ways that they will do 
this is if we give them this tool. 

I ask for an afiinnative vote on this bill. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
- 

Mr. WOGAN. Thankyou, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will be brief. 
As was stated earlier, this bill merely levels the playing field 

between the prosecution and the defense. It only restores the 
system that we had in Pennsylvania from 1935 through 1982. It 
does nothing more than that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, and returns to 
leaves of absence and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, 
who asks that the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. DONATUCCI, be put on leave for the balance of today's 
session. Without objection, leave will be granted. The Chair hears 
no objection. 
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On the question retuning, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, 

the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

We will do it in sections, as we have done it for the past two or 
three votes. 

This section to the lei? of the Speaker, the Republican section, 
those voting "no" will rise. Otha  will please take their seats. VO" 
votes, please stand. The clerk will read the names; then please he 

Dermody Levdansky Sainato Wifliams, A. H. 
DeWeese Lloyd Santoni Wilt 
Evans Mandmho Seyfen Yewcic 
F%O Markosek Shaner Youngblood 
Forcier Mcllhanan Smith, S. H. Zug 
George Melio Staback 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-I 0 

Donatucci Leh Scrimenti 
BebkbJones Gannon ~ y n c h  Williams. C. 
Daley ltkin 

seated: 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

The SPEAKER. The members in the section to the right of the 
Speaker who are in favor of  the bill on h a 1  passage will please 
rise. If you are in favor ofthe bill, the amendment, please rise; the 
amendment to the Constitution, the bill. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 10 

Adolph Dent Lucyk Ross 
Argall DiGirolamo Maher Rubley 
Baker h c e  Maitland Salher 
Bad Eachus Majw Saylor 
Barley Egolf Marsiw Schmder 
Bamr  Fairchild Masland Schuler 
Banisto Feese Mayemik Semmel 
Belfanti Fichter McCall Seiatini 
Benninghoff Fleagle McGeehan Smith, B. 

McGill Snyder, D. W. Birmelin Flick 
Blaum Geist Mcllhinncy Sreil 
Boscola Gigliotti McNaughton Stem 
Boyes Gladeck Micoeie Stetler 
Bmwne Godshall Miller Striamatter 
Bunt GNPPO Mundy Taylor, E. Z. 
Butkovitz Harhart Nailor Taylor, J. 
Buxton H ~ Y  Nickol  rich 
Cawley Hennessey O'Brien True 
Chadwick Herman One Tulli 
Civera Henhey Perzel Vance 
Clark Hess Petrone Waugh 
Clymer Jarolin Phillips W o w  
Cornell Kaiser Plats Wojnamski 
Corpora Keller Raymond Wright M. N. 
Corrigm Kenney Readshaw Zimmerman 
COY Krebs Reber 
Dally Lawless Reinard Ryan. 
Dempsey Lederer Rooney Speaker 

NAYS-83 

Armstrong Gordner Michlovic Stain 
Belardi Gruitza  MY^ Steelman 
Bishop Habay Olav  Stevenson 
Caltagirone Haluska Oliver Sturla 
Cappabianca Hanna Pesci Surra 
Cam Harhai Pemca  Tangetti 
Carone H o w  P~PPY Thomas 
Casorio Hutchinson Pistella Tisue 
Cohen, L. I. Jadlowiec Preston Tmvaglio 
Cohen, M. James Ramos Trello 
Colafella Josephs Rieger Van Home 
Colaiao Kirkland Roberts Veon 
Cowell LaGrotta Robinson Vifali 
curry Laughlin Roebuck Walko 
DeLuca Lescovitz Rohrer Washinson 

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

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. If any of you- I am told that you can still go 
up and take a look at the House chamber by going up on the fourth 
floor. I have talked to three of our members who have been up 
there, and they each have come up to me and said privately that it 
is something that you should see. It is from the fourth floor, 
incidentally. 

Mr. Pistella, would you take the microphone and just- If you 
are going up there, you have to use the elevators by the front door. 

Mr. Pistella. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As the Speaker had indicated, I did take the opportunity to view 

the chambers, which is actually a misstatement. If you go to the 
front of the Capitol Building as if you were entering from the main 
doors and you were to take, as you face the grand Staircase, the 
elevator to the far right to the fourth floor, you will corn out to a 
wooden-enhed construction enmince. As you walk through the 
doorway to the gallery of the chambers, you will find yourself no 
more than 7 feet fiom the ceiling. 

What they have done is they have erected a scaffold. Now, you 
are all probably about as well versed in construction as I was, 
t h i i  it w something that you place next to your home to have 
work done. Instead what they have done is that they have erected 
a 40-foot floor so that they are now a matter of 10 feet from the 
ceiling and what they are in the process of doing is to refinbish all 
of the chandeliers by taking them apart, rewiring each individual 
outlet. They are also working on the installation of the sprinklers. 
They are also refurbishing all of the woodwork and the gold 
gilding, and so it is impossible to conduct session there. 

But if you go, you can see how adept they are at the work that 
they are doing and how skilled they are. It is really worth the 
experience to spend 5 minutes there. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Thank YOU. 

You are conducting t o m  tomorrow, I understand. 
Mr. PISTELLA. More than happen to, Mr. Speaker. 



The SPEAKER Mr. Slurla, I understand you wish to correct the 
record. 

Mr. STURLA. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I was recorded as a negative 
on the final vote of SB 555. I wish to be recorded as an affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 
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FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The g e n t l m ,  Mr. Boyes. 
Mr. BOYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to call an immediate meeting ofthe House Finance 

Committee for consideration of a bill, SB 1296. 
The SPEAKER Where would you have that meeting? 
Mr. BOYES. I would ask it be back over here in the far comer 

at the rear of the chambers; an immediate meeting of the House 
Fiance Committee. 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

INSURANCE COMMITTEE MEETING I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Miconie. 
Mr. MICOUIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The meeting that was- 
The SPEAKER. There are committee meetings being 

announced. I suggest that you listen. 
Mr. MICOZZIE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The meeting that was scheduled for Thursday has been 

canceled, and it has been rescheduled for tomorrow morning at 
915  in mom 40E. That is the House Insurance Committee meeting. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

COMMIlTEE MEETING CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Wogan. 
Mr. WOGAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The meeting of the House Consumer Affairs Committee 

originally scheduled for tomorrow morning has been canceled. We 
will attempt to reschedule this hearing for the first long break on 
Monday afternoon. 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bill for concunence: 

SB 1296, PN 1677 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 2,1998. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 803, PN 1819 By Rep. CLYMER 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for a new period of eligibility for special 
early retirement; and further providing for standards of compensation for 
employees of the board. 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE 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 to Senate amendments by liuther amending House 

8 amendments to HB 2356, PN 3618. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 

Representatives for its concwtence. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMI'ITEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 1296, PN 1677 By Rep. BOYES 

An A n  amending the act ofJuly 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230). entitled, 
as amended, Second Class County Code, further providing for county 

I employee retirement allowances. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Kaiser. 
Mr. KAISER. Mr. Speaker, is tomorrow a nonvoting session 

day? 
The SPEAKER Yes. 
Mr. KAISER. Thank you. 

FINANCE. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the mjority leader. 
Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1296 be removed 

hears no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My vote was not recorded on the roll call that was taken to 

recommit SB 555. I was out of the chamber. I wish my vote to be 
recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

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

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
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The SPEAKER. Do the Republican leaders have any M e r  
business? Do the Democratic leaders have anything further? 

Hearing none, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Stevenson, from Allegheny County. 

MI. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 
adjourn until Wednesday, June 3, 1998, at 11 am., e.d.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 6:01 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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